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Optimal Joint Radar and Communication User
Association in Cell-Free mMIMO Systems
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Abstract—The cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-output
(CF-mMIMO) systems are crucial for 6G development due to
their high spectral efficiency and uniform user-experienced data
rates. A key aspect of CF-mMIMO is user association (UA) and
optimal cluster formation. Traditional methods focusing solely
on communication-related metrics fall short in this context, as
sensing is becoming integral to 6G. This study delves into a
framework for joint radar and communication (JRC) in CF-
mMIMO systems and investigates JRC-based UA techniques.
We propose a novel method to optimize UA, enhancing both
communication spectral efficiency and sensing accuracy. Existing
literature has not explored this dual requirement integration for
UA. Our proposed two-step scheme optimizes UA clusters for
both communication and sensing. The first step involves selecting
access points (APs) based on channel quality, followed by a second
step that further refines the selection by choosing APs from
the initial group that are also optimal for sensing. We utilize
the signal-clutter plus noise ratio to exclude APs with clutter
in front of the user equipment (UE) and the AP view angle,
ensuring that radar echoes are received only from the specific UE,
not the surrounding clutter. Theoretical analysis and simulations
demonstrate that the same APs optimized for communication
are not necessarily optimal for sensing, highlighting the need
for schemes that incorporate sensing requirements in UA. The
results show the effectiveness of the proposed method, showing
its potential to improve CF-mMIMO system performance in JRC
scenarios.

Index Terms—Cell-Free mMIMO, clutter, joint radar and
communication, sensing, spectral efficiency, user association.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the ever-growing connectivity, sixth generation (6G)
will revolutionize networks by offering high data rates, ultra-
low latency, and seamless connectivity through advancements
like higher frequencies, massive multiple-input multiple-output
(mMIMO), and intelligent network management. Furthermore,
in conjunction with wireless communication developments,
sensing will also play a pivotal role in enhancing 6G leading
to the emergence of joint radar and communication (JRC),
with many applications such as virtual reality, autonomous
vehicles, and activity recognition [1]. Thus, integrating these
technologies is crucial for realizing the full potential of 6G.

Building upon the above advancements, improving service
quality and uniform data rates in future networks is pivotal.
Current networks achieve high peak data rates at cell centers
but face substantial variations and inconsistent service quality
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at cell edges [2]. Despite deploying ultra-dense networks
and mMIMO systems to enhance user-experienced data rates,
challenges like significant signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) fluctu-
ations and inter-cell interference persist [3]. Future networks
should ensure consistent user-experienced data rates across the
coverage area, not just increasing peak or average rates [4].

The cell-free mMIMO (CF-mMIMO) is a promising ap-
proach to address the challenges of inconsistent service quality
and data rates faced by current networks. This technology
combines aspects of both ultra-dense networks and mMIMO
systems to ensure uniform data rates across the coverage
area [5]. The main motivation is to enhance user-experienced
data rates, rather than merely increasing peak rates [6]. A
CF-mMIMO can be visualized as a network with a dismantled
mMIMO array [7], where individual antennas are deployed
at various locations. For a specific user equipment (UE),
the distributed antennas transmit data signals with varying
power and phase shifts, ensuring that the signals reach the
UE synchronously and reinforce each other [4].

One of the critical factors in the effectiveness of
CF-mMIMO is user association (UA) [8]. Unlike the conven-
tional cellular networks where each UE is only associated with
a single access point (AP), in CF-mMIMO each UE is served
by a subset of access points (APs). Consequently, research
in the field of UA in CF-mMIMO has gained significant
attention for its potential to optimize UE and AP associations,
thereby enhancing reliability, data rates, and overall system
performance. When considering AP selection schemes in
CF-mMIMO systems for communication-only fall into two
categories: large-scale-based and competition-based schemes.
In large-scale-based schemes, user equipments (UEs) select
APs with the largest large-scale fading coefficient (LSFC)
and better channel conditions. Each LSFC is sorted in order
and compared to a threshold [4]. A user-centric virtual cell
approach is introduced in [9], [10], where UA is done by
considering the strongest channels (i.e., largest norm). More-
over, in [11] an AP selection scheme is introduced subject
to reducing the backhaul requirements. A joint AP and UE
preference-based scheme to ensure scalability for all UEs is
proposed in [12]. Another association method is proposed in
[13], which uses the Hungarian algorithm to create a cluster of
APs to serve a UE based on their locations. Furthermore, in a
competition-based scheme, a new accessing UE competes for
an AP already serving its maximum number of UEs. The AP
prioritizes UEs with the best channel conditions by identifying
the weakest UE it serves. If the new UE offers a better channel,
it replaces the weakest one, which then blacklists the AP [4],
[10].
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All the aforementioned works primarily focus on associating
UEs with APs from the perspective of communication-related
service metrics only. However, to meet the dual needs of
communication and sensing, new optimized UA schemes are
required to enhance overall JRC network performance. For an
optimized UA scheme in a JRC CF-mMIMO system, robust
communication links are essential to achieve high data rates
and reliable connectivity. Simultaneously, accurate sensing is
vital for applications such as localization, target tracking, envi-
ronmental monitoring, and autonomous systems. Therefore, in-
tegrating both aspects into UA strategies is crucial. Moreover,
the CF-mMIMO architecture is particularly advantageous for
multi-static sensing, providing high resolution, robust sensing,
and a wider range of sensing angles [14]. Research on JRC in
CF-mMIMO systems is limited, existing work mainly focuses
on power allocation [14], [15], multi-target detection [16],
[14], JRC beamforming [17], and defining communication and
sensing regions [18]. Despite these research efforts, the field of
JRC in CF-mMIMO systems remains an active area of inves-
tigation, with significant potential for further advancements.

To effectively address communication and sensing needs,
this paper highlights a new approach for optimizing JRC-based
UA in CF-mMIMO. The key contributions are

1) This paper proposes a JRC framework for CF-mMIMO
systems, where each AP performs sensing and commu-
nication concurrently. The proposed framework provides
a detailed step-by-step explanation of the signaling in-
volved, offering a comprehensive understanding of the
JRC CF-mMIMO architecture.

2) Unlike previous studies that have not integrated sensing
requirements into CF-mMIMO UA, this paper proposes
a novel two-step approach that combines both commu-
nication and sensing requirements. By jointly addressing
these requirements, the proposed UA scheme aims to en-
hance the overall performance of the JRC CF-mMIMO
systems.

3) This dual-step approach leverages signal-clutter plus
noise power ratio (SCNR) to filter out APs from the
cluster that are affected by significant clutter, ensuring
precise radar echoes only from specific UE(s). The
proposed scheme first selects APs based on channel
quality and then refines this selection by considering
APs that are also optimal for sensing. The paper also
provides detailed optimization problems and correspond-
ing algorithmic solutions to address this issue.

4) We analyze the communication spectral efficiency (SE),
the impact of clutter on radar detection coverage proba-
bility (Pdc), and how different clutter densities and radar
cross section (RCS) of the clutter affect the performance
of the UA. A detailed mathematical analysis is provided
in both line-of-sight (LoS) and non LoS (NLoS) radar
echo reception in a cluttered environment and its impact
on the performance of sensing and AP selection.

