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Abstract—Dual-function radar-communication (DFRC) is a
key enabler of location-based services for next-generation com-
munication systems. In this paper, we investigate the problem
of designing constant modulus waveforms for DFRC systems.
For high-precision radar sensing, we consider joint optimiza-
tion of the correlation properties and spatial beam pattern.
For communication, we employ constructive interference-based
block-level precoding (CI-BLP) to leverage distortion induced
by multiuser multiple-input multiple-output (MU-MIMO) and
radar transmission on a block level. We propose two solution
algorithms based on the alternating direction method of multi-
pliers (ADMM) and majorization-minimization (MM) principles,
which are effective for small and large block sizes, respectively.
The proposed ADMM-based solution decomposes the nonconvex
formulated problem into multiple tractable subproblems, each of
which admits a closed-form solution. To accelerate convergence
of the MM-based solution, we propose an improved majoriz-
ing function that leverages a novel diagonal matrix structure.
After majorization, we decompose the approximated problem
into independent subproblems for parallelization, mitigating the
complexity that increases with block size. We then evaluate
the performance of the proposed algorithms through a series
of numerical experiments. Simulation results demonstrate that
the proposed methods can substantially enhance spatial/temporal
sidelobe suppression through block-level optimization.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC),
dual-function radar-communication (DFRC), interference ex-
ploitation, multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)

I. INTRODUCTION

In the upcoming 6G era, communication networks are

expected to offer not only connectivity but also sensing ca-

pabilities, enabled by integrated sensing and communications

(ISAC) technology [1]. In line with this, standardization bodies

such as the Third Generation Partnership Project (3GPP)

and European Telecommunication Standard Institution (ETSI)

have initiated investigations of ISAC to support location-

based services such as vehicular communications, intelligent

factories, and electromagnetic exposure reduction [2]–[4].

Early works in ISAC have proposed embedding information

within radar pulses and radar-communication coexistence [5].
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In turn, dual-function radar-communication (DFRC), which

shares both spectrum and hardware, has attracted significant

research interest due to its potential to improve spectral, cost,

and energy efficiency [6]–[10]. In this paper, we address the

problem of designing waveforms for DFRC systems. In the

rest of this section, we discuss our design principles and

related works, and summarize our contributions.

A. Our Design Principles and Related Work

Constant Modulus Waveform Design: In DFRC systems,

high-power transmissions are often employed to enable precise

and robust radar sensing. Under high-power conditions, a

high peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR) may cause distorted

signal outputs at high-power amplifiers (HPAs) [11], [12].

Therefore, it is crucial to design constant modulus waveforms

to maintain the efficiency of HPAs and prevent such distortion.

Some past DFRC works have investigated the problem of

designing constant modulus waveforms [6], [13]–[15]. The

work in [6] minimized multi-user interference under constant

modulus and radar waveform similarity constraints. In [13],

radar signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) was maximized under con-

stant modulus and per-user interference constraints. As an

alternative approach, [15], [16] considered a PAPR constraint

to circumvent the problem of nonlinearity in HPAs.

Interference Exploitation: In the DFRC context, the de-

sign of constant modulus waveforms requires incorporating

explicit data symbol information, which is closely related to

symbol-level precoding (SLP) [17], [18]. Unlike traditional

precoding schemes that only use channel information, SLP

leverages both channel and data symbol information to exploit

constructive interference (CI), which enhances communication

signal power. Despite extensive research on CI-based SLP (CI-

SLP), the use of CI-SLP for DFRC systems has been relatively

limited. In [14], a beam pattern design problem was tackled

under per-user CI and constant modulus constraints. This work

focused on symbol-by-symbol optimization, which requires

solving an optimization problem at every symbol time. To

mitigate the computational burden, [19] studied block-level in-

terference exploitation, also referred to as CI-based block-level

precoding (CI-BLP), which synthesizes a transmission block

directly or a precoder that is constant within a frame/block.

The block-level waveform optimization for DFRC systems

was initially investigated in [15], which employed space-time

adaptive processing (STAP) that incorporates known target and

clutter information into the waveform design. However, target

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.18951v1
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and clutter information may not always be available, which

motivates an alternative approach that does not rely on such

information.

Correlation Property Optimization: From a radar view-

point, block-level waveform design incorporates the temporal

aspects of the waveform. Addressing waveform correlation

properties is pivotal for high-resolution radar sensing, as it

directly impacts the quality of range estimation. In previous

works, imposing a similarity constraint has been a prevalent

approach to address this challenge [6], [15], [16], [20], [21].

This ensures that the designed waveform retains the space-time

correlation properties of a reference waveform, such as linear

frequency modulated (LFM) waveforms. Nonetheless, this

approach offers an indirect solution to space-time sidelobes

and thus lacks direct control over them. To overcome the

limitations of imposing the similarity constraint, alternative

approaches have optimized explicit sidelobe cost functions

such as integrated sidelobe level (ISL) and peak sidelobe level

(PSL) [22]–[26]. Most works have focused on suppressing

spatial and temporal sidelobes individually. Yet, space-time

correlation properties need to be addressed collectively to

separate targets at different points in space and time [27], [28].

In this paper, we address the problem of designing constant

modulus waveforms for DFRC systems. Our approach directly

designs the transmit space-time matrix rather than designing a

linear precoding matrix. We employ CI-BLP to take advantage

of CI on a block level without the need for symbol-by-

symbol optimization. Unlike prior works on CI-BLP that aim

to reduce complexity [19] or signaling overhead [29], we focus

on the joint design of the spatial and temporal properties of

the waveform to achieve high-resolution radar sensing. To

this end, we formulate the problem as a joint optimization

of beam pattern and space-time correlations subject to the

CI constraints. To tackle the formulated optimization prob-

lem, we propose two algorithms based on the alternating

direction method of multipliers (ADMM) and majorization-

minimization (MM) techniques.

B. Summary of Contributions

Our contributions can be summarized as follows.

• We formulate a constant modulus waveform design prob-

lem for DFRC systems. In particular, we consider joint

optimization of the spatial beam pattern and space-time

sidelobes for high sensing resolution. For communication,

we employ CI-BLP to lower the symbol error rate by

leveraging CI in the presence of multiuser and radar

transmission. We prove that the formulated problem is

a non-convex NP-hard problem.

• Next, we propose an ADMM-based algorithm, where

using the variable splitting technique, we break down the

formulated problem into multiple tractable subproblems.

We derive a closed-form solution to each of the subprob-

lems, which enables alternating updates of variables.

• We develop an additional solution based on the MM

method and the method of Lagrange multipliers, which

offers a parallelization capability. We propose a novel

diagonal matrix structure that enables tight majorization

for quadratic functions to accelerate convergence.

• We analyze the computational complexity of the proposed

algorithms and demonstrate that the proposed ADMM

algorithm is more efficient for small block sizes while

the MM algorithm is suitable for large block sizes.

• Finally, we conduct a series of numerical simulations

to evaluate the proposed algorithms, and verify their

effectiveness in comparison to the existing method [14].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we

provide the system model including the radar and communi-

cation models, and formalize our waveform design problem.

Then, in Sec. III and Sec. IV, we develop our MM-based

and ADMM-based solutions, respectively. Next, in Sec. V, we

provide the complexity analyses of the proposed solutions.

In Sec. VI, we evaluate the performances of our proposed

algorithms in comparison with the baseline algorithm, and

finally, we conclude the paper in Sec. VII.

Notation: Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface

lowercase and uppercase letters, respectively. (·)T , (·)∗, (·)H ,

and (·)−1 are the transpose, conjugate, conjugate transpose,

and inverse operators, respectively. | · | and ‖ · ‖ denotes

the absolute and 2-norm operators, respectively. diag(·) is the

diagonal matrix, with diagonal entries consisting of the input

vector. vec(·) is the vectorization of a matrix, while mat(·)
reshapes a vector into a matrix. Tr(·) is the trace of a matrix.

E[·] is the expectation operator. Qi,j denotes the (i, j)th entry

of a matrix Q. 0, 1, and I represent the all-zeros, all-ones, and

identity matrices, respectively. ∠ is the phase of a complex

number. ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. ∇ denotes the

gradient operation. [x,y](i) denotes [x(i),y(i)].

