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Abstract—We propose receivers for bistatic sensing and
communication that exploit a tensor modeling of the received
signals. We consider a hybrid scenario where the sensing link
knows the transmitted data to estimate the target parameters
while the communication link operates semi-blindly in a
direct data decoding approach without channel knowledge. We
show that the signals received at the sensing receiver and
communication receiver follow PARATUCK and PARAFAC
tensor models, respectively. These models are exploited to obtain
accurate estimates of the target parameters (at the sensing
receiver) and the transmitted symbols and channels (at the user
equipment). We discuss uniqueness conditions and provide some
simulation results to evaluate the performance of the proposed
receivers. Our experiments show that the sensing parameters
are well estimated at moderate signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) while
keeping good symbol error rate (SER) and channel normalized
mean square error (NMSE) results for the communication link.

I. INTRODUCTION

Sensing in current communication networks has been

identified as a possible main service for the next generation

(6G) wireless systems [1], [2]. The main advantage of

such provision is that the wireless systems dispose of good

and diverse infrastructure [3]. Sensing refers to using radio

signals to detect and estimate characteristics of targets in

the environment. Integrating sensing into the network nodes

means adding a “radar” functionality to sense/comprehend the

physical world in which they operate. This integration can

occur by sharing the hardware and/or waveforms [4].

The integration topology depends on the location of the

transmitter and receiver, signal awareness of targets, levels

of integration (for example, sites, spectrum, hardware, or

waveforms), and the entity that transmits the sensing signals,

namely, network (NW)-based or user equipment (UE)-based

sensing and so on [5]. The traditional radar topology is

monostatic, where the same node is used as a transmitter

and receiver. We are interested in the bistatic sensing and

communication scenario consisting of two base stations (BSs).

The former sends sensing and communication signals; the

latter acts as a sensing receiver only. The communication link

between the transmitter BS and a multiantenna user equipment

(UE) is established.

The use of tensor decompositions has been widely

studied for wireless communication systems. The practical

motivation for tensor modeling is that one can simultaneously

benefit from multiple (more than two) signal diversities,

like space, time, and frequency diversities, for instance.

Recent works have proposed semi-blind receivers with

the joint symbol and channel estimation in different

architectures and deployments of wireless communication

systems, e.g. cooperative scenario [6] [7], massive-MIMO

enabled, reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS) nodes [8],

and so on. The PARAFAC decomposition [10], [11] is the most

popular tensor decomposition; however, its simplicity may not

capture all tensor relations, which arise in several practical

problems. Another popular tensor decomposition sharing

properties of the PARAFAC and Tucker decompositions is the

so-called PARATUCK [12]–[15] tensor decomposition. The

PARATUCK model is more suitable for complex scenarios

where the powerful uniqueness properties of PARAFAC

decomposition and the flexibility of the Tucker decomposition

are required. Moreover, due to its flexible algebraic structure,

it has been efficiently applied to solve problems in signal

processing for wireless communication, as shown in [10].

However, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, the application

of tensor-based semi-blind receivers to the ISAC scenario is

still an unexplored topic.

In [16], the authors consider a massive MIMO monostatic

sensing scenario representing the collecting of echo signals

as a third-order tensor following a PARAFAC model to

estimate the environment parameters, including angles, time

delays, Doppler shifts, and reflection/path coefficients of the

targets/channels. The work [17] evaluates an ISAC scenario

with a reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS)-assisted

downlink terahertz (THz) multiple-input multiple-output

(MIMO) system. The authors formulate the received signal

at the vehicle terminal as a nested tensor that is composed

of multiple outer parallel factors (PARAFAC) tensors and an

inner PARATUCK tensor.

In this work, we show that the signals received at the

sensing and communication receivers follow PARATUCK

and PARAFAC tensor models, respectively, from which

the estimation of the target parameters, communication

channel, and transmitted data symbols are obtained. For

the sensing part, an iterative receiver is proposed to

jointly estimate the target parameters (angle-of-arrival (AoA),

angle-of-departure (AoD) and reflection coefficients) by

exploiting a PARATUCK2 tensor model. A closed-form

semi-blind receiver using rank-one matrix approximations
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Fig. 1: Bistatic sensing and communication scenario.

is derived based on a PARAFAC tensor model for

the communication link. We summarize the identifiability

conditions and uniqueness issues for the proposed estimation

methods. Our numerical results show that the sensing

parameters are well estimated at moderate SNR with good

SER and NMSE results for the communication link operating

semi-blindly.