5) Moreover, we conduct detailed simulations and theo-
retical analysis, including detailed mathematical eval-
uations, to assess the performance of the proposed
UA scheme. The results show significant improvements
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Fig. 1. Cell-Free mMIMO network.

in communication and sensing compared to traditional
methods, validating the effectiveness of our approach.
Our findings highlight the importance of accounting
for sensing requirements in a cluttered environment
to enable optimal UA decisions in the integrated JRC
CF-mMIMO systems.

The paper is organized as: Section II presents the system
model and framework of JRC CF-mMIMO. Section III for-
mulates the optimization problems. The proposed UA method
is detailed in Section IV, followed by the simulation results in
Section V. Finally, Section VI concludes the paper. 1

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This section explains the JRC-based UA framework in
CF-mMIMO, with a dual function radar communication
(DFRC) [19], monostatic topology where a group of APs
communicates with a UE while simultaneously sensing and
tracking its movement [20]. Unlike [14], where each AP is
either a JRC transmitter or a sensing receiver, our approach
enables each AP to function as both, for better resources
utilization.

A. Network Architecture

We consider a CF-mMIMO with K single-antenna UEs,
K ≜ {1, 2, . . . ,K}, and L randomly located APs with N
antennas for 3D beamforming as [21] and [22]. All APs are
connected via a front-haul to a central processing unit (CPU),
as shown in Fig. 1. We assume a distributed implementation,
following time division duplexing (TDD) protocols as illus-
trated in Fig. 2. The channel between the l-th AP and the
k-th UE is hkl ∈ CN×1 with collective channel from all APs
as hk = [hT

k1 . . .h
T
kL]

T ∈ CM with M = NL, (representing
the total number of antennas in the coverage area). During

1Notation: Boldface uppercase letters, X, denote matrices, and boldface
lowercase letters, x, denote column vectors, Superscripts T, ∗, and H denote
transpose, conjugate, and conjugate transpose, respectively. The entry (i, j)
of matrix X is Xij , and X·j is its j-th column. The n× n identity matrix
is In. We use ≜ for definitions and diag (A1, . . . ,An) for a block-diagonal
matrix with square matrices A1, . . . ,An on the diagonal. The multivariate
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with correlation matrix
R is denoted NC (0,R). The Euclidean norm of x is ∥x∥2. The expected
value of x is E {x}. We denote the cardinality of set A by |A| and its n-th
element by A(n).
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Fig. 2. Proposed distributed signaling scheme.

the coherence block τc, hkl remains constant and follows a
correlated Rayleigh fading distribution, hkl ∼ NC (0,Rkl)
[23], where Rkl = E

[
hklh

H
kl

]
∈ CN×N is the spatial

correlation matrix, incorporating path-loss, shadowing, and
spatial correlation [12]. Moreover, the channels from all APs
are independently distributed, i.e., E{hkn(hkl)

H} = 0 for
l ̸= n. The collective distribution is hk ∼ NC(0,Rk),
where Rk = diag(Rk1, . . . ,RkL) ∈ CM×M is block-diagonal
spatial correlation matrix. The LSFC between the l-th AP and
the k-th UE is denoted by βkl, which is available at all APs
and UEs. This LSFC is the normalized trace of Rkl, given by
βkl = tr (Rkl) /N , and modeled as [12]

βkl(dB) = Υ− 10α log10

(
dkl
dref

)
+ Zkl, (1)

where Υ is the path loss at reference distance dref, dkl is the
distance between l-th AP and k-th UE, α is the path loss
exponent, and Zkl is the shadowing effect, normally distributed
with zero mean and standard deviation σdB . Finally, for
different links of the channel vectors separate and independent
realizations are obtained.

The original design of CF-mMIMO systems, where all UEs
are served by all APs is impractical [24]. To ensure scalability
in this case, we incorporate a set of block-diagonal matrices
Fkl = diag (Fk1, . . . ,FkL) , k = 1, . . . ,K and l = 1, . . . , L,
where the antenna configuration at the l-th AP for the k-th
UE is a diagonal matrix represented by Fkl ∈ CN×N . The
n-th diagonal entry of Fkl is 1 if the n-th antenna of the
l-th AP is used by the k-th UE and 0 otherwise. Moreover,

Fkl determines the matrix S ∈ RK×L, which is defined as
the association matrix. This binary matrix S specifies the AP
selection between UEs and APs, where for the l-th AP and
the k-th UE it is defined as

Skl =

{
1, if tr (Fkl) > 0

0, otherwise.
(2)

where the entry Skl = 1 if the trace of Fkl is greater than 0,
indicating that the l-th AP serves the k-th UE. To improve the
clarity of the mathematical descriptions, we use the notation
Mk = {l : Skl = 1, l ∈ {1, . . . , L}} be the subset of APs
serving the k-th UE, and Dl = {k : Skl = 1, k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}}
the subset of UEs served by the l-th AP.

The total coherence interval τc is divided into three sub-
intervals: (a) uplink (UL) pilots transmission τp, to estimate
channel between the k-th UE and the l-th AP, (b) τd symbols
for downlink (DL) DFRC signal, through channel-matched
beamforming. During this DL transmission, radar echoes are
received at the APs after reflecting back from the UE, i.e.,
τd = τd(c)+τu(e), where τd(c) is the DL communication signal
and τu(e) is the radar echo received at each AP and (c) UL
data symbols τu.

B. Uplink Pilot Transmission and Channel Estimation

During initial access, UEs are randomly assigned pilots from
a set of orthogonal signals, {ϕ1, . . . , ϕτp} each with length
τp samples, ϕ ∈ C1×τp . These pilot signals ensure equal
power, satisfying |ϕt|2 = τp, where τp remains constant and
is independent of K. A massive access scenario is considered
(K ≫ τp), leading to pilot-sharing. The pilot index of the
k-th UE is denoted by tk, chosen from tk ∈ {1, 2, . . . , τp}.
Additionally, Vk is a group of UEs that share the same pilots,
including the k-th UE. When UEs in Vk transmit pilot ϕtk

,
the received signal ypilot

tkl
∈ CN×1 at the l-th AP is as [25]

ypilot
tkl

=
∑
i∈Vk

√
τpp

p
i hil + ntkl, (3)

where ppi is the pilot transmit power of UE i and the thermal
noise with variance σ2 is denoted by ntkl ∼ NC

(
0, σ2IN

)
.

Moreover, (3) indicates the mutual interference that is caused
by the reuse of the pilot tk among the UEs in the set Vk leading
to pilot contamination [26]. The minimum mean-square error
(MMSE) estimate of hkl for k ∈ Vk can be written as

ĥkl =
√
τpp

p
k Rkl Φ

−1
tkl

ypilot
tkl

, (4)

where

Φtkl = E
{
ypilot
tkl

(
ypilot
tkl

)H}
= E

{(√
τpp

p
i Rklhkl + nkl

)(√
τpp

p
i Rklhkl + nkl

)H
}

= E
{√

τpp
p
i Rklhklh

H
klR

H
kl

√
τpp

p
i + nkln

H
kl

}
= τpp

p
iRklE

{
hklh

H
kl

}
RH

kl + E
{
nkln

H
kl

}
= τpp

p
iRklR

H
kl

+ σ2IN =
∑
i∈Vk

τpp
p
i Ril + σ2IN . (5)
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is the correlation matrix of ypilot
tkl

, having contributions from
all the UEs with same pilot sequence. The estimated channel
ĥkl and the error in the estimation is h̃kl = hkl − ĥkl are
independent vectors distributed as ĥkl ∼ NC (0,Bkl) and
h̃kl ∼ NC (0,Ckl), where

Bkl = E
{
ĥklĥ

H
kl

}
= τpp

p
kRklΦ

−1
tkl

Rkl, (6)

Ckl = E
{
h̃klh̃

H
kl

}
= Rkl −Bkl. (7)

Note we assume that the network has already addressed the
pilot contamination issue, as this is not the focus of our work.

