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Abstract—In this paper, the introduction of interference can-
cellation in full-duplex joint radar and communication receivers
is analysed. More specifically, a focus is made on scenarios in
which the receiver simultaneously receives radar echoes from
the environment, and communication signals from other joint
radar and communication transceivers. First, the phase-coded
frequency modulated continuous wave waveform designed for
integrated sensing and communication is presented. Then, simple
structures in which interference cancellation is only applied at the
radar or communication function are proposed, relying on the
information gathered at the other function. The detection proba-
bility and bit error rate improvements are analysed numerically
w.r.t. different system parameters, such as the communication
constellation, or the number of transmitted pulses. The introduc-
tion of error correcting codes is also considered. Next, iterative
interference cancellation structures are investigated. Thanks to
multiple interference cancellation layers, both the radar and
communication performance are improved, and the robustness of
the system to any scenario is enhanced. This is shown numerically
through the analysis of the performance achieved by simple
and iterative structures, which are compared for different radar
echo to communication signal power ratio. Finally, a dynamic
automotive scenario is considered. Leveraging on previous radar
measurements, the parameters of the radar echo are inferred,
and it is reconstructed beforehand, enabling to remove the first
radar processing block. The complexity of the iterative structures
is thus reduced, at the price of a slight performance reduction.
A dynamic automotive scenario is considered, highlighting the
impact of the tracking of the next vehicle ahead on the system.

Index Terms—ISAC, DFRC, full-duplex, interference cancella-
tion, automotive scenario.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, with the spectrum scarcity and the conver-
gence of the carrier frequency ranges used by radar and com-
munication systems, the possibility to operate both functions
using the same resources has received increased attention.
Joint radar-communication systems perform both functions
simultaneously with a single hardware platform [1]–[5]. Two
approaches have been adopted: coexistence and co-design. In
the former, different waveforms are used for each function,
and interference between both functions must be mitigated. In
the latter, a single waveform is transmitted, and trade-offs are
made in the waveform design between both functions. These
are also often called Dual Function Radar-Communication
(DFRC), or Integrated Sensing and Communication (ISAC)
systems. Numerous systems have been developed based on
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existing radar waveforms or communication protocols. Among
these systems, as a non-exhaustive list, popular waveforms are
the frequency hopping-based waveforms, chirp-based wave-
forms, e.g. Frequency Modulated Continuous Wave (FMCW),
or Orthogonal Frequency Division Multiplexing (OFDM)
waveforms.

A. Related Works

1) FMCW ISAC Waveform: In particular, the FMCW wave-
form is a popular radar waveform, widely used in automotive
applications thanks to its low complexity and implementation
cost. In order to introduce communication capabilities, the
good cross-correlation properties of the up- and down-chirps
enable to distinguish the transmission of a ’0’ or a ’1’, without
affecting the radar function. This approach is adopted in [6]
in association with Alamouti space-time coding. However, the
achievable rate is limited by the Pulse Repetition Interval
(PRI) with inter-pulse coding. The same drawback applies
to [7], which uses frequency shift keying to modify the
starting frequency of the chirps for communication. In order
to integrate multiple symbols during the pulse duration, [8]
has proposed to modulate in amplitude the FMCW waveform.
This has been extended for higher order modulations in [9]–
[11] with different designs, and also generalised for a MIMO
configuration in [12]. Hardware implementations have been
demonstrated in [13]–[15]. Performance comparisons are made
in [16], [17] for different Phase-Coded FMCW (PC-FMCW)
ISAC receivers. This waveform has been further extended by
[18], [19] in a multi-carrier multi-antenna design, leveraging
on index modulation. In order to limit distortions induced
by phase changes at the power amplifier, Continuous Phase
Modulations (CPM) and Minimum Shift Keying (MSK) are
introduced to fulfil the communication function in [20], [21],
and an experimental setup is shown in [22]. This has also been
used in [23] with a MIMO configuration for multiple users.
Another issue of the PC-FMCW waveform is the bandwidth
increase compared to the chirp bandwidth, induced by the
introduction of the communication symbols. This problem is
overcome in [24], which separates the chirp in a three-section
waveform to limit the excess bandwidth. To increase the data
rate, the CPM FMCW ISAC waveform is associated with
Low Density Parity Check (LDPC) codes in [25]. Another
solution proposed by [26] which avoids bandwidth increases
is to modify the rate of transmission during the chirp duration.
More recently, to further increase the data rate while keeping
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Fig. 1. Full-duplex joint radar-communication scenario. The ISAC system
simultaneously receives radar echoes from the targets, and communication
signals from other systems.

a low complexity at the radar receiver, [27] has combined
Orthogonal Time-Frequency Space (OTFS) modulation with
FMCW waveforms. It is also combined with OFDM in [28],
using the FMCW waveforms to simultaneously perform for
radar sensing and channel estimation, acting like pilot signals
for the communication function.

2) Interference in Automotive Scenarios: In automotive
applications, interference between multiple radar or radar-
communication systems remains a major issue owing to the
constantly increasing number of vehicles (and consequently,
of radar or radar-communication systems). This challenge
has been tackled by the MOre Safety for All by Radar
Interference Mitigation (MOSARIM) project [29]. Different
interference mitigation techniques have been developed
involving space, time, frequency, code, and polarisation
domains. For instance, for coexisting radar systems, [30] has
proposed an adaptive digital beamforming technique where the
beamforming weights are updated depending on the estimated
interference level. Modifications of chirp bandwidth, duration,
and pulse repetition interval are implemented in [31]–[33].
Carrier sensing multiple access schemes are adopted in
[34], [35]. Different multiple access strategies are also
compared in [36]. However, even if dynamic modifications
of parameters are possible with radar systems, such solutions
are not suited for ISAC systems since communication
receivers are not collocated with the transmitter, except
when the modification simultaneously carries information
and helps for interference mitigation [37]. Another approach
applicable to both radar and ISAC scenarios is to consider
interference suppression algorithms. This can be implemented
through iterative interference reduction [38], subspace error
correction [39], short time Fourier transform interpolation
[40], sparsity-based [41] or other reconstruction methods [42].

B. Full-Duplex ISAC Scenario

This paper focuses on full-duplex joint radar-
communication scenarios, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Monostatic
Single Input Single Ouptut (SISO) ISAC systems are
considered. In such scenarios, a first issue to tackle is the
self-interference from the transmitter to the receiver of the
ISAC system. For instance, it is handled with successive
interference cancellation or beamforming [43], [44]. Namely,
an interference cancellation scheme for OFDM ISAC systems

is proposed in [45] in an automotive scenario. From an
optimisation perspective, the full-duplex self-interference
cancellation design is combined with a power allocation
problem in [46] to maximise both radar and communication
performance.