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Setup

Consider a downlink narrowband DFRC system where a

base station (BS) operates as a multi-user MIMO (MU-MIMO)

transmitter and collocated MIMO radar simultaneously, as

depicted in Fig. 1. The BS is equipped with transmit and

receive arrays of NT and NR antennas, respectively. Without

loss of generality, we consider the uniform linear array (ULA)

for both the transmit and receive arrays. The primary function

of the considered system is radar sensing, while the secondary

function is communication. To accomplish the dual functions

of radar and communication, this paper focuses on downlink

transmission, where the BS transmits a discrete-time waveform

matrix X ∈ CNT×L in each transmission block. The waveform

matrix X can be seen as a train of subpulses containing

communication information. The (n, ℓ)th entry Xn,ℓ of X

represents the ℓth radar subpulse and ℓth discrete-time transmit

symbol of L total for the nth transmit antenna.

B. Radar Model

Consider Q far-field point targets at azimuth angles

θ1, . . . , θQ and range bins τ1, . . . , τQ. To detect the targets,

the BS collects reflected signals using the receive antennas.

The received echo signal at the BS is given by [30], [31]

Z =

Q
∑

q=1

κqb(θq)a
H(θq)XJτq−τ1 + W, (1)



3

Figure 1: Illustration of a DFRC system. The BS transmits a dual-
functional waveform in the downlink to search Q target directions
and serve K communication users simultaneously.

where κq ∈ C is the complex amplitude proportional to the

radar cross-section (RCS) of target q, a(·) ∈ CNT is the

steering vector of the transmit array, b(·) ∈ CNR is the

steering vector of the receive arrays, Jτq−τ1 ∈ R
L×L is the

shift matrix for target q, and W ∈ CNR×L is independent

and identically distributed (i.i.d.) noise drawn from CN (0, σ2
r).

The shift matrix accounts for the round-trip delay between the

BS and a target, which is given by [32]

[Jτ ]i,j =

{

1, if j − i = τ

0, otherwise.
(2)

where τ is the time shift.

1) Beam Pattern Shaping Cost

In radar waveform design, it is essential to maximize the

mainlobe power directed toward targets while minimizing

sidelobes. This strategy ensures strong return signals from

the targets and suppresses undesired signals caused by clutter.

Given the waveform X, the beam pattern at angle θ is

given by G(X, θ) = ‖aH(θ)X‖2 = aH(θ)XXHa(θ) where

a(θ) ∈ CNT is the steering vector of the transmit array

[33]. The beam pattern can be expressed in vector form as

G̃(x, θ) = ‖(IL ⊗ aH(θ))x‖2 = xHAux where Au =
(
IL ⊗ aH(θ))H(IL ⊗ aH(θ)

)
and x = vec(X). To obtain the

desired properties, we minimize the mean square error (MSE)

between the ideal beam pattern and the actual beam pattern,

which can be expressed as

gbp(α,x) =

U∑

u=1

|αGd(θu)− G̃(x, θu)|2, (3)

where U is the number of angle bins, α is the scaling

coefficient, and Gd(θu) is the desired beam pattern at angle

θu. Here, we have approximated the beam pattern MSE with a

finite number U of angle bins. The scaling coefficient α adjusts

the amplitude of the beam pattern that varies according to the

BS transmit power. Given the available closed-form solution to

α, the beam pattern shaping cost can be expressed in compact

vector form as [14], [34]

g̃bp(x) =

U∑

u=1

|xHBux|2, (4)

where Bu , Gd(θu)
U∑

u′=1

Au′Gd(θu′)
( U∑

u′=1

G2
d(θu′ )

)−1 − Au.

2) Space-time Autocorrelation and Cross-Correlation Inte-

grated Sidelobe Levels (ISLs)

Since the ambiguity of a radar waveform has a significant

impact on parameter estimation quality [27], [28], it is critical

to address its ambiguity characteristics. We consider the space-

time correlation function to quantify such ambiguity in the

radar waveform. The space-time correlation function is defined

as the correlation between a radar waveform and its echo

reflected from different angle and range bins [35], [36], which

is given by χτ,q,q′(X) = |aH(θq)XJτXHa(θq′)|2, where

Jτ ∈ RL×L is the shift matrix [32]. The space-time correlation

function can be rewritten in vector form as [34] χτ,q,q′(x) =
|xHDτ,q,q′x|2, where Dτ,q,q′ = J−τ ⊗ a(θq′ )a

H(θq). For

a given parameter set (τ, q, q′), the space-time correlation

function χτ,q,q′(x) describes the correlation between angles

θq and θq′ at a range bin τ . When q = q′, the space-time

correlation function represents the autocorrelation properties

at angle θq . Then, the autocorrelation integrated sidelobe level

(ISL) can be obtained as

gac(x) =

Q
∑

q=1

P−1∑

τ=−P+1,
τ 6=0

χτ,q,q(x), (5)

where Q is the number of target directions of interest and P is

the largest range bin of interest with P − 1 ≤ L. On the other

hand, when q 6= q′, the space-time correlation function χτ,q,q′

represents the cross-correlation properties between angles θq
and θq′ at a range bin τ . The cross-correlation ISL is given

by

gcc(x) =

Q
∑

q=1

Q
∑

q′=1,
q′ 6=q

P−1∑

τ=−P+1

χτ,q,q′(x). (6)

By minimizing the defined ISL costs, we aim to enhance

sensing resolution in space and time.

C. Communication Model and QoS Constraint

Consider MU-MIMO transmission where the BS serves

K single antenna users simultaneously, i.e., NT ≥ K . We

adopt a block-fading channel model where the communication

channels remain the same within a transmission block. The ℓth
received symbol at user k can be written as

yℓ,k = hH
k xℓ + nℓ,k, (7)

where xℓ is the ℓth column of X containing the ℓth communi-

cation symbol and ℓth radar subpulse, hk ∈ CNT is the channel

from the BS to user k, and nℓ,k ∈ C is Gaussian noise with

nℓ,k ∼ CN (0, σ2). We assume the BS has perfect knowledge

of the user channels hk ∈ CNT for k = 1, . . . ,K . The

codeword for user k is given by sk = [s1,k, . . . , sL,k]
T ∈ C

L

where each symbol sℓ,k is drawn from a constellation S.

As discussed earlier, the CI-based approaches utilize both

channel and symbol information for designing waveforms. In

what follows, we detail the relationship between the desired

codeword sk and the transmit signal X.
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Figure 2: Constructive interference (CI) region. The ℓth noiseless
received symbol hH

k xℓ for user k lies within the CI region if the

inequality |
−−→
BD| ≥ |

−−→
BC| holds.

Per-User Communication QoS Constraint

To ensure a baseline quality of service (QoS) for the com-

munication users, we consider a CI-BLP approach to exploit

the distortion induced by MU-MIMO and radar transmission.

CI refers to an unintended signal that moves the precoded sym-

bol farther away from its corresponding decision boundaries

in the constructive direction. Unlike conventional precoding

that eliminates distortion, the CI-BLP approach aims to locate

the received symbols within the CI region, thereby reducing

the symbol error rate.

This paper focuses on the M -phase shift keying1 (M-PSK)

constellation, where M = 4, i.e., quadrature-PSK (QPSK).

Fig. 2 describes the condition under which the precoded

symbol lies within the CI region.
−−→
OC = hH

k xℓ denotes the

ℓth noise-free precoded symbol for user k.
−→
OA = p · sℓ,k is

the ℓth scaled data symbol for user k, where p = σ
√
γk and γk

is the SNR target.
−−→
OC falls into the CI region if the distortion−→

AC is in the constructive direction. From the geometry, the

CI condition can be expressed as Λ ≥ φ where φ is the angle

between
−−→
AB and

−→
AC, and Λ = π/M , which is equivalent to

|−−→BD| ≥ |−−→BC|. The length |−−→BC| can be expressed as |−−→BC| =
|ℑ{hH

k xℓe
−j∠sℓ,k}|, while the length |−−→BD| can be expressed

as |−−→BD| = |−−→AB| tanΛ = ℜ{hH
k xℓe

−j∠sℓ,k − σ
√
γk} tanΛ.