C. Downlink Data Transmission and Target Sensing
The DL transmission begins with APs simultaneously trans-

mitting data and sensing the UE. Using the ĥkl, the APs
perform conjugate beamforming for DFRC signal transmission
to the k-th UE. The transmit signal for the l-th AP in Mk is

xl =
√
pl
∑
k∈K

wklsk, ∀l ∈Mk, (8)

where pl is the normalized signal power in the DL phase,
sk ∈ C is the data symbol for the k-th UE with E{|sk|2} = 1,
and wkl ∈ CN is the beamforming vector. The normalized
power budget of the l-th AP is E

{
||xl||2

}
≤ pl, thus∑

k∈K

wH
klwkl ≤ 1, ∀l ∈Mk. (9)

The received superposed signal from all the APs at the UE is

yDL
k =

L∑
l=1

hH
kl

K∑
i=1

wilxl + nk = hH
k

K∑
i=1

wixl + nk, (10)

where wk =
[
wT

k1 . . .wT
kL

]T ∈ CM is the collective
precoding vector, and nk ∼ NC(0, σ

2) is the receiver noise.
The most popular choice is maximum ratio (MR) precoding
with [8]

wil =
√
pi

ĥil√
E{∥ĥil∥2}

, (11)

where pi ≥ 0 is the transmit power allocated to the UE i.
Note: In beamforming towards the UE, we start with a coarse
location, uk, assuming the UE is within the transmission’s
beam width. For sensing, however, centimeter-level accuracy
is often required [27]. Therefore, we refine the UEs position
later in Section IV-B.

D. Uplink Radar Echoes Reception
The APs which transmit DL DFRC signal, are considered to

receive radar echoes reflected from the UE and also unwanted
signals from clutter, which is considered as interference for
sensing. The goal is to establish LoS links to eliminate sensing
interference from clutter, as further explained in this paper. The
echo received at the l-th AP is

yecho
l =

N∑
k=1

ξkl
√
ζkla(ϕ0,l, θ0,l)a

T (φ0,k, ϑ0,k)xl︸ ︷︷ ︸
desired reflection from the UE

+

N∑
k=1

Hklxk︸ ︷︷ ︸
undesired echoes from clutter

+nl,

(12)

where nl ∼ CN (0, σ2IN ) is the receiver noise, ζkl is the
channel gain including the path loss from the l-th AP and the
k-th UE, while ξkl is the normalized RCS of the UE for the
respective path. Moreover, the respective array response vec-
tor is a(ϕ, θ) =

[
1 ejπ sin(ϕ) cos(θ) · · · ej(N−1)π sin(ϕ) cos(θ)

]T
,

where ϕ and θ are the azimuth and elevation angles from the
AP to the UE respectively [23], while Hkl is the target-free
channel matrix between the l-th AP and the k-th UE.

E. Uplink Data Transmission

The received UL signal yUL
l ∈ CN at the l-th AP is

yUL
l =

K∑
i=1

hilsi + nl, (13)

where si ∼ NC(0, pi) represents the signal transmitted by
the UE i with power pi, and nl ∼ NC(0, σ2IN ) is the noise.
Each AP estimates the data locally before forwarding it to the
CPU for final decoding, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The combining
vector used by the l-th AP for the k-th UE is denoted as
akl ∈ CN , where k ∈ Dl. The local estimate of sk can then
be expressed as

s̃kl = aHklDkly
UL
l

= aHklDklhklsk + aHklDkl

K∑
i=1, i ̸=k

hilsi + aHklDklnl.

(14)
Any combining vector can be utilized in the above expression.
MR combining, with aMR

kl = ĥkl, was employed in [28].
More recently, [8] proposed the use of local partial MMSE
combining

aLP−MMSE
kl = pk

(∑
i∈Dl

pi

(
ĥilĥ

H
il +Cil

)
+ σ2IN

)−1

ĥkl.

(15)
The local estimates {s̃kl} are subsequently transmitted to the
CPU, where they are linearly combined with weights {wkl}
to produce ŝk =

∑L
l=1 w

∗
kls̃kl, which is then utilized for

decoding sk. Using (14), the final estimate of sk is derived
as follows

ŝk = aHk W
H
k Dkhksk+

K∑
i=1, i ̸=k

aHk W
H
k Dkhisi+aHk W

H
k Dkn,

(16)
where Wk = diag (wk1IN , . . . , wkLIN ) ∈ C(LN)×(LN).

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we first explain the concepts of SE and
SCNR, on which our optimization problems are based. Fol-
lowing this, we present the optimization problems that ensure
effective JRC UA in CF-mMIMO systems.

A. Achievable Spectral Efficiency

The achievable SE for the k-th UE in CF-mMIMO network
is expressed as [8]

SEk =

(
1− τp

τc

)
log2(1 + SINRk), (17)
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SINRk =
pk
∣∣E{aHk WH

k Dkhk

} ∣∣2∑K
i=1 piE

{∣∣aHk WH
k Dkhi

∣∣2}− pk
∣∣E{aHk WH

k Dkhk

}∣∣2 + σ2E
{∥∥DkWH

k ak
∥∥2}

SINRk =
pk
∣∣wH

k vk

∣∣2
wH

k

(∑K
i=1 piΛ

(1)
ki − pkvkvH

k + σ2Λ
(2)
k

)
wk

,

(18)

where the effective signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
(SINR) of the k-th UE is denoted as SINRk . In (18),

wk =
[
wkl, . . . , wkL

]T
, (19a)

vk =
[
E
{
aHk1Dk1hk1

}
, . . . ,E

{
aHkLDkLhkL

}]T
, (19b)

Λ
(1)
ki =

[
E{aHklDklhilh

H
ijDkjakj} : l, j = 1, . . . , L

]
, (19c)

Λ
(2)
k = diag

(
E
{
∥Dk1ak1∥2

}
, . . . ,E

{
∥DkLakL∥2

})
,

(19d)

B. Signal-Clutter plus Noise Ratio

For a specified range resolution cell of the AP used for
sensing, the SCNR is Pue

Pc+Pn
, where Pue and Pc are the powers

of the UE and clutter backscatter, respectively, and Pn is the
noise power. We consider a scenario with multiple discrete
scatterers making up the clutter c around a specific UE,
these scatterers’ positions are modeled as a 2D Poisson point
process (PPP) (Γ′) [29], with a uniform distribution. The RCS
of these scatterers follows a standard Swerling cross-section
model as described in [30]. The closest distance between the
clutter scatterers and the AP is R, which is within the radar’s
maximum unambiguous range. The RCS of each scatterer (υc)
contributing to the clutter follows the distribution

P (υc) =
1

υcavg
exp

(
− υc
υcavg

)
, (20)

where υcavg is the average clutter cross-section. For each
realization of the PPP, the total received clutter power is [30]

C =
∑
c∈Γ′

ZG(θc)υcgc
rc2q

, (21)

where Z is a constant and defined as Z = plλ
2

(4π)3 , G(θc) =

Gtx(θc)Grx(θc) (Gtx(θ) and Grx(θ) being the directional
transmit and receive antenna gains, respectively), gc is a
random variable modeling the fading between clutter returns,
and q is path loss exponent. The position of each scatterer c
is given in polar coordinates as r⃗c = (rc, θc), with azimuth
θc uniformly distributed in [0, 2π) and range rc in (R,∞].
For a UE cross-section of υt, the received signal at the AP is
Ss = ZG(θt)υt

rt2q
, where G(θt) = Gtx(θt)Grx(θt). We assume

a Swerling-1 RCS fluctuation for the UE.