Assuming that the self-interference has been handled, the
received signal at the ISAC system of interest can be written
as

r(t) = rR(t) + rC(t) + w(t), (1)

where w is an Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN).
On the one hand, the signal rR encompasses all the radar
echoes from the targets. The kth echo is affected by a complex
coefficient αRk, a Doppler frequency fDRk, and is delayed by
a delay τRk. Denoting by K the number of targets, and by xR
the transmitted ISAC waveform, it is expressed as

rR(t) =

K−1∑
k=0

αRk ej2πfDRkt xR(t− τRk). (2)

Note that, if there is some residual self-interference which
does not induce saturation of the receiver front-end, it may be
considered as a radar echo, and handled similarly. On the other
hand, the signal rC encompasses the uplink communication
signals, arising from other ISAC systems. The qth communi-
cation signal xCq is affected by a complex coefficient αCq ,
a Doppler frequency fDCq , and is delayed by a delay τCq .
Denoting by Q the number of communication signals, it is
expressed as

rC(t) =

Q−1∑
q=0

αCq e
j2πfDCqt xCq(t− τCq). (3)

Note that multipath propagation can be handled by considering
that several paths among the received communication signals
are associated to the same transmitted signal xCq .

Following (1), a second issue is the interference between the
radar and communication functions. Since the ISAC system
simultaneously receives communication signals from other
systems while receiving radar echoes from the environment,
the communication signals interfere with the radar function
and the radar echoes interfere with the communication func-
tion. This paper aims to solve this second issue, i.e. to
mitigate interference between both radar and communication
functions in such scenarios using interference cancellation.
Two interference cancellation structures, respectively at the
radar or communication functions, were previously proposed
in [47], performing well in scenarios where the radar echoes
or the communication signal are respectively dominant. In
this paper, our results from [47] are extended by performing
additional analyses, increasing the robustness of the proposed
structures, and reducing the complexity.

C. Contributions

The contributions of this paper are summarised as follows:
• Two joint radar-communication receiver chains integrat-

ing interference cancellation at the radar or communi-
cation function are presented. These receivers handle
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full-duplex radar-communication scenarios, in which an
ISAC system receives simultaneously radar echoes and
communication signals. These structures perform well in
scenarios where the radar echoes or the communication
signal is dominant. They are particularised with PC-
FMCW ISAC systems, but similar received chain for
any joint radar-communication waveforms (i.e. OFDM
systems) can be designed following the proposed ap-
proach. The improvements of detection probability and
Bit Error Rate (BER) thanks to interference cancellation
are evaluated for multiple system parameters, such as
the communication constellation, number of transmitted
pulses, and zero-padding factor. Further improvement of
the joint radar-communication receiver chain integrating
interference cancellation at the radar function is per-
formed thanks to the introduction of error correcting
codes. Their impact on the inherent interference mitiga-
tion of the PC-FMCW ISAC waveform is also discussed.

• Based on the presented receiver chains, an iterative struc-
ture integrating interference cancellation at both the radar
and communication functions is proposed, in order to
increase the robustness of the system for scenarios in
which the communication signal or the radar echo is
more powerful, or both are received at equivalent power
levels. The performance of such structures is analysed
w.r.t. the ratio between the power of the radar echo
and communication signal, showing that the performance
achieved by iterative structures are equivalent or better
compared to the simple structures, whatever the scenario,
at the price of a higher complexity.

• In order to reduce the complexity of the iterative receiver,
a last interference cancellation structure is proposed,
leveraging on dynamic scenarios in which successive
radar measurements are performed for targets tracking.
The performance achieved by all structures are for in-
stance evaluated and compared in a dynamic automotive
scenario in which a vehicle simultaneously detects the
next vehicle behind, while receiving a communication
signal from the infrastructure.

D. Structure of the Paper

First, Section II details the PC-FMCW DFRC processing.
Then, Sections III and IV analyse the impact of correlated
interference (systems with identical parameters), respectively
on the radar and communication receivers. Additionally, the
performance of interference cancellation on both functions is
studied, in cooperation with the other function. Next, iterative
structures are proposed in Section V to further improve
the performance and robustness of the system. Finally, the
application of the iterative structure in dynamic scenarios
is studied in Section VI, and the possibility to leverage on
previous radar measurement is analysed. The paper structure
is summarised in Fig. 2, with schematics of the different
interference cancellation receivers that are developed in this
work.

II. PC-FMCW DFRC SYSTEM

With an FMCW radar, multiple increasing or decreasing
chirps are transmitted. Assuming that the transmission occurs
in a frequency band f ∈ [fc − B/2, fc + B/2] where fc is
the carrier frequency and B the bandwidth, if P pulses of
duration T are transmitted with a PRI denoted as TPRI, the
instantaneous frequency of the transmitted signal is given by

f(t) = fc +

P−1∑
p=0

[
−B

2
+

B

T
(t− pTPRI)

]
Π

(
t− pTPRI

T

)
,

(4)
where Π is the non-centred rectangular function, i.e. Π(t) = 1
if t ∈ [0, 1]. Note that TPRI ≥ T , allowing the insertion of a
guard interval Tg = TPRI − T between successive pulses. The
corresponding transmitted signal in baseband is given by

sR(t) =

P−1∑
p=0

e−jπB(t−pTPRI) ejπ
B
T (t−pTPRI)

2

Π

(
t− pTPRI

T

)
.

(5)
Let us consider a complex pulse modulation where symbols
I ∈ CLc×P are pulse shaped with a rectangular filter of width
Tc = T/Lc, with Lc the number of transmitted symbols per
pulse. The communication payload is expressed in baseband
as

sC(t) =

P−1∑
p=0

Lc−1∑
l=0

I(l, p) Π

(
t− pTPRI − lTc

Tc

)
. (6)

In a PC-FMCW ISAC system, the communication payload of
(6) is modulated with the FMCW waveform of (5). The joint
waveform is thus given by

x(t) = sR(t) sC(t) (7)

=

P−1∑
p=0

Lc−1∑
l=0

I(l, p) Π

(
t− pTPRI − lTc

Tc

)
· e−jπB(t−pTPRI) ejπ

B
T (t−pTPRI)

2

. (8)

Let us define the notation in fast- and slow-time of a signal x as
x(t, p) = x (t+ pTPRI) with t ∈ [0, TPRI] and p = 0, ..., P −1.
This notation simplifies the joint waveform as follows:

x(t, p) =

Lc−1∑
l=0

I(l, p) Π

(
t− lTc

Tc

)
e−jπBt ejπ

B
T t2 . (9)

In this paper, it is assumed that every ISAC system transmits a
PC-FMCW signal. Thus, the signals xR and xCq of (2) and (3)
are all expressed in the form of (8), and they all contain a radar
and a communication component. Therefore, on the one hand
at the radar function, the signal xR is the signal of interest, and
the radar processing aims to extract the information from the
radar component of the joint waveform. On the other hand, at
the communication function, the signals xCq are the signals of
interest, and the communication processing aims to extract the
information from the communication component of the joint
waveform.