Combining the above results, the communication constraint

for ℓth symbol of user k can be formulated as [37]

ℜ{hH
k xℓe

−j∠sℓ,k − σ
√
γk} tanΛ− |ℑ{hH

k xℓe
−j∠sℓ,k}| ≥ 0.

The above CI constraint can be transformed into [14]

ℜ{ĥH

ℓ,mxℓ} ≥ Γm, ∀ℓ = 1, 2, . . . , L, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . , 2K,
(8)

where

ĥ
H

ℓ,2k , hH
k e−j∠sℓ,k (sinΛ− j cosΛ),

ĥ
H

ℓ,2k−1 , hH
k e−j∠sℓ,k (sinΛ + j cosΛ), and

Γ2k , σ
√
γk sinΛ,Γ2k−1 , σ

√
γk sinΛ.

Due to the limited space, we refer the readers to [14], [37]

for a detailed derivation. With this, the CI constraint can be

1Although the main focus of this paper is the PSK scenario, it is possible
to extend it to quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM), as shown in [19].

reformulated with respect to vector x as ℜ{h̃H

ℓ,mx} ≥ Γm,

where h̃
H

ℓ,m , eTℓ,L⊗ ĥ
H

ℓ,m and eTℓ,L denotes the ℓth column of

the L× L identity matrix.

D. Constant Modulus Constraint

In order to maximize the efficiency of HPAs, it is essential

to design a constant envelope waveform of the BS. Hence,

we impose a constant modulus constraint to ensure the entries

of the waveform have a constant amplitude, which can be

expressed as |xn| =
√

PT /NT , ∀n, where PT is the transmit

power and xn is the nth entry of x. The feasible set of the

constant modulus constraint is a complex circle manifold [38],

which can be expressed as M = {x ∈ CLNT : |xn| =√

PT /NT ∀n}.
E. Problem Formulation

Our objective is to design a dual-functional waveform that

detects the targets of interest while serving the communication

users simultaneously. To this end, we minimize the beam

pattern shaping cost, to maximize the mainlobe power aimed

toward targets θ1, θ2, . . . , θQ while minimizing spatial side-

lobes. Furthermore, we minimize the space-time ISL to reduce

the autocorrelations of each target and the cross-correlations

among the targets. For communication, we impose the CI

constraint to ensure that the communication symbols exist

within the CI region, thereby meeting the QoS requirement. By

taking these design goals into account, the waveform design

problem is formulated as

min
x

ωbpg̃bp(x) + ωacgac(x) + ωccgcc(x)

s.t. C1 : ℜ{h̃H

ℓ,mx} ≥ Γm, ∀ℓ,m

C2 : |xn| =
√

PT

NT

, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , LNT

(9)

where ωbp, ωac, ωcc ≥ 0 are the weights for the beam pattern

shaping cost (4), autocorrelation ISL (5) and cross-correlation

ISL (6), respectively. C1 is the communication QoS constraint,

and C2 is the constant modulus constraint. By normalizing the

constant modulus constraint, we can reformulate the above

problem as

min
x

ωbpg̃bp(x) + ωacgac(x) + ωccgcc(x)

s.t. C1 : ℜ{h̃H

ℓ,mx} ≥ Γ̃m, ∀ℓ,m
C2 : |xn| = 1, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , LNT

(10)

where Γ̃m =
√

NT

P T
Γm. We have the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Problem (10) is nonconvex.

See Appendix A for detailed proof.

The formulated problem is intractable due to the nonconvex

fourth-order objective and constant modulus constraint. To

tackle this, we develop solutions based on ADMM and MM

techniques. Briefly speaking, the ADMM algorithm reduces

the order of the objective and decomposes the constraints

using the variable splitting technique. The MM algorithm

approximates the objective with a lower-order function and

applies the method of Lagrange multipliers to manage the

constant modulus constraint. The ADMM-based approach is
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particularly efficient for low L due to its iterations with closed-

form solutions, while the MM-based approach is preferable for

high L owing to its parallelization capability. We detail the

proposed algorithms in the subsequent sections.

Remark 1. The approach in [14] solved a beam pattern

optimization problem with CI and constant modulus con-

straints. This work focused on symbol-by-symbol optimization

by designing vectors x1,x2, . . . ,xL separately to transmit a

codeword of length L. Moreover, the temporal aspects of the

waveform were not considered, which are crucial for sensing

resolution. To tackle this challenge, we employ per-block

optimization that directly designs a transmit matrix X, which is

equivalent to using a constant precoder within a transmission

block [39]. Furthermore, we jointly optimize the waveform

space and time properties for high sensing resolution.

Note that the term “block-level” indicates that waveform

optimization occurs on a per-block basis, rather than on a

per-symbol basis [39]. The CI-BLP approach differs from

traditional linear block-level precoding as it still involves

per-symbol CI constraints [19], [29]. Despite this, the CI-

BLP approach takes advantage of block-level optimization,

including complexity reduction, block-level power allocation

[19], and signaling overhead reduction [29]. This paper focuses

on the DFRC aspects of the CI-BLP approach by jointly

optimizing spatial and temporal waveform properties.

III. ADMM-BASED ALGORITHM

In this section, we develop an ADMM-based solution for

addressing the non-convexity of the problem (10). ADMM

techniques aim to combine the decomposability of the dual

ascent method and the desirable convergence properties of

the method of Lagrange multipliers [40]. The key advantage

of ADMM is that it can decompose an intractable problem

into multiple tractable subproblems that involve closed-form

solutions. To this end, most existing ADMM-based algorithms

focus on breaking down the objective into multiple indepen-

dent parts for alternating updates. In contrast, [41] proposed a

unique approach where an ADMM algorithm was employed to

reduce the order of a quartic objective function and decompose

the constant modulus constraint. Inspired by this approach,

we adopt an ADMM technique to handle the fourth-order

objective and constant modulus constraint. In what follows,

we elaborate on the process of decomposing the problem (10)

into smaller subproblems and their solutions.

A. ADMM Formulation

First, we reformulate the problem in (10) by introducing

auxiliary variables u ∈ CLNT , v ∈ CLNT , and zℓ,m ∈ C for

ℓ = 1, 2, . . . , L and m = 1, 2, . . . , 2K as

min
x,u,v,{zℓ}L

ℓ=1

ωbpg̃bp(x,v) + ωacgac(x,v) + ωccgcc(x,v)

s.t. ℜ{zℓ,m} ≥ Γ̃m, ∀ℓ,m
x = v, u = v,

zℓ,m = h̃
H

ℓ,mx, ∀ℓ,m
(11)

where zℓ = [zℓ,1, zℓ,2, . . . , zℓ,2K ],

g̃bp(x,v) ,

U∑

u=1

|xHBuv|2,

gac(x,v) ,

Q
∑

q=1

P−1∑

τ=−P+1,
τ 6=0

∣
∣xHDτ,q,qv

∣
∣
2
, and

gcc(x,v) ,

Q−1
∑

q=1

Q
∑

q′=1,
q′ 6=q

P−1∑

τ=−P+1

∣
∣xHDτ,q,q′v

∣
∣
2
.

(12)

By substituting one x with an auxiliary variable v, the

objective is bi-convex, i.e, convex in x with v fixed and in v

with x fixed [41]. Moreover, the constant modulus and QoS

constraints are decoupled through the introduced auxiliary

variables u and {zℓ}Lℓ=1. In consequence, the reformulated

problem becomes an unconstrained problem with respect to

variables x and v. With fixed v, the objective function can be

rewritten in quadratic form with respect to x as

g(x) = ωbpx
HG1x+ ωacx

HG2x+ ωccx
HG3x, (13)

where

G1 ,

U∑

u=1

Buvv
HBH

u , G2 ,

Q
∑

q=1

P−1∑

τ=−P+1,
τ 6=0

Dτ,q,qvv
HDH

τ,q,q,

G3 ,

Q−1
∑

q=1

Q
∑

q′=1,
q′ 6=q

P−1∑

τ=−P+1

Dτ,q,q′vv
HDH

τ,q,q′ .