P (υt) =
1

υtavg
exp

(
− υt
υtavg

)
, (22)

where υtavg represents the average UE cross-section. Under
LoS conditions, the minimum SCNR occurs when rt = R.

Assuming the AP tracks the UE within its main beam, such
that G(θt) = 1 therefore, the average SCNR for a given R is

E [SCNR(R)] = Eυt,υc,gc,Γ′

[
Zυt

R2q

nl +
∑

c∈Γ
ZG(θc)υcgc

rc2q

]
.

(23)
In the context of the proposed JRC CF-mMIMO scenario,

mitigating clutter is crucial for accurate UE detection/tracking
and AP association. One important metric in understanding
the impact of clutter in front of a specific UE and AP view
angle, is the Pdc. This is defined as the probability that the
average SCNR at a distance r is greater than or equal to a
predefined threshold γ

Pdc(r) ≜ P (SCNR(r) ≥ γ) . (24)

In the following theorems, we will delve deeper into the
mathematical analysis to characterize Pdc in both LoS and
NLoS conditions, highlighting the significance of the proposed
UA. These analyses will provide better insight into the clutter
surrounding a UE and underscore the importance of consider-
ing clutter factor when selecting APs.

Theorem 1. The Pdc for the UE located at LoS distance R
from a AP without any clutter, such that G(θt) = 1 is as

Pdc(R) = I(R)exp

(
−γnlR2q

Z υtavg

)
, (25)

where I(R) = exp
(
−ϱ
∫ 2π

0

∫ R+∆R

R
ν(R)G(θc)rc

ν(R)G(θc)+r2qc
drcdθc

)
,

and ν(R) =
γR2qυcavg

υtavg
, From (25) we have,

Pdc(R) = P

[
υt >

γnlR
2q

Z
+ γR2q

∑
c∈Γ

G(θc)υcgc

r2qc

]
(26a)

= Eυc,gc,Γ′

[
exp

(
−γnlR

2q

Z υtavg

− γR2q

υtavg

∑
c∈Γ

G(θc)υcgc

r2qc

)]
(26b)

= exp

(
−γnlR

2q

Zυtavg

)
Eυc,gc,Γ′

[∏
c∈Γ

exp

(
−γR2qG(θc)υcgc

υtavg r2qc

)]
,

(26c)

where (26a) assumes UE cross-section follows (22), while
(26b) results from taking the expectation, considering clutter
scatterers, cross-sections, spatial distribution, and mutual in-
terference. Using the property that exponentials of sums equal
products of exponential functions yields (26c). Additionally,
evaluating the expectation using the probability generating
functional of the point process Γ gives [29]
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Eυc,gc,Γ′

[∏
c∈Γ′

exp

(
−γR2qG(θc)υcgc

υtavg rc
2q

)]
=

exp

(
−ϱ

∫
R2

(
1− Eυc,gc

[
exp

(
−γR2qG(θc)υcgc

υtavgr
2q
c

)]
d(r⃗c)

))
.

(27)
The expectation inside the integral is taken for the inter-

ference gc and the scatterer cross-section υc. Under the worst
scenario, gc = 1 (indicating that signals from all scatterers add
constructively, resulting in the maximum clutter returns), and
assuming the scatterer cross-section follows (20), we derive

Eυe,gc

[
exp

(
−γR2qG(θc)υcgc

υtavgr
2q
c

)]
=

1

1 +
γR2qG(θc) υcavg

υtavgr
2q
c

=
1

1 + ν(R)G(θc)

r2qc

,

(28)
where ν(R) =

γR2qυcavg

υtavg
. Now, substituting this into (27)

Eυc,gc,Γ′

[∏
c∈Γ′

exp

(
−γR2qG(θc)υcgc

υtavg
r2qc

)]

= exp

−ϱ ∫
R2

1− 1

1 + ν(R)G(θc)

r2qc

 d(r⃗c)

 ,

(29)

Simplifying inside the exponential

1− 1

1 + ν(R)G(θc)

r2qc

=

ν(R)G(θc)

r2qc

1 + ν(R)G(θc)

r2qc

=
ν(R)G(θc)r

2q
c

ν(R)G(θc) + r2qc
,

(30)
So the integral becomes

exp

(
−ϱ
∫ 2π

0

∫ R+∆R

R

ν(R)G(θc)rc

ν(R)G(θc) + r2qc
drcdθc

)
, (31)

where (31) is the I(R), which was defined in Theorem 1.
Note that in this scenario clutter from scatterers that lie within
the same range resolution cell of the UE is considered (R
and R + ∆R, where ∆R = c/2BW , the range resolution is
estimated from the bandwidth, BW of the radar).

Furthermore, when considering NLoS scenario where clutter
obstructs the view angle between the AP and the UE, the radar
signal to the UE and its return to the AP undergo exponential
decay due to propagation through the material of the clutter
scatterers. The UE can be detected when the SCNR at the
range cell occupied by the UE meets or exceeds the predefined
threshold. The clutter consists of a set of discrete scatterers,
whose positions (r⃗c = rc, θc) follow a PPP Γ defined in R2,
with UE located at r⃗t = (rt, θt). The attenuation factor due
to the material properties of the scatterer is assumed to be
α(λc). Since the region between the radar and the target is
partially covered with clutter, the attenuation α is factored
with ϱυ0 where ϱ is the intensity measure of the PPP while
υ0 is the average physical area occupied by the scatterers.

Then the received signal from the UE is S = ZG(θt)υte
−2α′rt

r2qt
.