3
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Fig. 2. Structure of this paper. The first solid arrow entering the blocks from the left represents the received signal. The solid arrows at the output of the
radar and communication blocks represents the number of targets and their parameters, or the communication channel parameters and the decoded symbols.
The solid arrows at the output of the interference cancellation blocks represents the received signal in which the radar or communication interference has
been cancelled. The dotted arrow in the dynamic structure represents radar information forwarded from previous measurements.

A. Processing at the Radar Function

Let us focus on the signal rR of (2), encompassing all the
radar echoes from the targets. In fast and slow-time notation,
it can be developed as

rR(t, p) =

K−1∑
k=0

αRk e−j2πfDRkTPRIp
Lc−1∑
l=0

IR(l, p) (10)

·Π
(
t− τRk − lTc

Tc

)
ej2πfDRkt e−jπB(t−τRk) ejπ

B
T (t−τRk)

2

,

where IR ∈ CLc×P are known symbols transmitted by the
ISAC system of interest. At the radar function, a dechirp
operation is first performed by mixing the received with the
conjugate of the modulating FMCW signal of (5). Assuming
that maxk {τRk} ≤ Tg , or equivalently that all high frequen-
cies components generated by targets with a larger delay than
Tg are filtered out, the signal at the output of the dechirp
operation is given by

yR(t, p) =

K−1∑
k=0

βRk ej2πfDRkTPRIp e−j2πfBRkt

·
Lc−1∑
l=0

IR(l, p) Π

(
t− τRk − lTc

Tc

)
, (11)

where βRk ≜ αRk e
jπBτRk ejπ

B
T τ2

Rk , and fBRk ≜ B
T τRk − fDRk

is the beat frequency associated to the kth echo.

Then, the communication part of the joint waveform must
be compensated, otherwise the integration of communication
symbols induces a dispersion of the targets power in the
delay-Doppler map, as further analysed in Section III-A. The
symbol pulses contained in the echo coming back from the kth

target are delayed with a delay τRk, initially unknown at the
receiver. Nonetheless, assuming that fBRk ≈ −B

T τRk, i.e. that
the Doppler frequency of the echoes are negligible w.r.t. the
generated beat frequencies, the beat frequency of each path is
proportional to its delay. Therefore, the multiple copies of the
communication component of the joint waveform are aligned
with the start of the chirp using a Group Delay Filter (GDF)
Hgd [16]. Since the kth target echo associated with a beat
frequency fBRk ≈ −B

T τRk should be delayed by a group delay
τgdk = T

B fBRk, the filter is designed with modulus and phase
given by

|Hgd(f)| = 1, τgd(f) =
T

B
f ↔ arg{Hgd(f)} = −π

T

B
f2,

(12)
where τgd is the group delay of the filter. If the envelope is
slowly varying compared to the beat frequency, the signal
at the output of the GDF expressed in pulse notation is
approximatively given by

yR,gd(t, p) ≈
K−1∑
k=0

γRk ej2πfDRkTPRIp e−j2πfBRkt

·
Lc−1∑
l=0

IR(l, p) Π

(
t− lTc

Tc

)
, (13)

where γRk ≜ βk e
−jπB

T τ2
Rk = αRk e

jπBτRk . After echoes align-
ment in time, the communication part can be compensated:

zR(t, p) =

Lc−1∑
l′=0

yR,gd(t, p)
I∗R(l

′, p)

|IR(l′, p)|2
Π

(
t− l′Tc

Tc

)

≈
K−1∑
k=0

γRk ej2πfDRkTPRIp e−j2πfBRkt. (14)
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Finally, the delay-Doppler map is obtained after sampling and
applying a 2D-Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT). This map is
typically fed to a detector, e.g. a Constant False Alarm Rate
(CFAR) detector, in order to deduce the number of targets and
their parameters [48].

B. Processing at the Communication Function

Let us focus on the signal rC of (3), encompassing all the
uplink communication symbols from other ISAC systems. In
fast and slow-time notation, it can be developed as

rC(t, p) =

Q−1∑
q=0

αCq e
−j2πfDCqTPRIp

Lc−1∑
l=0

ICq(l, p) (15)

·Π
(
t− τCq − lTc

Tc

)
ej2πfDCqt e−jπB(t−τCq) ejπ

B
T (t−τCq)

2

,

where ICq ∈ CLc×P are the communication symbols transmit-
ted by the qth ISAC system. Let us first assume a transmission
over a flat fading communication channel. Focusing on the
qth ISAC system, a time synchronisation is performed to align
the signal with the start of the qth uplink signal. Thus, the
first pulse of the payload is assumed to be generated from
pilot symbols, enabling to perform a correlation in time.
Then, a dechirp operation is performed to demodulate the
communication part of the ISAC waveform. The output of
both operations is given by

yCq(t, p) = rC(t+ τCq, p) e
jπBt e−jπB

T t2 Π

(
t

T

)
= βCqp e

j2πfDCqt
Lc−1∑
l=0

ICq(l, p) Π

(
t− nTc

Tc

)
+ IUI, (16)

where βCqp ≜ αCq e
−j2πfDCqτCq ej2πfDCqTPRIp ejπBτCq , and IUI

denotes the interference from the other communicating ISAC
systems. Finally, usual communication processing, namely
matched filtering, carrier frequency offset correction, equalisa-
tion, and symbol decision, are applied to recover the symbols
ICq . The carrier frequency offset is either estimated from the
first pulse, assumed to be generated from pilot symbols, or
from pilots symbols inserted at the start of successive pulses to
increase the resolution of the estimation. For instance, possible
techniques which may be applied are the Schmidl & Cox
algorithm [49], or Fourier transform-based methods [50]. Note
that the same processing can also be applied for transmissions
over frequency selective channels, but this is not considered
in this work.

C. Summary

Figure 3 summarises the processing of phase-coded FMCW
systems. On the one hand, for the radar function, most
complexity is introduced by the CFAR detector, as the noise
power is estimated for each cell of the delay-Doppler map
based on the power of the neighbouring cells. On the other
hand, for the communication function, the synchronisation
algorithms are the most complex operations, especially the
timing synchronisation.