Similarly, the objective function can be rewritten in quadratic

form with respect to v as

g̃(v) = ωbpv
HT1v + ωacv

HT2v + ωccv
HT3v, (14)

where

T1 ,

U∑

u=1

BH
u xx

HBu, T2 ,

Q
∑

q=1

P−1∑

τ=−P+1,
τ 6=0

DH
τ,q,qxx

HDτ,q,q,

T3 ,

Q−1
∑

q=1

Q
∑

q′=1,
q′ 6=q

P−1∑

τ=−P+1

DH
τ,q,q′xx

HDτ,q,q′ .

Using these objective representations, the problem (11) can be

rewritten as
min

x,u,v,{zℓ}L
ℓ=1

g(x) = g̃(v)

s.t. ℜ{zℓ,m} ≥ Γ̃m, ∀m, ℓ

|un| = 1, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , LNT

x = v,u = v

zℓ,m = h̃
H

ℓ,mx, ∀m, ℓ

(15)

The scaled augmented Lagrangian function for (15) can be

rewritten as
L(x,v,u, z,ρ,η1,η2) = g(x)

+
µ1

2
(‖x− v + η1‖2 − ‖η1‖2)

+
µ2

2
(‖u− v + η2‖2 − ‖η2‖2)

+
µ3

2

L∑

ℓ=1

2K∑

m=1

(∣
∣
∣zℓ,m − h̃

H

ℓ,mx+ ρℓ,m

∣
∣
∣

2

− |ρℓ,m|2
)

,
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where µ1, µ2, µ3 ∈ R+ are the scalar penalty parameters,

η1,η2 ∈ C
LNT×1 are the Lagrange multipliers for the

equality constraints x = v and u = v, respectively, z =
[zH1 , zH2 , . . . , zHL ]H , ρℓ,m ∈ C is the Lagrange multiplier

for the equality constraint zℓ,m = h̃
H

ℓ,mx for all ℓ,m, and

ρ = [ρH1 ,ρH2 , . . . ,ρHL ]H is the Lagrange multiplier vector for

the equality constraints with ρℓ = [ρℓ,1, ρℓ,2, . . . , ρℓ,2K ]H . Ac-

cordingly, the problem (15) can be decomposed into multiple

subproblems and written in iterative form as

x(i+1) := argmin
x

L
(

x, [v,u, z,ρ,η1,η2]
(i)
)

, (16)

v(i+1) := argmin
v

L
(

x(i+1),v, [u, z,ρ,η1,η2]
(i)
)

, (17)

u(i+1) := argmin
u∈Ru

L
(

[x,v](i+1),u, [z,ρ,η1,η2]
(i)
)

, (18)

z
(i+1)
ℓ,m := argmin

zℓ,m∈Rm

L
(

[x,v,u](i+1), z, [ρ,η1,η2]
(i)
)

, (19)

η
(i+1)
1 := η

(i)
1 + x(i+1) − v(i+1), (20)

η
(i+1)
2 := η

(i)
2 + u(i+1) − v(i+1), (21)

ρ
(i+1)
ℓ,m := ρ

(i)
ℓ,m + z

(i+1)
ℓ,m − h̃

H

ℓ,mx
(i+1), (22)

where i is the ADMM iteration index, Ru = {u : |un| =
1, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , LNT}, and Rm = {z : ℜ{z} ≥ Γ̃m}.
B. Update of x(i+1)

The subproblem (16) is an unconstrained quadratic opti-

mization.

Lemma 1. The closed-form solution to the subproblem (16)

for x can be obtained at the critical point, which is given by

x∗ = Ω
−1
1 ψ1, where

Ω1 , G +
µ1

2
ILNT

+
µ3

2

L∑

ℓ=1

2K∑

m=1

h̃ℓ,mh̃
H

ℓ,m,

G , ωbpG1 + ωacG2 + ωccG3, and

ψ1 ,
µ1

2
(v(i) − η(i)

1 ) +
µ3

2

L∑

ℓ=1

2K∑

m=1

h̃ℓ,m(z
(i)
ℓ,m + ρ

(i)
ℓ,m).

See Appendix B for details of the proof.

C. Update of v(i+1)

Similar to the subproblem (16), the subproblem (17) for

v is an unconstrained quadratic problem, which is given by

min
v
L
(
x(i+1),v, [u, z,ρ,η1,η2]

(i)
)
. The solution is given by

the following lemma:

Lemma 2. The closed-form solution to the subproblem (17)

for v is given by v∗ = Ω
−1
2 ψ2, where

Ω2 , T+
µ1 + µ2

2
ILNT

, T , ωbpT1 + ωacT2 + ωccT3,

and, ψ2 ,
µ1

2
(x(i+1) + η

(i)
1 ) +

µ2

2
(u(i) + η

(i)
2 ).

See Appendix B for details of the proof.

D. Update of z
(i+1)
ℓ,m

Next, ignoring the irrelevant variables, the subproblem (19)

for the auxiliary variable zℓ,m can be rewritten as

min
zℓ,m∈Rm

∣
∣
∣zℓ,m − h̃

H

ℓ,mx
(i+1) + ρ

(i)
ℓ,m

∣
∣
∣

2

. (23)

Algorithm 1: Proposed ADMM-based Algorithm

1 Input: Initial point x0, stopping threshold ǫ1
2 Initialize: i← 0, g[i] =∞, x(i) = x0,

η
(i)
1 = η

(i)
2 = 0LNT×1, ρ

(i)
ℓ,m = 0,

z
(i)
ℓ,m = ℜ{h̃H

ℓ,mx
(i)}, v(i) = x(i), u(i) = v(i)

3 repeat

4 update x(i+1), v(i+1) and z
(i+1)
ℓ,m

5 udpate u(i+1) ← ej∠(v(i+1)−η
(i)
2 )

6 update η
(i+1)
1 ← η

(i)
1 + x(i+1) − v(i+1)

7 update η
(i+1)
2 ← η

(i)
2 + u(i+1) − v(i+1)

8 update ρ
(i+1)
ℓ,m ← ρ

(i)
ℓ,m + z

(i+1)
ℓ,m − h̃

H

ℓ,mx
(i+1)

9 set i← i+ 1

10 g[i]← ωbpg̃bp(x
(i)) + ωacgac(x

(i)) + ωccgcc(x
(i))

11 until |g[i]− g[i− 1]|/|g[i− 1]| ≤ ǫ1;

12 Output: X = mat(x(i))

The above subproblem is convex due to the convex objective

and constraint. Thus, the closed-form solution can be readily

obtained from the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) condition as

zℓ,m =







h̃
H

ℓ,mx
(i+1) − ρ

(i)
ℓ,m, if ℜ{h̃H

ℓ,mx
(i+1) − ρ

(i)
ℓ,m} ≥ Γ̃m

h̃
H

ℓ,mx
(i+1) − ρ

(i)
ℓ,m + Γ̃m

−ℜ{h̃H

ℓ,mx
(i+1) − ρ

(i)
ℓ,m}

, otherwise.

(24)

E. Update of u(i+1)

The subproblem (18) for the auxiliary variable u can be

simplified as

min
u

∥
∥
∥u− v(i+1) + η

(i)
2

∥
∥
∥

s.t. |un| = 1, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , LNT .
(25)

Next we state the following lemma, which was proven in [42].

Lemma 3. The solution to (25) is given by u(i+1) =

ej∠(v(i+1)−η
(i)
2 ).

The subproblems can be iteratively solved until the stopping

criterion is satisfied. Then, we can recover the converged

solution by reshaping the vector x into the matrix X, as

described in Algorithm 1.

F. Complexity Analysis

We analyze the complexity of the proposed ADMM-

based algorithm. The results are summarized in Ta-

ble I. Each ADMM iteration requires updating variables

x,v,u, z,ρ,η1,η2. We assume Q ≥ 2 in our analysis. The

solution x∗ to the first subproblem consists of the computation

of Ω−1
1 and ψ1. The computation of Ω1 can be decomposed

into the computations of G1,G2,G3 and
∑2KL

m=1 h̃ℓ,mh̃
H

ℓ,m. The

computation of G1 requires the evaluation of Buvv
HBH

u U
times, which has complexity O(UL2N2

T ). Matrices G2 and

G3 can be computed similarly, with complexities O(Q(2P −
1)L2N2

T ) and O(Q(Q−1)(2P−1)L2N2
T /2), respectively. The

computation of
∑L

ℓ=1

∑2K
m=1 h̃ℓ,mh̃

H

ℓ,m costs O(2KL3N2
T ).