Similarly, the clutter returns are

C =
∑
c∈Γ

ZG(θc)e
−2α′rcυcgc
rc2q

. (32)

Theorem 2. The Pdc of a UE at NLoS distance rt from the
AP within the field of view such that G (θt) = 1 is

PDC (rt) = J (rt) exp

(
−γnlr2qt e2α

′rt

Zυtavg

)
(33)

where

J (rt) =

exp

(
−ϱ
∫ 2π

0

∫ rt+∆R

rt

ν′(r)G (θc) rc

ν′(r)G (θc) + r2qc e2α′rc
drcdθc

)
,

(34)
and

ν′ (rt) =
γr2qt e2α

′rtυcavg

υtavg

. (35)

From the definition of Pdc, we have (Proof. See Appendix),

PDC (rt) = P [SCNR (rt) > γ] =

P

 Zυt

r2qt
e−2α′rt

nl +
∑

c∈Γ
ZG(θc)υcgc

rc2q

e−2α′rc > γ

 .
(36)

C. Optimization Problems

When the k-th UE accesses the network, it selects its
serving APs from Mk. This selection is limited because each
AP can only accommodate up to τp UEs. Ensuring scalability
in CF-mMIMO systems hinges on two crucial assumptions,
limiting each AP to τp associated UEs and ensuring all N
antennas of APs serve the UEs, (|Dl| ≤ τp)

Dkl =

{
IN if k ∈ Dl

0N otherwise , for l = 1, . . . , L. (37)

The UA problem on a given pilot assignment is

P1 : max
S(j)

K∑
k=1

SE
(j)
k ∀j = 1, . . . , J (38a)

s.t.|M(j)
l | ≤ τp ∀j = 1, . . . , J ∀ l = 1, . . . , L (38b)

|V(j)
k | ≥ 2 ∀j = 1, . . . , J ∀ k = 1, . . . ,K (38c)

where S(j) is the association matrix and SE
(j)
k is the k-th UE

SE under the j-th combination, resulting in J =
(
K
τp

)L
, where(

K
τp

)
denotes combinations of τp UEs from K for a single AP.

The constraint (38b) ensures scalability, limiting number
of UEs each AP can serve. While (38c) ensures each UE is
served by at least two APs, ensuring coverage and reliability.
This also facilitates angulation-based clutter detection (Section
IV-B), enhancing sensing accuracy. P1 is non-deterministic
Polynomial time (NP)-hard due to its combinatorial nature,
but optimal solutions can be explored using methods like
exhaustive search across all J combinations. However, the
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Fig. 3. Flowchart of the proposed scheme.

Algorithm 1 Initial Phase UA
1: Input: L,K, {βkl}, τp
2: Output: S
3: Initialize: S = 0K×L

4: for k = 1 : K do
5: l∗ = argmaxl βkl

6: S(k, l∗)← 1
7: end for
8: for l = 1 : L do
9: LUE,l = argsort(βkl, descending)

10: Bl = first (τp − |Ml|) elements of LUE,l

11: for each k in Bl do
12: S(k, l)← 1
13: end for
14: end for
15: for l = 1 : L do
16: LR,l = find repeated UEs in Ml

17: while |LR,l| > 0 do
18: k∗ = (τp − |Ml| + i)th element of LUE,l, where

i = 1, 2, . . . , |LR,l|
19: S(k∗, l)← 1
20: LR,l = update repeated UEs in Ml

21: end while
22: end for

practical considerations of system parameters K, τp, and L
affect the computational complexity.

To solve this optimization, Algorithm 1 initializes S to
zero, having no initial associations. The algorithm comprises
three parts: UE preference-based association, AP preference,
and handling repeated associations. For UE preference, each
UE selects the AP l∗ with the strongest LSFC, updating S.
AP preference involves each AP identifying a subset of UEs
based on LSFC, selecting up to (τp − |Ml|) UEs. Handling
repeated associations ensures each UE is served by at least two
APs without exceeding the AP capacity. The final S matrix
guarantees each UE is served by at least two APs, without
surpassing τp, and efficiently resolves the NP-hard problem.

To achieve optimal JRC UA, it is crucial to consider the
sensing aspects beyond SE of the communication system.
For sensing, the echoes must be received solely from the
UE, avoiding clutter. Thus, the association must ensure that
each UE is served by APs providing the highest SCNR while
maintaining LoS conditions through angle-of-arrival (AOA)
convergence. This convergence is achieved by exploiting AOA

Algorithm 2 Second Phase UA
1: Input: L,K, {θi,k}, τp,uk, Initial association matrix S

from Algorithm 1
2: Output: Refined association matrix S
3: for k = 1 : K do
4: Vk = {l | S(k, l) = 1} {Initial APs associated with UE

k}
5: for i ∈ Vk do
6: Compute θi,k {Angle from AP i to UE k}
7: end for
8: Check if angles converge at the estimated UE location
9: if angles do not converge then

10: Remove i from Vk
11: Update S(k, i)← 0
12: end if
13: end for
14: for k = 1 : K do
15: Vk = {l | S(k, l) = 1}
16: if |Vk| < 2 then
17: l∗ = argminl θi,k where l /∈ Vk
18: S(k, l∗)← 1
19: end if
20: end for
21: return S

based positioning [31], [32], which identifies the APs that
have clutter in their view angle with a UE. A heuristic-based
solution is proposed here to maximize the minimum SCNR
while ensuring at least two APs serve each UE with LoS
conditions. This approach is executed after forming the initial
LSFC-based cluster. The cluster is then refined by eliminating
APs unsuitable for sensing. The formulation is

P2 : max
S

min
k∈{1,...,K}

{SCNRk}

s.t. |Vk| ≥ 2, ∀k = 1, . . . ,K

θi,k ensures LoS conditions, ∀i ∈ Vk
θi,k from APs to UE converge at uk,∀i ∈ Vk

(39)

To solve this optimization problem, the detailed pseudo-
code is provided in Algorithm 2. This algorithm begins with
the initial association matrix S from Algorithm 1, which is
filled based on the initial association via LSFC. In the second
step, the angulation-based scheme is applied to the same APs
that were associated in the first step. This ensures that the
association is not restarted but refined, by removing those APs
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Fig. 4. Block diagram of the proposed UA technique.

that are not suitable for sensing. The method ensures that each
UE is served by APs that provide the highest SCNR which
is detailed in Section IV-B. Moreover, both P1 and P2 are
summarized in a flowchart as illustrated in Fig. 3.

IV. PROPOSED USER ASSOCIATION

Despite the potential benefits of CF-mMIMO, effective UA
is essential to optimize system performance. Traditional UA
methods may not fully leverage CF-mMIMO capabilities in a
JRC scenario, as they focus solely on communication metrics
such as signal strength or SINR. This problem now involves
dynamically assigning a UE to APs based on communication
and sensing considerations. The key challenge is to develop a
scheme that effectively balances communication performance
and sensing accuracy. Our proposed UA technique, shown in
Fig. 4, addresses this issue.

A. Initial Phase for User Association

For each UE-AP pair, the specific UE first measures the
βkl for all nearby APs. This is done using the primary
and secondary synchronization signals, a standard feature in
cellular networks, and is broadcasted periodically to facilitate
such measurements [8]. By measuring βkl, the UE selects
the highest values and associates with those APs. Let LAP,k
denote the set of APs available for the k-th UE. The UE
aims to find the l-th AP that maximizes the value βkj ,
given by l = argmaxj∈LAP,k βkl, where the index j ranges
over LAP,k, representing the available APs. Moreover, we can
rewrite Mk which is the subset of selected APs, Mk =
{j ∈ LAP,k : βkj ≥ ξ}, where ξ is a threshold for minimum
acceptable βkl. Finally, the UE associates with the APs inMk

ensuring the criteria for optimal communication performance.