GDF 2D-DFT CFAR
 detector

Dechirping
+ LPF

Sync. DecisionMatched
filter

Comm.
 suppression

Timing
sync.

Dechirping
+ LPF

Radar Processing

Communication Processing

Fig. 3. Phase-coded FMCW ISAC system.

In the following sections, scenarios with one radar and
communication link are considered, i.e. K = 1 and Q = 1.
On the one hand, when considering the interference between
multiple communication links, interference cancellation has
already been widely studied within the communication lit-
erature, e.g. for Non Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA)
applications [51], [52]. On the other hand, the impact of the
number of targets on the communication function has been
evaluated in [47], without providing new insights compared to
communication-only scenarios. Thus, this motivates to sim-
plify the performance analysis of the interference cancellation
schemes in a full-duplex ISAC scenario by considering only
one radar and communication link, and highlighting the impact
of the radar and communication parameters on the achieved
performance. Additionally, this also assumes flat fading radar
and communication links. This is motivated by the high
frequencies considered in automotive radar applications [53],
and for future wireless communication networks [54]. At such
frequencies, the channels are usually assumed to be highly
Ricean.

III. INTERFERENCE CANCELLATION AT THE RADAR
FUNCTION

Let us first focus on the radar function. The scenario
presented in Fig. 1 is considered, in which target echoes are
received simultaneously with a communication signal coming
from another system sharing the same system parameters (fc,
TPRI, TCPI, B, T , and Lc). At the radar function, the signals
of interest are the radar echoes, and the communication signal
emitted by another system is interfering.

A. Theoretical Analysis

The communication signal is filtered at the radar function
after dechirping if the total Doppler frequency, namely the
sum of the Doppler frequency of the communication channel
and the beat frequency generated by the dechirping operation,
is higher than the cut-off frequency of the receiver Low-
Pass Filter (LPF). However, if the relative delay between
the interferer and the receiver is lower than the maximum
detectable delay of the radar receiver, the delay-Doppler map
will be corrupted by the interfering communication signal.
Following the radar processing presented in Section II-B, the
communication signal which has been processed at the radar
function is similar to (14), except that the communication

5



symbols have not been well compensated. In discrete time,
it is written as

zC(l, p) = γC ej2πfDCTPRIp e−j2πfBCTsl

·
MLc−1∑
n=0

IC(n, p)I
∗
R(n, p)

|IR(n, p)|2
Π

(
l − nM

M

)
, (17)

where γC = αC ejπBτC , and Ts = Tc/M is the sample period.
In order to evaluate the impact of this interference on the
delay-Doppler map while accounting for the random complex
coefficients and symbols, one may compute the expectation
of the autocorrelation of zC over the fast- and slow-time,
and then apply Fourier transforms over both dimensions. The
expectation of the autocorrelation of zC is computed as

ΓzC(∆l,∆p) = E

[
P−1∑
p=0

MLc−1∑
n=0

zC(l, p)z
∗
C(l −∆l, p−∆p)

]

= σ2
C MLcP δ(∆p) e

−j2πfBCTs∆l Λ

(
∆l

M

)
. (18)

with Λ being the triangular function, i.e. Λ(x) = max(1 −
|x|, 0). This equality is obtained assuming independent sym-
bols drawn from a Phase Shift Keying (PSK) constellation,
such that

E [IC(n, p)I
∗
C(n

′, p′)] = δ(n− n′)δ(p− p′). (19)

Finally, applying Fourier transforms over both dimensions
provides an insight of the power dispersion of the signal into
the delay-Doppler domain:

PxC(τ, f) = σ2
C PLc

sin2
(

π
Lc

(τ + fBCT )
)

sin2
(

π
MLc

(τ + fBCT )
) , (20)

where σ2
C ≜ E

[
|γC|2

]
= E

[
|αC|2

]
. The dimensions τ

and f respectively refer to the Fourier transforms along the
dimensions ∆l and ∆p. This shows that the power of the
communication signal is spread uniformly in the Doppler
dimension, and follows a sinus over sinus shape in the delay
dimension. The main lobe width is proportional to Lc. The
maximum value of the power is located around the normalised
beat frequency fBCT , and is equal to σ2

CPLcM
2. This is

illustrated in Fig. 4.

This can be compared to the power distribution of a radar
echo, in which the communication part has been well compen-
sated. In that case, the processed echo is written in discrete
time following (14) as

zR(l, p) = γR ej2πfDTPRIp e−j2πfBCTsl. (21)

The expectation of the autocorrelation of zR is computed as

ΓzR(∆l,∆p) = E

[
P−1∑
p=0

MLc−1∑
n=0

zR(l, p)z
∗
R(l −∆l, p−∆p)

]
= σ2

R MLcP ej2πfDRTPRI∆p e−j2πfBRTs∆l . (22)

D
oppler frequency (H
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Power spectrum of interfering signals

Fig. 4. Illustration of the power dispersion of an interfering signal. The
parameters are αC = 1, τC = 0.25 µs, fDC = −300 Hz, P = 50, N = 10,
M = 2000, T = 100 µs, TPRI = 100.5 µs, B = 100 MHz.

Applying Fourier transforms over both dimensions provides
the power dispersion of the signal into the delay-Doppler
domain:

PxR(τ, f) = σ2
R MLcP (23)

· sin (π (f − fDRTCPI))

sin
(
π
P (f − fDRTCPI)

) sin (π (τ − fBRT ))

sin
(

π
MLc

(τ − fBRT )
) ,

where σ2
C ≜ E

[
|γR|2

]
= E

[
|αR|2

]
, and TCPI ≜ TPRIP is

the coherent processing interval. This shows that the radar
echo power follows a sinus over sinus shape in both the
delay and Doppler dimensions. The maximum value of the
power is located around the normalised beat frequency fBRT
and normalised Doppler frequency fDRTCPI, and it is equal
to σ2

RP
2L2

cM
2. Comparing this result to the maximum value

of (20), one observes that, for the same variances of the
radar and communication channels, a Signal-to-Noise Ratio
(SNR) gain of 10 log10(PLc) dB is obtained for the radar
echoes compared to the interfering communication signals.
Note that, if the radar echoes were not aligned with the GDF,
the communication symbols would not be well compensated,
and the power of the radar echoes would also be dispersed in
the delay-Doppler map. This justifies the use of a GDF. It can
be shown that similar results are obtained for OFDM ISAC
systems, in which the symbols are not well compensated at
the radar function.

With a higher number of transmitted symbols per pulse Lc,
the main lobe is widened, and nearly constant interference
is observed on the whole delay-Doppler map. Nonetheless,
the interfering power is spread and not suppressed, leading to
an increased noise floor, which degrades severely the radar
detection performance. This motivates the introduction of
interference cancellation at the radar function.
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TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS FOR SECTION III. THE FALSE ALARM

PROBABILITY REQUIREMENT IS DENOTED BY PFA .