To sum up, the computation of Ω1 is O(UL2N2
T +

Q2PL2N2
T + KL3N2

T ). Also, since Ω1 is a LNT × LNT

matrix, its inversion costs O(L3N3
T ) assuming Gauss–Jordan
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Table I: Complexity analysis of the ADMM-based Algorithm

Variable Complexity

x
∗ O(UL2N2

T +Q2PL2N2

T +L3N3

T )
v
∗ O(UL2N2

T +Q2PL2N2

T +L3N3

T )
z
∗, ρ∗ O(L2N2

T )
u

∗, η∗

1 , η∗

2 O(LNT )
Total O(UL2N2

T +Q2PL2N2

T +L3N3

T )

elimination methods. Calculating ψ1 is dominated by the

evaluation of µ3

2

∑L
ℓ=1

∑2K
m=1 h̃ℓ,m(zℓ,m+ ρℓ,m), which costs

O(KL2NT ). Thus, we conclude that the computational cost

of x∗ is given by O(UL2N2
T + Q2PL2N2

T + L3N3
T ). Sim-

ilar to x∗, the solution v∗ to the second subproblem costs

O(UL2N2
T +Q(Q− 1)(2P − 1)L2N2

T +L3N3
T ). Finally, the

solution u∗ to the subproblem (25) requires a phase alignment

operation, which costs O(LNT ). Combining all the results, the

computational complexity of each ADMM iteration is given

by O(UL2N2
T +Q2PL2N2

T + L3N3
T ).

IV. MM-BASED ALGORITHM

The ADMM-based solution discussed in Section III entails

matrix inversion operations, which can be computationally

inefficient for large block sizes. To overcome this, we develop

an additional solution by leveraging the MM technique and

the method of Lagrange multipliers. We first derive a linear

majorizer of the fourth-order objective in (10) to handle

its nonconvexity. The convergence speed of MM algorithms

largely relies on the characteristic of the majorizing function

[43]. With this in mind, we propose an improved majorizing

function for quadratic functions that enhances convergence

rates. With the proposed majorizer, the problem (10) can be

approximated as a linear program with a constant modulus

constraint. We decompose the approximated problem into

multiple independent subproblems, which can be solved in

parallel. In the following, we describe the majorization process

of (10) and the solution based on dual problems.

A. Majorizing with an Improved Majorizer

To majorize the objective, we begin by rewriting the

quadratic term in the beam pattern shaping cost as xHBux =
Tr(xxHBu) = vecH(xxH)vec(Bu) [44]. Then, follow-

ing the prevalent approach used in [14], [43]–[45], the

fourth-order beam pattern shaping cost can be expressed as
∑U

u=1 |xHBux|2 = vecH(xxH)Ψ1vec(xxH), where

Ψ1 ,

U∑

u=1

vec(Bu)vecH(Bu).

It can be verified that Ψ1 is an (L2N2
T × L2N2

T ) Hermitian

positive definite matrix. Following this approach, the objective

can be expressed as

g(x) = vecH(xxH) (ωbpΨ1 + ωacΨ2 + ωccΨ3)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ψ

vec(xxH)

= vecH(xxH)Ψvec(xxH),
(26)

where

Ψ2 ,

Q
∑

q=1

P−1∑

τ=−P+1,
τ 6=0

vec(Dτ,q,q)vecH(Dτ,q,q);

and Ψ3 ,

Q
∑

q=1

Q
∑

q′=1,
q′ 6=q

P−1∑

τ=−P+1

vec(Dτ,q,q′)vecH(Dτ,q,q′).

Then, we use the following lemma to construct a majorizer of

the fourth-order objective function.

Lemma 4. [45, (13)] Let Q,R be Hermitian matrices with

R � Q. Then, a quadratic function uHQu can be majorized

at a point ut as

uHQu ≤ uHRu+ 2ℜ{uH(Q − R)ut}+ uH
t (R−Q)ut.

According to the above lemma, we can majorize a quadratic

function by choosing a matrix R such that R � Q. To simplify

the right-hand side, matrix R is required to be diagonal [46].

In the literature, the predominant choice for R is R = λQI

where λQ is the largest eigenvalue of Q [14], [43]–[45]. [46]

proposed a novel diagonal matrix structure to enable tight

majorization for the case where Q is a non-negative symmetric

matrix. This study demonstrated that a majorizer derived from

their proposed diagonal matrix can accelerate the convergence

speed significantly. Motivated by this, we propose a novel

majorizer for quadratic functions with a complex Hermitian

matrix based on the following lemma.

Lemma 5. Let Q be a Hermitian matrix. Let Q̂ be a matrix

such that Q̂i,j = |Qi,j |. Then, diag(Q̂1) � Q.

Proof. For any u, we have

uH(diag(Q̂1)−Q)u =
∑

i,j

|Qi,j ||ui|2 −
∑

i,j

u∗
iQi,juj

=
1

2

∑

i,j

(
2|Qi,j||ui|2 − 2ℜ{Qi,ju

∗
i uj}

)

=
1

2

∑

i,j

(
|Qi,j ||ui|2 + |Qj,i||uj |2 − 2ℜ{Qi,ju

∗
i uj}

)

=
1

2

∑

i,j

(
|Qi,j ||ui|2 + |Qi,j |||uj |2 − 2ℜ{Qi,ju

∗
i uj}

)
,

where the last equality follows from |Qi,j | = |Q∗
j,i| = |Qj,i|.

Now, for any i, j, we have

|Qi,j ||ui|2 + |Qi,j ||uj |2 − 2ℜ{Qi,ju
∗
i uj}

≥|Qi,j |(|ui| − |uj |)2 ≥ 0,

which follows from the fact that |Qi,j ||ui||uj | ≥
ℜ{Qi,ju

∗
i uj}. It follows that uH(diag(Q̂1)−Q)u ≥ 0.

Using Lemma 5, a tight majorizer for the beam shaping cost

can be constructed as follows (with the proof in [34]).

Lemma 6. Let Ψ̂ be a matrix such that Ψ̂i,j = |Ψi,j | for all

i, j. The objective function (26) can be majorized as

g(x) ≤ xH
Φx+ const, (27)

where
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Φ , 2
(
ωbpΦ1 + ωacΦ2 + ωccΦ3 −

(
E⊙ xtx

H
t

))
,

Φ1 ,

U∑

u=1

xH
t BH

u xtBu,Φ2 ,

Q
∑

q=1

P−1∑

τ=−P+1,
τ 6=0

xH
t DH

τ,q,qxtDτ,q,q,

Φ3 ,

Q
∑

q=1

Q
∑

q′=1,
q′ 6=q

P−1∑

τ=−P+1

xH
t DH

τ,q,q′xtDτ,q,q′ , E , mat(Ψ̂1).

This majorizer is still quadratic, which is challenging to

optimize under the constant modulus constraint. Thus, we

further majorize the obtained quadratic function to lower its

order as follows.

Lemma 7. Let Φ̂ be a matrix such that Φ̂i,j = |Φi,j | for any

i, j. The quadratic function on the right-hand side of (27) is

majorized by

xH
Φx ≤ ℜ{xHd}

︸ ︷︷ ︸

ḡ(x)

+const, (28)

where d , 2(Φ− diag(Φ̂1))xt.

Proof. By applying Lemma 5 and Lemma 6, we have

xH
Φx ≤ xHdiag(Φ̂1)x

︸ ︷︷ ︸

1T Φ̂1

+ℜ{xH 2(Φ− diag(Φ̂1))xt
︸ ︷︷ ︸

d

}

+ xH
t (diag(Φ̂1)−Φ)xt = ℜ{xHd}+ const.

Theorem 2. Given the constant modulus constraint, the ob-

jective function can be majorized as

ωbpg̃bp(x) + ωacgac(x) + ωccgcc(x) ≤ ḡ(x) + const, (29)

where ḡ(x) = ℜ{xHd} = ℜ{dHx}.
Proof. It follows from Lemmas 6 and 7.