Notation: Scalars, column vectors, matrices, and tensors

are denoted by lower-case, boldface lower-case, boldface

upper-case, and calligraphic letters, e.g., a, a,A,A,

respectively. Ai. and A.j represent the i-th row and

the j-th column of A ∈ CI×J , respectively. The operator

vec() transforms a matrix into a column vector by stacking

the columns of its matrix argument, Dn(A) is a diagonal

matrix with diagonal entries given by n−th row of A.

The Khatri-Rao and Kronecker products are denoted by ⋄
and ⊗, respectively. The identity and all-zeros matrices of

dimensions N × N are denoted as IN and 0N , respectively.

We use the superscripts T ,∗ ,H ,−1 ,† for matrix transposition,

complex conjugation, Hermitian transposition, inversion, and

Moore-Penrose pseudo inversion, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND ASSUMPTIONS

We consider a bistatic sensing and communication system

composed of one BS as transmitter with Mt transmit antennas,

and a second as a sensing receiver with Mr receive antennas,

where line-of-sight (LOS) between the two BSs is assumed to

be unavailable, as well as K targets, see Figure 1.

Let, AR(Θ) = [aR(θ1) · · · aR(θK)] ∈ CMr×K and

AT (Φ) = [aT (φ1) · · · aT (φK)] ∈ CMt×K be the

receiver and transmit steering matrices for the channel between

the BSs, via the targets, respectively. The matrix Γ ∈ CN×K

contains the reflection coefficients of the K targets, such

that in the n−th time-slot for the k−th target one have

γn,k ∼ CN (0, σ2). The transmitted pilot symbols are S(p) ∈
CP×Mt while the data symbols are S ∈ CP×Mt and both are

precoded by the Khatri-Rao space-time (KRST) code matrix

C ∈ CN×Mt . The signals received at sensing BS define a

third-order tensor Y ∈ CMr×P×N following a PARATUCK-2

decomposition [11] with AR and C as matrix factors, AT
T as

core matrix and Γ and S as interaction matrices, such that,

the n−th frontal slice of Y is given by

Y..n = AR(Θ)Dn(Γ)A
T
T (Φ)Dn(C)S(p)T ∈ C

Mr×P . (1)

Assuming the UE with Mu receive antennas, the signals

received at UE, at time slot n, define the n−th frontal slice

of the received signal tensor Y(UE) ∈ CMu×P×N given by

Y(UE)
..n = HDn(C)ST ∈ C

Mu×P , (2)

where H = AR(ΘUE)GAT
T (ΦUE) ∈ CMu×Mt

is the effective communication channel and

G = diag(g1, · · · , gL) ∈ CL×L is a diagonal matrix

that contains the L path gains.

III. TENSOR-BASED RECEIVERS

The transmitted pilot symbols S(p) and the precoded KRST

code matrix C are assumed to be known to the sensing

receiver, while for the communication receiver, only the KRST

code matrix C is known.

Defining F..n = Dn(Γ)A
T
T (Φ)Dn(C)S(p)T ∈ CK×P

and F = [F..1 F..2 · · · F..N ] ∈ CK×NP . A flat

1-mode unfolding of Y is obtained from Eq. (1) as: Y(1) =
[Y..1 Y..2 · · · Y..N ] = AR(Θ)F ∈ C

Mr×NP , and a

least square (LS) estimate of the steering matrix AR(Θ) is

given by:

ÂR(Θ) = Y(1)F
†. (3)

Applying the vec(·) operation to Eq. (1) gives: vec (Y..n) =
[(S(p)Dn(C)) ⊗ (AR(Θ)Dn(Γ))]vec(A

T
T (Φ)) ∈ CPMr .

Stacking row-wise these vectors for N time slots leads to







vec(Y..1)
vec(Y..2)

...

vec(Y..N )








︸ ︷︷ ︸
y

=






S(p)D1(C)⊗AR(Θ)D1(Γ)
...

S(p)DN (C)⊗AR(Θ)DN (Γ)






︸ ︷︷ ︸

M

vec(AT
T (Φ)).

(4)

Therefore,

vec(ÂT
T (Φ)) = M†y. (5)

Defining G..n = S(p)Dn(C)AT (Φ) ∈ CP×K , yields

vec (Y..n) = [G..n ⋄AR(Θ)]ΓT
n.. The LS estimate of Γn.

is obtained as

Γ̂n. =
[

(G..n ⋄AR(Θ))
†
vec (Y..n)

]T

, n = 1, . . . , N. (6)

A three-step alternating least square (ALS)-based receiver [18]

is applied to estimate AR(Θ), AT (Φ), and Γ iteratively.