B = 20 MHz T = 100 µs Tg = 0.5 µs
P = 50 Lc = 100 PFA = 10−4

|αR| = 0.1 τR = 0.1 µs fDR = 1000 Hz
|αC| = 1 τC = 0.25 µs fDC = -300 Hz

Interference
cancellation

Comm.
Processing

Radar
Processing

Fig. 5. Receiver chain implementing the CR structure. The communication
function forwards estimates of the attenuation, phase shift, delay, Doppler
frequency, and decoded symbols of the communication signal to the radar
function.

B. Interference Cancellation

In scenarios where the power of the communication signal
is assumed to be larger than the power of the radar echo,
interference cancellation can be applied at the radar function.
Following the processing of Section II-B, from the received
signal r, the communication signal xC is first decoded at
the communication function, providing an estimation of the
communication symbols IC. Moreover, the synchronisation
parameters, i.e. αC, fDC, and τC, are also estimated. All these
parameters are forwarded to the interference cancellation block
of the radar function, which generates an estimate of the signal
rC:

r̂C(t) = α̂C ej2πf̂DCt x̂C(t− τ̂C), (24)

where the symbol ·̂ designates estimated quantities. Then, the
radar processing is applied on the received signal r from which
the uplink communication signal has been suppressed:

r̃R(t) = r(t)− r̂C(t). (25)

This receiver is named CR structure, based on the order in
which the radar and communication function are processed.
It is illustrated in Fig. 5. Note that this process can be
repeated for each communication signal if there is multiple
ISAC systems communicating in uplink, or for multipath
propagation.

In order to evaluate the achieved performance, a scenario is
defined in Table I. Fig. 6 illustrates the detection probability
obtained for different modulation indices, i.e. BPSK, QPSK,
16-PSK and 16-QAM, after interference cancellation at the
radar function, compared to the detection probability obtained
when there is no interference, or when interference is not
cancelled. In the considered scenario, the power of the commu-
nication signal is 20 dB higher than radar echoes. Even if the
interference power is spread in the delay-Doppler map owing
to the presence of uncompensated communication symbols,
the radar echoes are hidden below the interference noise
floor. Thanks to interference cancellation, large performance
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Fig. 6. Detection probability against SNR with BPSK, QPSK, 16-PSK and
16-QAM modulation, with and without interference cancellation.
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Fig. 7. BER against SNR with BPSK, QPSK, 16-PSK and 16-QAM
modulation, with the CR structure (solid lines) and without any interference
(dashed lines).

improvement is achieved, depending on the BER obtained at
the communication function (and equivalently on the modu-
lation indices), as shown in Fig. 7. At low communication
SNR, the BER is high, leading to multiple symbol errors
at the cancellation. The higher the modulation index, the
higher the number of errors, leading to a decrease of the
detection probability. In that case, the obtained performance
may even be worse than the performance obtained when there
is no interference cancellation with high modulation indices.
However, at higher communication SNR, the BER decreases,
and the cancellation efficiency increases as well. Therefore,
the detection probability increases to one. The increase is
slower for high modulation indices since the decrease BER
is slower in the considered range of SNRs. Regarding the 16-
QAM constellation, the detection performance is worse than
the one achieved with the 16-PSK for SNRs up to around
13 dB, even with a lower BER, owing to the non-constant
envelope of the transmitted ISAC waveform.

C. Introduction of Error Correcting Codes

In order to further improve the interference cancellation
capabilities, Error Correcting Codes (ECC), e.g. convolutional
codes, may be introduced in the structure. In this paper, bits
are coded at the transmitter using the systematic convolutional
code G(D) =

[
1 1+D

1+D+D2

]
of rate Rc = 1/2, with D

the delay operator. At the receiver, soft Viterbi decoding is
performed.

7



0 2 4 6 8 10
Eb /N0  (dB)

10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

B
E
R

BER with coding - CR structure

BPSK
QPSK coded

Fig. 8. BER against Eb/N0 for uncoded BPSK and coded QPSK communi-
cation symbols.
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Fig. 9. Detection probability against Eb/N0 after interference cancellation,
for uncoded BPSK and coded QPSK communication symbols.

First, regarding the inherent interference mitigation of the
PC-FMCW ISAC waveform discussed in Section III-A, the
auto-correlation of zC presented in (18) remains valid if the
compensated symbols remain independent with each other,
such that (19) is still fulfilled. Apart from repetition coding,
even if convolutional codes integrate redundancy in the coded
bits, pairs of symbols remain empirically independent, except
at the start of the sequence. Interleaving can also be introduced
to ensure that behaviour. Therefore, with the considered convo-
lutional code, the dispersion of the interfering communication
signal in the Delay-Doppler remains unchanged.

In order to ensure that a fair comparison is performed
between the uncoded and coded transmissions, coded bits are
transmitted with half power in the coded transmission in order
to keep a constant energy per bit Eb. The uncoded transmission
uses BPSK constellation, whereas the coded transmission uses
QPSK constellation in which the redundancy bits are trans-
mitted in quadrature, ensuring the same transmission time.
This also enables to conserve the same SNR = MRc

Eb/N0

in both transmissions, with M the modulation index (M = 1

for BPSK, and M = 2 for QPSK)
Fig. 8 and 9 respectively illustrate the achieved BER and

detection probability with uncoded BPSK and coded QPSK
transmissions. On the one hand, at the communication func-
tion, a lower BER is achieved with the coded transmission
thanks to the presence of ECC in the ISAC waveform, except
for low Eb/N0 ratios. On the other hand, for the radar function,
the detection probability achieved with the uncoded BPSK is
close to the performance achieved without any interference
in the considered scenario. In fact, the BER of the uncoded
BPSK transmission is small w.r.t. the number of transmitted
symbols per pulse for Eb/N0 ratio higher than 4 dB. Yet, a
slightly higher detection probability is achieved with the coded
QPSK transmission in that range of Eb/N0 ratio, owing to the
BER improvement with ECCs. Note that the same could be
achieved with higher order constellations, if codes with higher
correction capabilities are considered.

D. Summary

When the communication component is dominant compared
to the radar echoes, interference cancellation performs well
when the BER obtained at the communication output is
sufficiently low. The modulation index of the communication
signal can be increased at the price of a lower detection
probability for a given SNR at the communication function.
Introducing ECCs helps to improve the achieved performance
at both functions.