B. Solution via the Method of Lagrange Multipliers

Now, using (29), problem (10) can be reformulated as

min
x

ℜ{dHx}

s.t. ℜ{h̃H

ℓ,mx} ≥ Γ̃m, ∀ℓ,m
|xn| = 1, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , LNT

(30)

The majorized objective can be rewritten as ℜ{dHx} =
∑L

ℓ=1ℜ{dH
ℓ xℓ}, where xℓ and dℓ are the ℓth subvectors of

x = [xH
1 ,xH

2 , . . . ,xH
L ]H and d = [dH

1 , dH
2 , . . . , dH

L ]H , re-

spectively. Also, from (8), we have ℜ{h̃H

ℓ,mx} = ℜ{ĥ
H

ℓ,mxℓ}.
Hence, the problem (30) can be rewritten as

min
{xℓ}L

ℓ=1

L∑

ℓ=1

ℜ{dH
ℓ xℓ}

s.t. ℜ{ĥH

ℓ,mxℓ} ≥ Γ̃m, ∀ℓ,m
|xℓ,n| = 1, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , NT

(31)

where xℓ,n is the nth entry of xℓ. Since x1,x2, . . . ,xL are

independent of each other in (31), the problem (31) can be

split into L independent subproblems as

min
xℓ

ḡℓ(xℓ)

s.t. hℓ,m(xℓ) ≤ 0, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . , 2K

|xℓ,n| = 1, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , NT

(32)

where ḡℓ(xℓ) = ℜ{dH
ℓ xℓ} and hℓ,m(xℓ) = −ℜ{ĥH

ℓ,mxℓ} +
Γ̃m. The Lagrange dual problem for (32) is given by

sup
νℓ

min
xℓ

ḡℓ(xℓ) +
2K∑

m=1

νℓ,mhℓ,m(xℓ)

s.t. |xℓ,n| = 1, ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , NT

νℓ,m ≥ 0, ∀m, ℓ

(33)

where xℓ,n is the nth entry of xℓ and νℓ =
[νℓ,1, νℓ,2, . . . , νℓ,2K ] is the Lagrange multiplier vector with

νℓ,m being the Lagrange multiplier for the communication

constraint hℓ,m(xℓ) ≤ 0. The inner problem of (33) has a

linear objective with a constant modulus constraint. Thus, the

optimal solution to the inner problem can be expressed as

x∗
ℓ (νℓ) = exp

(

j∠
(
∑2K

m=1 νℓ,mĥℓ,m − dℓ

))

.

Strong duality between the primal and dual problems holds

[42] if there exists a solution νℓ that satisfies the following

conditions:

xℓ(νℓ) = exp

(

j∠

(
2K∑

m=1

νℓ,mĥℓ,m − dℓ

))

, (34)

0 ≤ νℓ,m ≤ ∞, hℓ,m(xℓ(νℓ)) ≤ 0, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . , 2K (35)

νℓ,mhℓ,m(xℓ(νℓ)) = 0, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . , 2K. (36)

A solution satisfying (34) and (36) always exists, given

νℓ,m < ∞ for all ℓ,m. Assuming that the feasible set

is strictly feasible, we have limνℓ,m→∞ hℓ,m(xℓ(νℓ)) =

hℓ,m

(

exp
(

j∠ĥℓ,m

))

< 0 for any ℓ,m. Hence, there exists

finite νℓ that satisfies equation (36), leading to strong duality.

Using this fact, we focus on solving the dual problem rather

than directly solving the primal problem. Given the closed-

form solution to the inner problem (34), the dual problem

(33) can be reduced to finding optimal Lagrange multipliers

νℓ that satisfy conditions (35) and (36). With this in mind, the

dual problem can be reformulated as

sup
νℓ

ḡℓ(νℓ) +
2K∑

m=1

νℓ,mhℓ,m(νℓ)

s.t. νℓ,m ≥ 0, hℓ,m(νℓ) ≤ 0, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . , 2K

νℓ,mhℓ,m(νℓ) = 0, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . , 2K

(37)

For ease of notation, ḡℓ(xℓ(νℓ)) and hℓ,m(xℓ(νℓ)) are denoted

by ḡℓ(νℓ) and hℓ,m(νℓ), respectively.

The problem (37) can be solved via a coordinate ascent

method where one Lagrange multiplier is optimized at a

time with the other Lagrange multipliers fixed. For updating

each coordinate, we use a modified version of the bisection

algorithm in [42], as described in Algorithm 2. Once the

Lagrange multiplier νℓ is obtained, xℓ can be recovered using

(34). Note that x1,x2, . . . ,xL can be updated in parallel to

accelerate the algorithm. The solution xt for the t-th MM

iteration can be obtained by concatenating the subvectors as

xt = [xH
1 ,xH

2 , . . . ,xH
L ]H . This iterative process continues un-

til the objective value converges. The final converged solution

can be reshaped into a matrix as X = mat(xt). The overall

iterative solution is described in Algorithm 3.
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Algorithm 2: 2K-Dimension Bisection Method for

Finding Dual Variables

1 Input: Lagrange multiplier vector νℓ, stopping

thresholds ǫ2, ǫ3
2 Initialization: i = 0; νℓ[0] = νℓ, ĝℓ[0] =∞; With

slight abuse of notation, hℓ,m(ν′) denotes

hℓ,m(νℓ)|νℓ,m=ν′

3 repeat

4 for m = 1 : 2K do

5 if hℓ,m(0) ≤ 0 then νu = 0
6 else

7 νl = 0, νu = 1;

8 if hℓ,m(νu) ≤ 0 then νu = 1
9 else

10 repeat νu = 2νu until hℓ,m(νu) ≤ 0
11 νl = νu/2

12 repeat

13 νℓ,m = (νl + νu)/2;

14 if hℓ,m(νℓ,m) > 0 then νl = νℓ,m
15 else νu = νℓ,m
16 until |hℓ,m(νℓ,m) + ǫ3/2| < ǫ3/2

17 Update i← i + 1, set νℓ[i] = [ν1, . . . , ν2K ]

18 Update ĝℓ[i] = ḡℓ(νℓ [i]) +
∑2K

m=1 νℓ,mhℓ,m(νℓ[i])
19 until |ĝℓ[i]− ĝℓ[i− 1]|/|ĝℓ[i − 1]| < ǫ2
20 Output: Recover a solution x from ν[i] and (34)

Algorithm 3: Proposed MM-based Algorithm

1 Input: Initial point x0, stopping threshold ǫ4
2 Initialize: Set t = 0, x(t) = x0, g[t] =∞
3 repeat

4 t← t+ 1
5 Update x1, . . . ,xL using (29) and Algorithm 2

6 x(t) ← [xH
1 ,xH

2 , . . . ,xH
L ]H

7 g[t]← ωbpg̃bp(x
(t)) + ωacgac(x

(t)) + ωccgcc(x
(t))

8 until |g[t]− g[t− 1]|/|g[t− 1]| ≤ ǫ4
9 Output: X = mat(x(t))

C. Complexity Analysis

Now we analyze the complexity of our proposed MM-based

algorithm. The proposed MM-based algorithm comprises the

majorization process and the bisection algorithm for solving

the dual problem. The majorization process involves compu-

tation of the matrices Ψ, Φ, and the vector d. The matrix

Ψ can be precomputed since it is independent of variable xt.

Thus, we focus on analyzing the complexity of computing Φ

and d. The computation of Φ requires the computations of

Φ1, Φ2, Φ3. The matrix Φ1 is the sum of xH
t BH

u xtBu for

u = 1, . . . , U . The evaluation of xH
t BH

u xtBu involves matrix

multiplications, which takes the computational cost O(L2N2
T ).

Thus, the complexity of Φ1 is O(UL2N2). Following the

same approach, the computational complexities of Φ2 and

Φ3 can be obtained as O(Q(2P − 1)L2N2
T ) and O(Q(Q −

1)(2P − 1)L2N2
T /2), respectively. The computation of d

involves evaluating 2(Φ−diag(Φ̂))xt, which costs O(L2N2
T ).