The steering matrices and reflection coefficients are jointly

estimated by alternately minimizing the following LS criteria

ÂR(Θ) = argmin
AR

‖Y(1) −ARF‖
2
F , (7)

ÂT (Φ) = argmin
AT

‖y −Mvec(AT
T )‖

2
2, (8)

Γ̂n. = argmin
Γn.

‖vec (Y..n)− ΓT
n. (G..n ⋄AR) ‖

2
2.(9)

The process is repeated until convergence is reached. The

tensor Y(UE) defining the received signal at the UE satisfies a

PARAFAC model with the following factors [[H,S,C;Mt]].



TABLE I: Tensor-based bistatic sensing and communication receiver.

1) Sensing parameters estimation: a priori information – received tensor
Y , pilot symbol matrix S(p) and code matrix C.

(1.1) Set i = 0 and initialize randomly AR(Θ), Γ and AT (Φ);
(1.2) i←− i+ 1;
(1.3) From 1-mode unfolding of Y , calculate the matrices Y and F

to obtain an LS estimate of AR(Θ) from (3) as:

ÂR(i) = Y(1)

(

F(i−1)

)†

(1.4) Stacking row-wise vec (Y..n) for the N time-slots to calculate
M, we obtain an LS estimate of AT (Φ) from (5) as:

vec(ÂT
T(i)

) = M†y.

(1.5) Calculate G..n to obtain a LS estimate of Γn. (n = 1, . . . , N )
from (1) as

Γ̂n.(i)
=

[

(

G..n(i)
⋄AR(i)

(Θ)
)†

vec (Y..n)

]T

.

(1.6) Repeat steps 1.3-1.5 until convergence.

2) Symbol communication estimation:

(2.1) Compute the LS estimate Q̂ = Y
(UE)
PMr×N

C∗.

(2.2) Apply the KRF algorithm to estimate S and H from Q̂.
(2.3) Remove the scaling ambiguities from S and H, respectively.

A tall 3-mode unfolding of Y(UE) is given by: Y
(UE)
PMu×N =

(S ⋄H)CT from which we deduce the following LS estimate:

Q̂ = Y
(UE)
PMu×NC∗ ≈ S ⋄H, (10)

assuming the coding matrix C is designed as column

orthonormal matrix.

The UE can jointly recover the transmitted symbol matrix

S and the channel matrix H in a closed-form by solving

the so-called Khatri-Rao factorization (KRF) problem [11],

[22] (Ŝ, Ĥ) = argmin
S,H

= ‖Q̂ − S ⋄ H‖2F . The tensor-based

receivers for the bistatic sensing and communication scenario

are summarized in Table I.

A. Identifiability and uniqueness

The identifiability and uniqueness conditions of

PARATUCK2 decomposition can be found in [10]. From

Eqs. (3) and (5), we find that a unique estimation of the AoA

and AoD parameters require NP ≥ K and NPMr ≥ MtK .

Combining both inequalities, we conclude that the maximum

number K of targets supported by the proposed receiver

is given by Kmax = min(NP,NPMr/Mt). From (1) the

uniqueness is obtained if PMr ≥ K . For the communication

link, the first estimation step in (10) requires N ≥ Mt. The

uniqueness of the sensing signal model (1) is ensured up to

column scaling and permutation ambiguities defined by the

following relations:

ĀR(Θ) = AR(Θ)
(

PΛ(AR)
)

, (11)

Dn(Γ̄) =
(
z−1
n PT

)
Dn(Γ)

(

PΛ(Γ)
)

, (12)

ĀT
T (Φ) =

(

Λ(Γ)
)−1 (

Λ(AR)
)−1

PTAT
T (Φ), (13)

where Λ(AR), Λ(Γ) are (diagonal) scaling matrices, {zn},

n = 1, . . . , N , are scalars, and P ∈ C
K×K is a permutation

matrix. The knowledge of C and S(p) (pilot symbols for

sensing) implies Λ(AR) = diag−1(ÂR1.), Λ
(Γ) = (Λ(AR))−1.

The permutation matrix does not represent a problem for the

angle estimation. The symbol and channel estimates obtained

at the UE are affected by scaling ambiguities, which can be

compensated by the knowledge of the first row of matrix S.

B. Complexity analysis

The dominant complexity of the proposed receivers is

associated with the computation of the matrix pseudo-inverses

in three LS update steps that calculate the estimates of the

steering matrices in an iterative and alternating way.