IV. INTERFERENCE CANCELLATION AT THE
COMMUNICATION FUNCTION

Let us now focus on the communication function. The
scenario presented in Fig. 1 is still considered, in which target
echoes are received simultaneously with a communication
signal coming from another system sharing the same system
parameters. At the communication function, the signal of
interest is the communication signal, and the radar echoes
reflected by the targets are interfering.

A. Theoretical Analysis

As for the radar receiver, dechirping is applied at the
communication receiver. Hence, the interfering components
rotate owing to the Doppler frequencies of the paths, in
addition to the generated beat frequencies. However, since
the ISAC systems parameters are considered to be identical
for every system, there is no inherent interference mitigation
in the processing of the communication function. Therefore,
interference cancellation must be applied to increase the
communication performance if interference occurs.

B. Interference Cancellation

In scenarios where the power of the radar echo is assumed
to be larger than the power of the communication signal,
interference cancellation can be applied at the communication
function. Following the processing of Section II-A, from
the received signal r, the radar echo parameters, i.e. αR,
fDR and τR, are first estimated. Then, In addition to the
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TABLE II
SIMULATION PARAMETERS FOR SECTION IV. THE FALSE ALARM

PROBABILITY REQUIREMENT IS DENOTED BY PFA .

B = 20 MHz T = 100 µs I: Tg = 0.5 µs
II: Tg = 5 µs

Lc = 100 PFA = 10−4 QPSK modulation

|αR| = 1 I: τR = 0.1 µs
fDR = 1000 HzII: τR = 1 µs

|αC| = 1 I: τC = 0.25 µs
fDC = -300 HzII: τC = 2.5 µs

Interference
cancellation

Radar
Processing

Comm.
Processing

Fig. 10. Receiver chain implementing the RC structure. The radar function
forwards the transmitted symbols, and the estimates of the attenuation, delay
and Doppler frequency of the radar echo to the communication function.

transmitted symbols IR, all these parameters are forwarded
to the interference cancellation block of the communication
function, which generated an estimate of the signal rR:

r̂R(t) = α̂R ej2πf̂DRtxR(t− τ̂R), (26)

where the symbol ·̂ designates estimated quantities. Then the
communication processing is applied on the received signal r,
from which the radar echo has been suppressed:

r̃C(t) = r(t)− r̂R(t). (27)

This receiver is named RC structure, also based on the order in
which the radar and communication functions are processed.
It is illustrated in Fig. 10. Note that this process can be
repeated for each radar echo if there is multiple targets. In that
case, the complex coefficients αRk can be estimated from the
delay-Doppler map, but this may be inaccurate, owing to the
inter-target interference. Instead, thanks to the joint waveform
structure which is shared by every system, radar echoes can
be processed as communication signals, for which the delays
and the Doppler frequencies have already been estimated at
the radar function. Additionally, the transmitted symbols are
also known. Another option is to estimate all the parameters of
each radar echo successively based on the estimated number of
targets of the radar receiver, but this solution does not leverage
on all the information gathered at the radar function.

When the estimations of the delay and Doppler frequency
are based on the radar receiver output, the achieved perfor-
mance depends on the accuracy of the radar estimates, which
is directly related to the delay and Doppler resolutions of the
radar function. In order to increase the Doppler resolution,
one can increase the total duration of the payload. Never-
theless, this also impacts the radar processing gain, and the
sensitivity to the frequency offset. Otherwise, the accuracy can
be improved by interpolating the delay-Doppler map through

TABLE III
RESOLUTION AND ACCURACY ACHIEVED FOR BOTH SCENARIOS OF

TABLE II.

Number of
pulses P

Resolution (1/TCPI) Accuracy
Scenario I Scenario II Scenario I Scenario II

50 199 Hz 190.5 Hz 5 Hz 47.6 Hz
100 99.5 Hz 85.2 Hz 5 Hz 47.6 Hz
150 66.3 Hz 63.5 Hz 5 Hz 15.9 Hz
200 49.8 Hz 47.6 Hz 5 Hz 0 Hz

zero-padding. Two scenarios have been defined in Table II to
evaluate the impact of the Doppler resolution on the achieved
performance.

The higher the number of transmitted pulses P , the better
the Doppler resolution. Yet, this does not imply a higher
accuracy. The accuracy depends on the Doppler frequency of
the target, w.r.t. the discrete delay-Doppler grid. For instance,
Table III summarises the achieved resolutions and accuracies
for both scenarios defined in Table II. On the one hand, with
the parameters of the first scenario, even if the resolution is
improving with P , the accuracy remains constant. Yet, the
length of the payload also increases, leading to many errors at
the reconstruction of the end of the signal owing to the phase
rotation of the symbols. This is translated in Fig. 11, which
shows the BER achieved with the RC structure in the first
scenario, for different pulse numbers. The detection probability
is not shown as it is always very close to one in the considered
scenario. Increasing the number of transmitted pulses leads to
an increase of the BER.

On the other hand, with the parameters of the second
scenario, the accuracy remains constant when 50 or 100 pulses
are transmitted, but decreases for higher number of pulses. Fig.
12 illustrates the BER achieved with the RC structure in the
second scenario, for different pulse numbers and zero-padding
factors. Consequently,

• when the number of pulses is increased from 50 to 100
pulses, worse performance is achieved;

• when the number of pulses is increased from 100 to
150 pulses, the accuracy improvement enhances the BER.
Yet, the increase of payload duration worsens the per-
formance, leading to a limited improvement w.r.t. the
transmission of 100 pulses;

• when the number of pulses is increased from 150 to
200 pulses, the Doppler frequency is estimated correctly,
leading to a performance improvement, regardless of the
increased payload duration.

With zero-padding, the accuracy is increased without af-
fecting the payload length. For instance, with 100 transmitted
pulses, a zero-padding factor of 1 does not increase the
accuracy, but the payload length being unaffected, performance
losses are avoided. With higher zero-padding factors, the
accuracy is increased, and better performance is achieved.
Note that a saturation of the detection probability is observed
with a zero-padding factor of 3, which is translated by a
saturation of the BER, and lower performance compared to
the transmission of 200 pulses. This is a consequence of the
CFAR detector, which is not able to estimate accurately the

9



4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Eb /N0  (dB)

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

B
E
R

BER - RC structure (Scenario I)

Perfect IC
No IC
P= 50
P= 100
P= 150
P= 200

Fig. 11. BER against Eb/N0 for multiple pulse numbers.
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Fig. 13. Detection probability against Eb/N0 for multiple zero-padding factors
(ZD denotes the number of padded zeros).

noise power in the delay-Doppler map with high zero-padding
factors, owing to the interpolation of the noise and target
response.