Thus, the overall computational complexity of the majorization

Table II: Complexity analysis of the MM-based algorithm

Variable Complexity

Φ1 O(UL2N2)
Φ2 O(QPL2N2

T )
Φ3 O(Q2PL2N2

T )
d O(L2N2

T )
Total O(UL2N2

T +Q2PL2N2

T )

process cost can be expressed as O(UL2N2
T + Q2PL2N2

T ).
We summarize the computational complexity of the above

variables in Table II.

Next, we analyze the complexity of the bisection algorithm.

The bisection algorithm requires the evaluation of hℓ,m(νℓ),
which costs O(N2). The considered bisection method termi-

nates when the constraint hℓ,m(νℓ) sufficiently approaches

zero. This differs from the traditional bisection method that

terminates when the length of the search interval falls below

a threshold. Thus, it is difficult to acquire an analytical

bound of the worst-case iteration number due to the nonlinear

relationship between hℓ,m(νℓ) and the Lagrange multiplier.

However, the combination of MM and the considered bisection

methods have empirically shown superior convergence rates

to the penalty convex–concave procedure (CCP) method and

semi-definite relaxation (SDR) [42].

Assuming full parallelization, the complexity of the bisec-

tion method will not increase with the block size L. Moreover,

the MM-based solution avoids matrix inversion operations,

whose complexity increases cubically with L. This allows the

MM-based solution to converge faster than the ADMM-based

solution developed in Section III when the block size is large,

as we will see in Section V.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

A. Simulation Setup

In this section, we evaluate the proposed algorithms through

simulations. We use the following setting unless otherwise

specified. The waveform contains 32 subpulses, i.e., L = 32,

and the largest range bin of interest is P = 8 [35]. Also,

the transmit power is PT = 1 and the noise variance for

the communication users σ2 = 0.01 [22]. The transmit array

is equipped with NT = 10 antennas with half-wavelength

spacing [22]. We consider the uncorrelated Rayleigh channel

for the communication channel of each user. We use 40

channel realizations to evaluate the average performance of

the proposed algorithms unless otherwise specified. We set

the discretized angle range to be [0◦, 180◦] with the angle

resolution of 0.5◦, i.e., θu = (u/2)◦ for u = 1, 2, . . . , 360. For

the reference beam pattern, we consider a rectangular beam

pattern, which is given by

Gd(θ) =

{

1, if θq −∆θ/2 ≤ θ ≤ θq +∆θ/2 ∀q,
0, otherwise,

(38)

where ∆θ is the beam width. We consider two target direc-

tions, i.e, Q = 2 each at angles θ1 = −30◦ and θ3 = 40◦. The

beam width ∆θ is set to 20◦. The weights for the cost functions

are (ωbp, ωac, ωcc) = (1, 4, 4). The termination thresholds are

set to ǫ1 = 10−4, ǫ2 = ǫ3 = 10−4, and ǫ4 = 3 × 10−6. We

configure the penalty parameters for the ADMM algorithm as

µ1 = µ2 = 5× 103 and µ3 = 1.5× 104.
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(a) K = 2, γk = 6dB.
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(b) K = 4, γk = 12dB.

Figure 3: Synthesized beam patterns for two communication param-
eter sets. The vertical lines indicate the target angles. The proposed
algorithms show beam patterns that are closer to those of the radar-
only scheme than CI-SLP in the sidelobes.

For baselines, we use a radar-only scheme that solves (10)

without the communication constraints, to verify the radar-

communication trade-off. Also, we compare the proposed

algorithm to the algorithm in [14], which optimizes the beam

pattern shaping cost on a symbol-by-symbol basis, as opposed

to our block-by-block strategy, under a per-user CI constraint.

For clarity, we refer to our proposed scheme and the CI-SLP

approach in [14] as CI-BLP and CI-SLP, respectively.

B. Comparison of Beam Patterns

Figs. 3a and 3b compare the beam patterns designed by

the proposed algorithms, the CI-SLP approach [14], and the

radar-only scheme, for K = 2, γk = 6dB and K = 4, γk =
12 dB. For both communication configurations, the radar-

only scheme outperforms DFRC schemes in beam pattern

approximation because it has no communication constraints.

When K = 2, γk = 6dB, the beam patterns of the CI-BLP

methods approach that of the radar-only scheme, while the

CI-SLP method suffers from relatively higher sidelobe levels.

The CI-SLP approach focuses on the symbol-by-symbol beam

pattern shaping, which can be seen as a myopic approach.

In contrast, the CI-BLP approach optimizes the beam pattern

on a block level, resulting in lower spatial sidelobes. When

K = 4, γk = 12 dB, we observe a similar trend where the

proposed approach maintains lower sidelobes than the CI-SLP

approach. The overall sidelobes levels increased compared to

the previous figure, except for the radar-only scheme. This

suggests that the difficulty of beam pattern shaping increases

as communication requirements become more demanding. Ad-

ditionally, our improvement over CI-SLP is more pronounced

in this case. For both cases, the MM-based solution slightly

outperforms the ADMM-based solution in terms of beam

pattern approximation, leading to higher spatial resolution.

C. Autocorrelation and Cross-Correlation Properties

Next, we evaluate the waveform correlation properties using

the same setup described in Section V-B. Figs. 4 and 5 plot

the autocorrelation and cross-correlation performance of the

proposed method and baselines. In all cases, the radar-only

scheme outperforms the DFRC schemes in autocorrelation

and cross-correlation, for the same reason as Fig. 3. The CI-

SLP approach demonstrates the highest autocorrelation/cross-

correlation sidelobe levels since it does not address waveform
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(c) K = 2, γk = 6dB.
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(d) K = 4, γk = 12 dB.

Figure 4: Autocorrelation at target angles (4a)(4b) θ1 = −30◦ and
(4c)(4d) θ2 = 40◦ for two communication parameter sets. The CI-
BLP approach reduces autocorrelations by approximately 20dB when
K = 2, γk = 6dB and 10dB when K = 4, γk = 12 dB, compared
to the CI-SLP baseline.
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Figure 5: Cross-correlation between θ1 = −30◦ and θ2 = 40◦ for
two communication parameter sets. The CI-BLP approach reduces
cross-correlations by approximately 30dB when K = 2, γk = 6dB
and 15dB when K = 4, γk = 12dB, compared to the CI-SLP
approach.

correlations. In contrast, the proposed CI-BLP approach ef-

fectively reduces sidelobes owing to block-level ISL mini-

mization. It is important to note that the CI-BLP approach

nearly matches the sidelobe suppression performance of the

radar-only scheme when K = 2, γk = 6dB, yielding a

roughly 25 dB sidelobe reduction compared to the CI-SLP

scheme. When K = 4, γk = 12 dB, the overall sidelobe

levels of the CI-BLP approach increase by 5 dB to 10 dB. This

implies suppressing sidelobes becomes harder as the commu-

nication requirements become tighter, accounting for the radar-

communication trade-off. Despite this, the CI-BLP approach

outperforms the CI-SLP approach in terms of correlation

for any configuration. Additionally, the MM-based solution

achieves slightly lower sidelobe levels than the ADMM-based

solution, consistent with the beam pattern results.
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(a) CI-BLP (MM).

(b) CI-SLP.

Figure 6: Capon spectral estimates of the CI-BLP and CI-SLP
waveforms in the angle and range domain for K = 2 and Γ = 6dB.
The CI-BLP method obtains lower false alarms than the CI-SLP
method due to the joint beam pattern and correlation optimization.

D. Capon Spectrum

We use the Capon method [47] to assess the position-

ing performance of the CI-BLP waveform. For the CI-BLP

method, we use the waveform obtained through the MM-

based algorithm. For each angle-range pair, we averaged the

Capon estimates over 1000 noise realizations per channel

realization. We configured three targets at (θ1, τ1) = (−30, 2),
(θ2, τ2) = (−30, 6), and (θ3, τ3) = (40, 2). Also, the complex

amplitude κq of the echo signal of target q is set to one, i.e.,

κq = 1. The array signal-to-noise ratio (ASNR) [48] is set

to 40 dB. Figs. 6a and 6b illustrate the Capon estimates at

different angle and range bins, generated by the CI-BLP and

CI-SLP waveforms, respectively, for K = 2 and Γ = 6 dB.