Note that, for a matrix of dimensions J×K , the complexity

of its singular value decomposition (SVD) computation is

O(min(J,K)JK). Hence, the complexity of the proposed

receiver is dominated by steps (1.3) and (1.4). The steps

(1.3) and (1.4) have complexity O(min(K,NP )KNP ) and

O(min(PMr, N)PMrN), respectively.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We assume that the numbers of transmit and receive

(sensing and communication) antennas are equal to Mt =
Mr = 2, the number of targets is K = 2, the total number of

sensing and communication slots is N = 3, and P = 8. The

AoDs and AoAs are centered at −37◦ and 65◦, and 15◦ and

27◦, respectively. The AoD and AoA for the communication

link are set to 25◦ and 78◦, respectively. The transmitted

symbols are randomly drawn from a 4-QAM alphabet, and

for the sensing link, they are considered known at the BS

receiver for sensing purposes. At each Monte Carlo run, the

Es/N0 ratio is controlled by fixing Es = 1 and varying N0

to ensure the desired Es/N0 value.

Figure 2 presents the steering vectors’ estimations for the

AoA target parameters in different values of SNR. At a SNRs

of 20dB, we achieve remarkable estimates of the steering

vectors. Similar results are achieved for the AoD estimation.

In Figure 3, we evaluate the performance of steering vectors’

estimation, now considering different numbers of time slots

and assuming an SNR of 10dB. We can see the impact of the

number of time slots on the estimation accuracy. With N = 16,

we obtain very accurate estimates for an SNR around 10dB.

In Figure 4, we still evaluate the steering vectors’

estimations but now consider different multiples of pilot

symbols (P = 4) while assuming an SNR of 10dB. The

result shows the impact of the number of pilot symbols on the

estimation accuracy. For instance, with P = 16 pilot symbols,

a very good result is obtained.

Figure 5 depicts the convergence behavior of the proposed

ALS algorithm as a function of the iterations for different

SNRs. We can note that, even for a low SNR, the algorithm

converges with a low NMSE. As a stopping criterion, we

declare the convergence when the difference between the

reconstruction error in two successive iterations is smaller than

10−6. A maximum number of 1000 iterations is assumed.
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Fig. 2: Performance of AoA steering vectors’ estimation with
different SNRs.
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Fig. 3: Performance of AoD steering vectors’ estimation with
different time-slots (SNR=10 dB).

Figure 6 presents the NMSEs of the estimated angles. As

a comparison, we include the performance of the angles’

estimates using the rectification method from [19]. This

rectification method consists of constructing a rank-one

Hermitian Toeplitz matrix from each column of the estimated

matrix and computing its eigenvalue decomposition (EVD).

The angles reconstructed using the method of [19] present a

small improvement in the low SNR regime, i.e., below 15dB.

Figure 7 evaluates the communication performance in terms

of symbol error rate (SER). The transmitted symbols are

randomly drawn from a 4-QAM alphabet, assuming Mu = 2.

As a benchmark, we also consider the optimal zero-forcing

(ZF) beamformer, which assumes perfect knowledge of the

steering vectors. As expected, the SER is improved when all

channel directions are known, which corresponds to perfect

beam steering. We can also see the impact of the number

of adding more receive antennas on the communication

performance, as expected. Finally, Figure 8 evaluates the

channel estimation performance for the communication link

in terms of the NMSE of the downlink BS-UE channel for

different numbers of antennas at the UE. At moderate SNR,

accurate channel estimation is obtained, corroborating the

good SER performance for the communication link.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented tensor-based receivers for the bistatic

sensing and communication scenario. We have addressed a

hybrid scenario where the sensing link knows the transmitted

data to estimate the target parameters while the communication
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(a). Performance of AoA steering vectors’ estimation with different pilot
symbols.
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Fig. 4: Performance of steering vectors’ estimation for different
numbers of pilot symbols at SNR=10 dB.
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Fig. 5: NMSE performance for the reconstructed tensor as a function
of ALS iterations.

link operates semi-blindly in a direct data decoding approach

without channel knowledge. By exploiting PARATUCK and

PARAFAC tensor models for the sensing and communication

links, respectively, the proposed tensor-based receiver

algorithms estimate the target parameters, communication

channel, and transmitted data symbols. Simulation results have

illustrated the proposed receivers’ performance in estimating

the target parameters using actual information symbols while

providing accurate channel estimation and symbol detection

for the communication link.
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