C. Summary

When the radar echoes are dominant compared to the
communication signal, interference cancellation can be applied
efficiently to the communication receiver to cancel the radar
echoes. The estimation of the echoes parameters is either based
on the radar outputs, or on the communication synchronisation

algorithm. In the former, the radar delay and Doppler resolu-
tions should be sufficiently high in order to ensure accurate
estimations of the delays and Doppler frequencies, leading
to an efficient cancellation. The resolutions can be increased
by modifying the system parameters. Otherwise, zero-padding
of the delay-Doppler map is helpful to increase the accuracy
of the delay and Doppler estimations without modifying the
system parameters.

V. ITERATIVE INTERFERENCE CANCELLATION

In Sections III and IV, two interference cancellation struc-
tures at the radar or communication function have been
detailed, namely the CR and RC structures. However, each
receiver only works well respectively at high communication
or radar Signal to Interference Ratio (SIR). Thus, interference
cancellation should be integrated at the radar (resp. commu-
nication) function only if the communication signal (resp.
radar echo) is dominant compared to the radar echo (resp.
communication signal). To solve this issue, if the power levels
of the different signals are estimated beforehand, one can
switch of ISAC structure to use the appropriate interference
cancellation scheme. Another solution which does not require
any a priori information is to perform iterative cancellation.

Let us respectively denote the radar and communication
functions by R and C. The extension of the RC and CR
receiver into iterative structures is illustrated in Fig. 2. In
iterative structures, the received signal is forwarded to the
first radar or communication block, and to interference can-
cellation blocks. Then, multiple iterations of both functions
are performed, with interference cancellation blocks inserted
before each function. We respectively name these receivers
R- and C-iterative structures, when they start with a radar or
communication block, respectively. The R-iterative structure
is illustrated in Figure 14.

In this paper, multiple specific iterative interference cancel-
lation receivers are defined, namely the RCR (extending the
CR structure with one additional radar function), CRC (ex-
tending the RC structure with one additional communication
function), and RCRC (R-iterative receiver with two complete
stages) structures. Note that there is no benefit to perform
more than two complete stages since there are no new opera-
tions performed w.r.t. the two-stage iterative structure. Parallel
interference cancellation receivers can also be defined by
combining simple or iterative structures. Nonetheless, all the
proposed structures require multiple radar and communication
processing, coupled with multiple interference cancellation
stages. Thus, the complexity of these receivers is higher than
the simple structures presented in Section III and IV.

A. Numerical Analysis

Figures 15 and 16 illustrate the achieved detection prob-
ability and BER against different SIRs, i.e. radar echo to
communication signal power ratios, for a scenario depicted
in Table IV. Three regions can be identified.
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TABLE IV
SIMULATION PARAMETERS FOR SECTION V. THE FALSE ALARM

PROBABILITY REQUIREMENT IS DENOTED BY PFA .

B = 20 MHz T = 100 µs Tg = 5 µs
P = 50 Lc = 100 Eb/N0 = 10 dB
PFA = 10−4 QPSK modulation ZD = 3
|αR| = 0.1→10 τR =1 µs fDR = 1000 Hz
|αC| = 1 τC = 2.5 µs fDC = -300 Hz

Interference
cancellation

Radar
Processing

Comm.
Processing

Interference
cancellation

Fig. 14. Receiver chain implementing the R-iterative structure. The C-iterative
structure is implemented similarly, except that the communication processing
is performed first.

a) For radar SIRs between -20 dB and -10 dB: The
communication signal is dominant compared to the radar echo.
Therefore, low detection probabilities are achieved without
interference cancellation before the radar function, as with
the RC structure. The other simple and iterative structures
nonetheless achieve good detection probabilities since there
is at least one interference cancellation stage before the radar
function. Regarding the BER, the CR, RC and RCR structures
achieve similar performance, with a slight increase of BER
for the RC structure, owing to the poor radar and interference
cancellation performed at the first stage. However, the CRC
and RCRC structures achieve better performance with an
increasing power of the radar echo, since the radar function
is improved by the first communication and interference
cancellation stage, and then the communication performance
are improved at the second stage by the radar function and
interference cancellation block.

b) For radar SIRs between -10 dB and 0 dB: The radar
echo power increases to reach power levels equivalent to the
communication signal. Owing to the high radar processing
gain, the RC and all the iterative structures perform well
compared the CR structure, even if the SIR is still negative.
The BERs achieved by the CRC and RCRC structures starts to
increase with the power of the radar echo since the interference
cancellation is not perfect, and the residual radar interference
is increasing with this power. Still, the RCR structure achieves
lower performance compared to the other iterative structures
because of a poorer radar detection and interference cancella-
tion at the first stage. This first stage is nonetheless improving
with the power of the radar echo and performance does not
decrease as fast as the other structures.

c) For radar SIRs between 0 dB and 20 dB: The
power of the radar echo is dominant compared to the
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Fig. 15. Detection probability against radar echo to communication signal
power ratio, with simple and iterative structures.
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Fig. 16. BER against radar echo to communication signal power ratio, with
simple and iterative structures.

communication signal. All the structures efficiently suppress
the radar interference at the communication function, but the
residual interference continues to increase with the radar echo
power, and the achieved BERs thus increase. Furthermore,
at SIRs close to 20 dB, the detection probabilities of the
CR and CRC structures decreases slightly owing to the poor
communication and interference cancellation performed at
the first stage.

Finally, note that the RCRC structure achieves slightly lower
performance compared to the CRC structure between -5 dB
and 5 dB, owing to the additional interference cancellation
residual from the first stage, which propagates through the
complete structure.

B. Summary

Compared to simple structures, iterative structures enable
to achieve good performance at the radar and communication
function, irrespective of the considered scenario. Multiple
iterative structures have been defined with different complexity
and performance. The CRC receiver seems to achieve the
best radar and communication performance. Still, interference
cancellation is not perfect, and the residual interference of the
radar echo on the communication signal, increasing with the
power of the radar echo, is detrimental for the communication
function at high SIRs.
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Fig. 17. Considered vehicular scenario. A vehicle is receiving a communi-
cation signal from a RoadSide Unit (RSU), while detecting the next vehicle
behind, which is braking.

VI. INTERFERENCE CANCELLATION IN DYNAMIC
SCENARIOS

Compared to the simple structures, the iterative interference
cancellation structures presented in Section V are efficient in
any scenario, and does not require any prior estimation of
the signals power levels. Yet, the introduction of multiple
interference cancellation stages increases their complexity.
In dynamic scenarios, one can leverage on previous radar
measurements to estimate the power of the signals, or to
reduce the iterative structures complexity. This is done for
instance in [55], which predicts the vehicles states based on
their estimated kinematic parameters, and infers delays and
Doppler frequencies associated to different channel paths. In
this section, a focus is made on the R-iterative structures, for
which the first radar function is replaced by an estimation of
the radar echo parameters, computed as an update of previous
radar processings. These structures are respectively named
dynamic CR and dynamic CRC receivers.