All values are normalized to the maximum Capon amplitude

and then converted to the dB scale. It can be observed that

strong peaks form at the target locations in both cases due to

the echoes reflected by the targets. The distinction between the

two schemes is prominent at the range bins with no targets.

The CI-SLP approach yields higher strengths at those range

bins than the CI-BLP approach, which translates into higher

false alarm rates. Conversely, the proposed CI-BLP approach

attains lower intensity owing to the autocorrelation and cross-

correlation sidelobe suppression. Overall, this suggests that

our joint beam pattern and correlation optimization results in

higher imaging resolutions and lower false alarms, especially

in the multi-target scenario.

E. Cost Functions for Different QoS Parameters

To gain a better understanding of the radar-communication

trade-off, we compared the beam pattern shaping cost gbp(x),
autocorrelation ISL cost gac(x), and cross-correlation ISL cost

gcc(x) for different QoS thresholds between 2 dB and 12 dB,

and two different numbers of users K = 2 and K = 4.

Fig. 7a demonstrates the beam shaping cost for different

SINR thresholds. For all cases, the beam pattern shaping cost

tends to increase as the QoS threshold increases due to the

radar-communication trade-off. Likewise, the beam pattern

costs appear higher when K = 4 than K = 2, which confirms

the previous discussions on the radar-communication trade-off.

The proposed algorithms achieve lower beam pattern MSEs

than the CI-SLP approach owing to block-level optimization.

Moreover, we see the MM-based solution once again outper-

forms the ADMM-based solution for both K = 2 and K = 4.

Figs. 7b and 7c demonstrate the autocorrelation and cross-

correlation ISLs with increasing QoS thresholds, respectively.

It can be verified that the proposed algorithms outperform the

CI-SLP approach in correlation sidelobe levels for all cases.

The autocorrelation and cross-correlation ISLs of the CI-SLP

approach do not vary notably over different QoS thresholds

because it does not address ISL minimization. Interestingly,

the CI-SLP approach consistently shows lower autocorrelation

and cross-correlation ISLs when K = 4 than K = 2. This

is an outcome of the reduction of the mainlobe power, not

of the correlation minimization. For the CI-BLP scheme, we

see increasing trends in autocorrelation and cross-correlation

ISL. Moreover, the CI-BLP approach is about 7 dB higher

in autocorrelation and cross-correlation ISL when K = 4
than K = 2. This implies a potential degradation in target

separation and positioning, particularly when the number of

users is larger or the QoS threshold is high. Similar to

the beam pattern results, the MM-based solution consistently

outperforms the ADMM-based solution in autocorrelation and

cross-correlation ISLs.

F. Convergence of the Proposed Algorithms

Fig. 8 compares the convergence properties of (1) the MM-

based algorithm with the proposed majorizer, (2) the MM-

based algorithm with a largest eigenvalue-based majorizer,

and (3) the proposed ADMM algorithm, for K = 2 and

γk = 6dB, with two block sizes L = 8 and L = 32.

The proposed majorizer significantly increases the speed of

convergence when compared to the largest eigenvalue ma-

jorizer. Moreover, consistent with the theory in [42], the MM-

based algorithm shows a monotonic decrease in the objective

value. Conversely, the ADMM algorithm shows spikes in the

first few iterations before converging. This is caused by the

alternating updates of the auxiliary variables, including dual

ascents. The ADMM-based algorithm outperforms the MM-

based algorithm in convergence speed for L = 8, while for

L = 32 the converse is true. The ADMM-based algorithm

involves matrix inversions to solve quadratic subproblems,

which costs O(L3N3
T ) as discussed in Section III-F, dominat-

ing convergence speed as the block size grows. In contrast,

the per-iteration complexity of the MM-based algorithm is

O((U + Q2P )L2N2
T ) as discussed in Section IV-C, which
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Figure 7: (7a) Beam pattern shaping, (7b) autocorrelation ISL, and (7c) cross-correlation ISL costs vs QoS threshold. The solid and dashed
lines indicate the cases when K = 2 and K = 4 respectively.

10
-2

10
0

10
2

Time (sec)

0

2

4

6

8

O
b
je

c
ti
v
e
 v

a
lu

e

10
4

(a) L = 8.

10
-2

10
0

10
2

Time (sec)

1

2

3

4

5

O
b
je

c
ti
v
e
 v

a
lu

e

10
5

(b) L = 32.

Figure 8: Convergence of the proposed algorithms for K = 2 and
γk = 6dB with two codeword lengths L = 8 and L = 32. λQI and

diag(Q̂1) denote the results of the largest eigenvalue and proposed
majorizers, respectively. The ADMM-based algorithm outperforms
the MM-based one for L = 8, while the converse is true for L = 32.

increases quadratically in L. Moreover, the complexity of the

bisection search remains the same as the block size L grows

large when fully parallelized. Consequently, the convergence

speed of the ADMM-based algorithm decays faster than that

of the MM-based algorithm as the block size increases.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper investigated the design of DFRC waveforms

based on block-level optimization. We jointly optimized the

spatial beam pattern and space-time correlations of the wave-

form for high-precision positioning. For communication, we

employed a CI-BLP approach for block-level interference

exploitation. To solve the formulated problem, we developed

two algorithms, based on ADMM and MM techniques, which

are suitable for small and large block sizes, respectively.

Moreover, we proposed an improved majorizer for quadratic

functions with a complex Hermitian matrix for faster conver-

gence. Simulation results showed that block-level optimized

waveforms outperform symbol-level optimized waveforms in

terms of spatial and temporal sidelobe levels, significantly en-

hancing radar resolution. A possible future work could explore

the design of low-complexity precoding schemes for DFRC

systems, which can be crucial for practical implementations.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

To show the nonconvexity of the feasible set, we transform

the constraints in (10) into a real-valued constraint as

h̄
T

mx̄ ≥ Γ̃m ∀m, x̄2
n + x̄2

n+LNT
= 1 ∀n, (39)

where x̄ = [ℜ{xT},ℑ{xT}]T and h̄m = [ℜ{h̃T

m},ℑ{h̃
T

m}]T .

The feasible region of the constant modulus constraint takes

the shape of a unit circle in the nth and (n + LNT )th
coordinates. Moreover, the intersection of the linear commu-

nication constraints forms a polygon in the same coordinates.

Consequently, the intersection of the feasible sets turns out to

be an arc of each circle. Thus, the feasible set is nonconvex,

which proves the problem (10) is nonconvex and NP-hard.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMAS 1 AND 2

Since the first subproblem is an unconstrained quadratic

problem, the solution can be found at the critical point. To

find the critical point, we first compute the gradient of the

objective as

∇xL(x,u,v, z,ρ,η1,η2)

=2

(

G +
µ1

2
ILNT

+
µ3

2

L∑

ℓ=1

2K∑

m=1

h̃ℓ,mh̃
H

ℓ,m

)

x

−2
(

µ1

2
(v − η1) +

µ3

2

L∑

ℓ=1

2K∑

m=1

h̃ℓ,m(zℓ,m + ρℓ,m)

)

=2Ω1x− 2ψ1.

Here, Ω1 is a LNT × LNT positive definite matrix since

ωbpT1, ωacG1, ωccR1, and µ3

2

∑L

ℓ=1

∑2K
m=1 h̃ℓ,mh̃

H

ℓ,m are

positive definite. Hence, the optimal x∗ is obtained when

the gradient is zero, i.e., Ω1x − ψ1 = 0. It follows that

x∗ = Ω
−1
1 ψ1. Similarly, to compute y∗, we compute the

gradient of the augmented Lagrangian with respect to y as

∇yL(x,u,v, z,ρ,η1,η2) = 2
(

T +
µ1 + µ2

2
ILNT

)

y

− 2
(µ1

2
(x+ η1) +

µ2

2
(u+ η2)

)

= 2Ω2y − 2ψ2,

where Ω2 is a LNT ×LNT positive definite matrix. Thus, the

solution y∗ is obtained as y∗ = Ω
−1
2 ψ2.
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