B. Second Phase for User Association:

Once the initial phase APs are selected, the next step follows
by the UL pilots transmission and APs transmitting DFRC
beam. When the DFRC beam is directed towards the UE,
reflected radar echoes are received at each AP. These echoes
help estimate the UEs parameters such as its range, velocity,

and angular estimates, as described in [33]. In this work, the
AOA estimates from the DFRC echo received by the APs are
exploited to detect clutter around the desired target, resulting
in the exclusion of APs with clutter in their view angles.

In Cartesian coordinate system let u′
k = [x y]T be the

real position of the UE and pl = [xl yl]
T , (l = 1, · · · , n)

the position of the l-th AP. Without loss of generality, the
position of one of the APs is considered at origin i.e.,
p1 = [x1 y1]

T ≡ [0 0]T . Moreover, αi is the AOA estimated
from echo at l-th AP. Let L1d be the distance between AP1

and APd, (d = 2, · · · , n), as illustrated in Fig. 5. Since the
network already knows the locations of each AP, using the
abscissa and the ordinate [34], [35] and combining the esti-
mated AOAs, the position where the AOA bearings intersect

at u′
k is

[
x
y

]
=


cosα1 sinαn

sin(α1 + αn)
L1d

sinα1 sinαn

sin(α1 + αn)
L1d

, [31]. Combining all

these equations leads to Gu′
k = b. Since it is linearized,

the least square estimator provides the intersection estimate,
u′
k(LS) = (GTG)−1GTb, where

u′
k =

[
x
y

]
, G =



1 0
0 1
1 0
0 1
...

...
1 0
0 1


,b =



cos(α1) sin(α2)
sin(α1+α2)

L12

sin(α1) sin(α2)
sin(α1+α2)

L12

...
cos(α1) sin(αn)
sin(α1+αn)

L1d

sin(α1) sin(αn)
sin(α1+αn)

L1d


. (40)

In case when there is clutter in front of a specific AP view
angle with the UE, the AOA will be corrupted and will have
wrong estimates. Therefore the error measurements will be
ueα1 and ueα2 instead of α1 and α2 respectively as shown
in Fig. 5 (b). Moreover, the term ues in the abscissa and the
ordinate is expressed as ues = dxdy =

∣∣∣ ∂(x,y)
∂(α1,α2)

∣∣∣ueα1ueα2.
Thus, the derivatives of x and y with respect to their AOAs are ∂x

∂α1

∂x

∂α2
∂y

∂α1

∂y

∂α2

 =


− sinα2 cosα2

sin2(α1 + α2)

sinα1 cosα1

sin2(α1 + α2)
sin2 α2

sin2(α1 + α2)

sin2 α1

sin2(α1 + α2)

L12,
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Fig. 5. Angulation-based clutter detection technique.

∣∣∣∣ ∂(x, y)

∂(α1, α2)

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣ sinα1 sinα2

sin3(α1 + α2)

∣∣∣∣L2
12, replacing this into the

ues equation yields ues = L2
12

∣∣∣ sinα1 sinα2

sin3(α1+α2)

∣∣∣ dα1dα2. In this
context, the point ues represents the intersection of the AOAs
from two APs, which were inaccurately estimated due to
clutter obstructing the view between the AP and the UE. The
requirement of at least two APs connected to a UE allows for
the intersection of their angles. If the angles intersect around
the coarse position u′

k of the UE, it indicates no clutter in
front of this specific AP. Suppose they intersect elsewhere, as
illustrated in Fig. 5 (b), in that case, it suggests that the AOA
estimate from the radar echo was affected by clutter, causing
the incorrect AOA estimation to deviate from u′

k. This method
allows us to identify any AP obstructed by clutter, enabling
its removal from the AP cluster. By doing so, the echoes
received are solely from the target, eliminating interference
from surrounding clutter. This approach increases LoS links,
thereby enhancing the SCNR and overall sensing performance.

C. Final Optimized Cluster

Once the APs designated to serve a specific UE are de-
termined by following the steps outlined in Section IV-A
and IV-B, as illustrated in Fig. 4, these selected APs will
continuously sense and communicate with the UE. For the
communication process, conventional CF-mMIMO transmis-
sion, reception, and decoding techniques are employed, as
detailed in [8], [10], and [36], which are also discussed in
Section II. Meanwhile, we use the following optimal sensing
detector to track the UE constantly. The reflected echo signals
from the UE to all the APs are sent to the CPU for combined
detection. Using all these received signals, the detection leads
to the following binary hypothesis problem [37]{

H0 : y = c+ n
H1 : y = x+ c+ n

(41)

where y,x, c, and n are defined by column-wise stacking
of yl,xl, cl, and nl for l = 1, 2, . . . , N . More precisely,
y ≜ [yT

1 · · ·yT
N ]T , x ≜ [xT

1 · · ·xT
N ]T , c ≜ [cT1 · · · cTN ]T ,

and n ≜ [nT
1 · · ·nT

N ]T . Let {Nl} denote the covariance
matrices of Gaussian random vectors {nl}. Further let
X,C, and N represent the covariance matrices of x, c,

and n respectively. Using the assumptions mentioned ear-
lier we have X = blkDiag(σ2

1aa
H , σ2

2aa
H , . . . , σ2

NaaH),
C = blkDiag(σ2

c,1aa
H , σ2

c,2aa
H , . . . , σ2

c,NaaH), and N =
blkDiag(N1,N2, . . . ,NN ). Consequently, we have{

H0 : x ∼ CN (0, I)
H1 : x ∼ CN (0,DSD+ I)

(42)

where D ≜ (C + N)−
1
2 = blkDiag(D1,D2, . . . ,DN ) with

Dk ≜ (σ2
c,kaa

H + Nk)
− 1

2 and x ≜ Dr. Note that D
and X in (42) depend on a. The optimal detector for (42)
can be obtained by applying the estimator-correlator theorem

as
∑N

k=1 σ
2
kx

H
k Dkaa

HDk(σ
2
kDkaa

HDk + I)−1xk

H0

⩽η [38],
where η is the threshold, and xk = Dkrk. Further, λk ≜
σ2
ka

HD2
ka and θk ≜ aHDkxk

∥aHDk∥2
, the canonical form of the de-

tector is T (θ) ≜
∑N

k=1
λk|θk|2
1+λk

H0

⩽
H1

η where θ ≜ [θ1θ2 · · · θN ]T .

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulation results are provided considering
a service area of 500 × 500m with L = 100 and K UEs,
which are uniformly and independently distributed throughout
the region. Every AP comprises N = 4 uniform linear array
antennas, with a half-wavelength spacing between any two
successive antennas. The 2D locations of the APs, UE, and the
optimal cluster of APs are illustrated in Fig. 6 (a). The large-
scale fading gain is determined by assuming Υ = −148.1 dB,
α = 3.76, dref = 1 km, and σdB = 10 dB [23]. Furthermore,
we adopt system configuration as in [8], bandwidth is B = 20
MHz and each UE can transmit a maximum of 100 mW power.
The path loss for the communication channels is modeled
using the 3GPP Urban Microcell model, as defined in [39] and
for the sensing channels is modeled using the two-way radar
equation. The sensing detection threshold i.e., η is determined
according to the false alarm probability of 0.1, which is
relevant for radar applications [40].