A. System Model

The vehicular scenario of Fig. 17 is considered. The vehicle
of interest, located in (0, 0), is stopped on the road. It receives
simultaneously a communication signal from a RSU, and a
radar echo from the vehicle behind, which is braking. Denoting
by pC and pR(n) the 2D positions of the RSU and the
moving vehicle at the nth transmission, the links parameters
are computed as

τC =
∥pC∥
c

, τR(n) =
2∥pR(n)∥

c
, fDR(n) =

2fcv(n)

c
,

αC(n) =
c e−j2πfcτC

4πfc∥pC∥
, αR(n) =

cρ e−j2πfcτR(n)

4πfc(2∥pR(n)∥)
, (28)

where v(n) is the speed of the moving vehicle at time index
n, fc is the carrier frequency and c the speed of light. The
considered radar propagation model is a geometrical optics-
based model, with ρ being the Fresnel reflection coefficient of
the target. Assuming a good conductor, it is approximated as
ρ ≈ 1. This model is suited for automotive radars owing to the
high carrier frequencies, meaning that near-field propagation
should be considered. Note that the same analysis can be
performed with other propagation models, and fading on the
links can also be introduced without discarding the following

TABLE V
SIMULATION PARAMETERS FOR SECTION VI. THE FALSE ALARM

PROBABILITY REQUIREMENT IS DENOTED BY PFA .

B = 20 MHz T = 100 µs Tg = 5 µs
P = 50 Lc = 100 Eb/N0 = 10 dB
PFA = 10−4 QPSK modulation ZD = 3
pR(0) = (30, 0) m pC = (14, 2.5) m v(n) = v = 15 m/s
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Fig. 18. Vehicular scenario parameters against time.

discussions. With the attenuations of (28), the radar SIR is
computed as SIR(n) =∥pC∥2/4∥pR(n)∥2. Let us assume a
time interval ∆t between two radar measurements. In the
considered scenario, the estimates of the delays and Doppler
frequencies at the next transmission are computed as

f̂DR(n+ 1) = f̂DR(n),

τ̂R(n+ 1) = τ̂R(n) +
∆t

2c
v̂(n) = τ̂R(n) +

∆t

fc
f̂DR(n).

(29)
This simple estimation update process could be improved,
for instance using complex tracking mechanisms, as extended
Kalman filtering [56]. Nonetheless, the proposed process is
sufficient to achieve good performance.

B. Numerical Analysis

Table V depicts the scenario parameters, and their evolutions
is shown in Fig. 18. The delay between two transmissions is set
as ∆t = 66.6 ms. At the start, the communication signal power
dominates. As time goes by, the moving vehicle approaches the
motionless vehicle, leading to an increased radar echo power
|αR(n)|2, and a decreased delay τR(n). Fig. 19 and 20 illustrate
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Fig. 19. BER against time, with iterative and dynamic structures.
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Fig. 20. Detection probability against time, with iterative and dynamic
structures.

the achieved detection probability and BER against time. First,
regarding the detection probability, oscillations are observed
with time owing to the finite radar delay accuracy. Except
for the RC structure, all other simple, iterative, and dynamic
receivers achieve a detection probability close to one, thanks
to the interference cancellation of the communication signal.
Next, regarding the BER, two cases can be distinguished:

• Until t ≈ 0.7 s, the RC, RCR, and dynamic RCR
structures achieve a slightly higher BER than the other
structures, which is also higher than the one achieved with
the structure without any interference cancellation of the
radar echo. At low radar echo to communication signal
power ratio, these structures are hugely impacted by the
communication signal when performing the first radar and
interference cancellation stage. The reconstruction and
cancellation of the radar echo is thus inefficient, leading
to an increased interference level at the communication
function.

• For higher times, the performance of all structures are
similar or better than the performance of the CR structure.
The radar echo power is still lower than the commu-
nication signal, but it becomes sufficient to perform an
efficient radar and interference cancellation stage, even
without suppressing the communication signal before-
hand. Thus, at such times, starting by the radar function
is no more detrimental.

Regarding the dynamic structures, on the one hand, the dy-
namic RCRC receiver achieves the same radar and communi-
cation performance as the RCRC structure. The first radar and
interference cancellation stage of this structure has nearly no
impact on the last communication block, as shown by the CRC
structure which achieves the same performance. On the other
hand, this is not the case with the dynamic CRC structure. The
performance observed with this structure are shifted in time
compared to the performance achieved by the CRC structure.
This is a consequence of the update step, which relates the
efficiency of the previous to the actual time instant. When
the radar function performs well (resp. poorly), the estimation
of the delay and Doppler frequency at the next time instant
is accurate (resp. inaccurate), leading to good (resp. low)
performance for the next transmission.

C. Summary

Leveraging on multiple successive transmissions in dynamic
scenarios, the complexity of R-iterative structures is reduced
by replacing the first radar block by an update of previ-
ous radar estimations, at the price of a slight performance
reduction. One can still improve the performance by using
more complex tracking mechanisms, or by enhancing the radar
resolution.

VII. CONCLUSION

Interference between multiple DFRC systems in full-duplex
is a major issue for the future, especially for automotive
scenarios. Whereas an inherent interference mitigation is
present at the radar function thanks to the introduction of
communication symbols, there is no inherent mitigation at
the communication function. In order to improve both radar
and communication performance, interference mitigation has
been introduced. First, simple structures in which interference
cancellation is only applied at the communication or radar
function have been presented. With such structures, good
performance is achieved, respectively in scenarios where the
radar echoes or the communication signal are dominant. The
impact of the system parameters and error correcting codes
on the performance has also been analysed. Then, iterative
interference cancellation structures have been introduced. It
has been shown that it increases the robustness of the system to
any scenario. Finally, a dynamic automotive scenario has been
considered, in which previous radar measurements are used in
order to reduce the complexity of the R-iterative structures, at
the price of a slight performance reduction.

In future works, the proposed interference cancellation
schemes could be extended for Multiple Input Multiple Out-
put (MIMO) ISAC systems. For instance, this would enable
a comparison between interference cancellation and beam-
forming techniques for interference mitigation in full-duplex
ISAC scenarios. Other performance metrics could also be
analysed to obtain a complete analysis of the comparison
between full-duplex systems with interference cancellation
or/and beamforming, and half-duplex systems implementing
time or frequency division duplexing.
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