A. Scalability and need for User Association

To highlight the scalability of CF-mMIMO, it is essential
to focus on UA and optimal cluster formation. Early concepts
of CF-mMIMO in [24] and [28] faced scalability issues,
assuming all APs serving all UEs without limiting the number
of UEs each AP could handle. As K grows, this approach
becomes impractical, failing to ensure service to all UEs. Each
AP would need to compute channel estimates for all K UEs,
with infinite complexity as K → ∞. Moreover, the signal
transmission process would imply infinite complexity.

This section will compare the scalability aspect to show
the importance of UA and clustering. Fig. 6 (b) illustrates the
CDF vs the SE per UE when a) L = 400, N = 1 and b) L
= 100, N = 4 in case of both the proposed scalable UA and
non-scalable CF-mMIMO as in [24] and [28]. We compare
the proposed scalable distributed MMSE with the non-scalable
schemes where all the APs serve all the UEs. The proposed
distributed MMSE based UA performs well with an average
SE almost 2.78× higher than the non-scalable CF-mMIMO as
can be seen in Fig. 6 (b). The main idea is that the nearest
APs capture the majority of the total received power for a
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)
Fig. 6. (a) 2D distribution of the APs, UEs and optimal AP cluster (green circles are the final optimized APs while the APs which have clutter in front of their
view angle are represented by the red cross, which are excluded from the final cluster), (b) SE comparison per UE for scalable and non-scalable CF-mMIMO,
(c) illustrates the effect of number of APs vs average UL SE for proposed clustering method and for scenario where no clustering is performed, (d) CDF of
SE of association schemes, (e) RMSE vs. angle estimation error due to clutter and (f) illustrates SCNR vs SNR for different error in AOA estimation.

specific UE, and these are the APs chosen by our clustering
algorithm to serve that UE. Therefore, it is enough to mitigate
any interference between the UEs that these APs jointly serve.
In non-scalable CF-mMIMO systems, where all APs serve
all UEs, significant interference arises. However, this issue is
mitigated in scalable systems with UA and clustering.

Moreover Fig. 6 (c) illustrates the UL SE (18), of the system
when UA clustering is performed vs when no clustering UA
is done, that means non-scalable CF-mMIMO. Without any
clustering, increasing the number of APs consistently improves
the average user SE, regardless of the number of UEs per AP.
However, the proposed clustering schemes, which consider
UA clustering, demonstrate significant advantages over the
no-clustering approach. As the number of APs increases, the
performance gap between the proposed clustering schemes and
the no-clustering scenarios becomes more pronounced, high-
lighting the benefits of the clustering approach in enhancing
SE. These findings underscore the importance of opting for
UA clustering.

B. Performance of the Initial Phase User Association

In this section, we compare the performance of the ini-
tial phase UA, with existing schemes from the literature.
Specifically, we evaluate our LSFC scheme against those
presented in [41] and [42]. The CDF of the SE per UE is
illustrated in Fig. 6 (d), assuming that τp = 10, K = 50. The
scheme in [41] exhibits the lowest SE per UE among the

compared methods. This is primarily because the algorithm
may have difficulty identifying APs that can effectively serve
multiple UEs with weak channel conditions. Conversely, in
[42] associates UEs with weak channel strengths to APs that
provide the highest sum of LSFC for the associated UEs
across all APs. However, this strategy may not always result
in optimal SE performance. Our LSFC scheme outperforms
both of these methods, delivering superior SE per UE. This
demonstrates the effectiveness of our approach in identifying
and leveraging APs with strong channel conditions.

C. Performance of the Second Phase User Association
In this section to show the efficiency of the angulation-based

clutter mitigation we measure the performance by RMSE, de-
fined as RMSE =

√
1
Q

∑Q
i=1 ||UEi

estimate −UEreal||2, where
Q is the number of measurements for the UEs position. We
assume that the AOA measurements were all corrupted by
clutter in the environment with different standard deviations.
Fig. 6 (e) compares the RMSE performance, this visualization
effectively illustrates the impact of angular estimation errors
on RMSE in the presence of clutter, emphasizing that larger
angular offsets lead to significantly higher RMSE values. This
underscores the importance of precise angle estimation to
minimize tracking errors in cluttered environments, which is
directly related to the clutter present in the surroundings. When
the APs have a clear LoS to the UE without any obstructions,
the AOA estimation from the radar echo will be more accurate,
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)
Fig. 7. (a) velocity-distance plot for the original UE location and wrongly estimated target location due to the presence of clutter, (b) Probability of detection
coverage vs SCNR, (c) variation of Pdc with the UE distance for various clutter densities, keeping the mean clutter cross-section and radar parameters constant
and (d) is the variation of Pdc with UE distance for different mean clutter cross-sections for single or multiple clutters.

resulting in a lower RMSE value. By ensuring precise angle
estimation through strategic AP-UE pairing, the system can
minimize tracking errors and enhance the overall performance
in challenging cluttered scenarios.

Furthermore, Fig. 6 (f) illustrates the impact AOA estima-
tion accuracy on the SCNR performance. The different curves
represent varying degrees of AOA estimation error, where 0-
degree indicates perfect AOA estimation, and 4-degree, 8-
degree, and 12-degree denote increasing levels of estimation
errors due to clutter in the environment. At lower SNR values,
the system with perfect AOA estimation (0-degree) exhibits
the highest SCNR, as it can accurately capture the UEs radar
parameters. However, as the SNR increases, the scenarios with
larger AOA estimation errors start to show degraded SCNR
performance compared to the perfect estimation case. This
highlights the critical importance of precise AOA estimation,
especially in cluttered environments. When the APs have a
clear LoS to the UE without obstructions, the AOA estimation
from the radar echo will be more accurate, resulting in a higher
SCNR and lower RMSE in target tracking. Conversely, in the
presence of clutter, the AOA estimation becomes less precise,
leading to a lower SCNR and higher RMSE.

D. Performance of the Sensing Detector
Figure 7 (a) illustrates the performance of the optimal

sensing detector in tracking UE in the presence of clutter.
The velocity-distance plot is based on a binary hypothesis

testing framework where the received signal can either consist
of clutter and noise H0 or include the target signal H1. The op-
timal detector, derived using the estimator-correlator theorem,
is expressed as a canonical form involving the parameters λk

and θk. In the figure, the original UE location is marked, rep-
resenting the true position of the target signal. As we can see
from the figure, due to clutter, the original location of the UE
was 15m away from the AP, but the estimated location shows
45m away, which is a significant error in the range estimation.
The estimated UE location, offset from the original due to
clutter, highlights this error. This graphical representation not
only validates the underlying mathematical model but also
highlights the detector’s sensitivity to clutter, underscoring the
necessity for advanced clutter mitigation techniques to enhance
tracking accuracy in complex environments.

E. Radar Detection Coverage Probability

The derived expression for Pdc in (25) offers critical in-
sights into UE sensing/tracking performance in a cluttered
environment, validated by Fig. 7 (b). This figure shows the
impact of clutter on Pdc as a function of SCNR, highlighting
clutter’s degrading effect and the importance of the proposed
clutter mitigation strategy. The clutter-free curve demonstrates
nearly perfect detection at higher SCNR levels, with Pdc

approaching 1 (100%), as clutter effects (I(R)) are absent.
Conversely, the curve without the proposed mitigation shows
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significantly affected detection performance, with lower Pdc

at lower SCNR values, indicating higher false alarm rates
and missed detection due to clutter. The reduction in SCNR
due to clutter is represented by the integral term (I(R)) in
the Pdc expression, accounting for clutter scatterers’ spatial
distribution and reflectivity. This underscores the necessity of
the proposed UE-AP association strategy to enhance detection
in cluttered environments.

F. Pdc vs Clutter Density

Figure 7 (c) illustrates how the Pdc varies with the distance
from the AP for different clutter densities ρ. The mean clutter
cross-section and radar parameters are held constant in this
scenario. As clutter density increases, the number of scatterers
in the environment also rises, leading to more clutter echoes
that interfere with the AP sensing detection capabilities. When
ρ = 0, the environment is free from clutter, resulting in
the SCNR being equivalent to the SNR. Consequently, Pdc

remains high even at larger distances. However, as ρ increases
to 0.1, Pdc decreases sharply with increasing distance from
the AP due to the exponential increase in clutter echoes,
which severely impair the AP sensing detection performance.
From the perspective of our UA scheme, this indicates that
UA needs to account for clutter density to maintain effective
sensing performance. As clutter density increases, it becomes
crucial to adopt UA strategies to ensure that the UE can still
achieve reliable Pdc. By incorporating clutter parameters into
our association decisions, we can enhance sensing accuracy in
cluttered environments.

G. Pdc vs Clutter Cross-section

In Fig. 7 (d), the impact of different υcavg on Pdc is shown
for both single and multiple clutter reflections, at distances
of 5 meters and 10 meters. The figure reveals that increasing
υcavg generally decreases Pdc, as larger clutter cross-sections
lead to more significant radar signal reflections, thus increasing
the interference. For single clutter reflections, the radar’s
detection performance at 5 meters is superior to 10 meters
due to lower path loss and less accumulated clutter effect.
However, in scenarios with multiple clutter reflections, the Pdc

deteriorates more rapidly, especially at greater distances. This
is due to multiple reflections exacerbating interference, which
makes it more challenging for the AP to detect and track the
UE. Consequently, the UA strategy must prioritize including
APs in the cluster that provides higher Pdc while avoiding
APs heavily affected by clutter. This ensures more reliable
detection and tracking of the UE, optimizing the performance
of the CF-mMIMO system.

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the proposed UA scheme effectively enhances
the performance of JRC CF-mMIMO systems. By seamlessly
integrating radar sensing capabilities with the UA process,
the scheme optimizes the selection of APs while mitigating
the adverse effects of environmental clutter. This approach
addresses the limitations of traditional UA methods, which
solely consider communication requirements based AP se-
lection which in return would not necessarily be optimal
for sensing. Simulation results validate the efficiency of the

proposed JRC-based UA scheme, showcasing its ability to
significantly outperform traditional approaches. The scheme’s
scalability and robustness to dynamic environmental condi-
tions ensure that users are associated with APs that can provide
reliable communication links and accurate target tracking.
This innovative approach paves the way for enhanced user
experience, increased spectral efficiency, and more reliable
target tracking, ultimately contributing to the advancement of
integrated radar-communication technologies. The proposed
scheme optimizes the user-AP pairings by considering the
RCS, SCNR, and AOA estimation accuracy, improving overall
JRC system performance. Future works may include other
parameters of sensing to be incorporated while selecting the
APs such as sensing resolution, security aspects, and material
characterization, etc.

APPENDIX
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

From the definition of the Pdc, we have:

Pdc(rt) = P [SCNR(rt) ≥ γ] . (43)

Substituting the SCNR expression under NLoS conditions as

Pdc(rt) = P

 Zυte
−2α′rt

r2qt

nl +
∑

c∈Γ
ZG(θc)υcgce−2α′rc

r2qc

≥ γ

 , (44)

Rearranging the inequality, we obtain

Pdc(rt) = P

[
υt ≥

γnlr
2q
t e2α

′rt

Z
+ γr2qt e2α

′rt
∑
c∈Γ

G(θc)υcgc

r2qc e2α′rc

]
,

(45)
using the exponential distribution of υt with mean υtavg as

Pdc(rt) = Eυc,gc,Γexp
−

γnlr
2q
t e2α

′rt

Z
+ γr2qt e2α

′rt
∑

c∈Γ
G(θc)υcgc

r
2q
c e2α

′rc

υtavg


 ,

(46)

separating the exponent, we get

Pdc(rt) = exp

(
−γnlr

2q
t e2α

′rt

Zυtavg

)

Eυc,gc,Γ

[
exp

(
−γr2qt e2α

′rt

υtavg

∑
c∈Γ

G(θc)υcgc

r2qc e2α′rc

)]
,

(47)

Applying the probability generating functional of the PPP Γ

E

[∏
c∈Γ

f(c)

]
= exp

(
−ϱ
∫
R2

(1− f(c)) dc

)
, (48)

with f(c) = exp

(
−γr2qt e2α

′rtG(θc)υcgc

υtavgr
2q
c e2α′rc

)
, we get

Pdc(rt) = exp

(
−γnlr

2q
t e2α

′rt

Zυtavg

)
exp(

−ϱ

∫
R2

(
1− Eυc,gc

[
exp

(
−γr2qt e2α

′rtG(θc)υcgc

υtavgr
2q
c e2α′rc

)])
dr⃗c

)
.

(49)
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Assuming gc = 1 (worst-case scenario) and simplifying the
expectation inside the integral

Eυc

[
exp

(
−γr2qt e2α

′rtG(θc)υc

υtavgr
2q
c e2α′rc

)]
=

1

1 +
γr

2q
t e2α

′rtG(θc)υcavg

υtavg r
2q
c e2α

′rc

,
(50)

we obtain = 1

1+
ν′(rt)G(θc)

r
2q
c e2α

′rc

, where ν′(rt) =
γr2qt e2α

′rtυcavg

υtavg
.

Substituting back into the integral, we have

Pdc(rt) = exp

(
−γnlr

2q
t e2α

′rt

Zυtavg

)

exp

−ϱ

∫ 2π

0

∫ rt+∆R

rt

1− 1

1 + ν′(rt)G(θc)

r
2q
c e2α

′rc

 rc drc dθc

 ,

(51)
Simplifying the inner term

1− 1

1 + ν′(rt)G(θc)

r2qc e2α′rc

=
ν′(rt)G(θc)

ν′(rt)G(θc) + r2qc e2α′rc
, (52)

we get

Pdc(rt) = exp

(
−γnlr

2q
t e2α

′rt

Zυtavg

)

exp

(
−ϱ

∫ 2π

0

∫ rt+∆R

rt

ν′(rt)G(θc)rc

ν′(rt)G(θc) + r2qc e2α′rc
drc dθc

) (53)

Combining the exponents, we have the final result

Pdc(rt) = J(rt) exp

(
−γnlr

2q
t e2α

′rt

Zυtavg

)
, (54)

where
J(rt) =

exp

(
−ϱ

∫ 2π

0

∫ rt+∆R

rt

ν′(rt)G(θc)rc

ν′(rt)G(θc) + r2qc e2α′rc
drc dθc

)
(55)
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