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Abstract—Dual-function radar communication (DFRC) sys-
tems incorporate both radar and communication functions by
sharing spectrum, hardware and RF signal processing chains. Fu-
ture technologies, such as 6G, are envisioned to support multiple
communication platforms along with radar sensing, thus leading
to high dynamism and competition for the available resources.
In such settings, whenever communication takes precedence, a
likely scenario is dynamically changing RF chain and antenna
availability for sensing. This necessitates real-time beam redesign
to cover the field-of-view (FOV), solving which is intractable via
computationally expensive optimization approaches. We propose
that classic windowing techniques are still relevant and much
more practical than optimization methods in such dynamic
scenarios. Specifically, parametrized windows can be used in
a strategic way to adapt to varying resource availability while
sustaining sensing performance.

Index Terms—Radar, DFRC, antenna array, beamforming,
adaptive beamspace windowing

I. INTRODUCTION

Future technologies such as 6G, autonomous driving,
unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) and others require reliable,
low-latency sensing and communication. Traditionally,
sensing and communication have developed along different
trajectories and a paradigm shift towards a unified solution
has been of interest. This is accomplished by Dual-function
radar communication (DFRC) systems in which sensing and
communication coexist.

There are a number of DFRC design strategies based
on different philosophies of coexistence [1] [2]. Coexistence
involves the sharing of resources like spectrum, hardware,
and RF signal processing chains. Spectral sharing studies
primarily focus on waveform design techniques, which range
from radar and communication operating on separate bands
to methods where both systems use the same band, managing
interference through either cancellation or cooperation [3] [4]
[5]. Based on the designed waveforms, hardware resources
such as RF chains and antennas are shared. Strategies such
as digital, analog and hybrid beamforming [6] [7] [8] are
developed considering the cost and design complexity that
is associated with the increase in the no. of RF chains.
Furthermore, configurations such as Single-Input Multiple-
Output (SIMO), Multiple-Input Single Output (MISO) and
Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MIMO) have been employed

for both communication and radar to enhance data-rate and
angular resolution respectively [9] [10].

Consider a DFRC base station that dynamically assigns
or reassigns RF chains between radar and communication
functions thus offering significant scalability. However, in a
highly dynamic environment, if priority for communication
takes precedence—due to large number of communication
end-points or high SINR requirements—fewer RF chains
will be available for sensing thereby adversely affecting
performance. Existing methods to circumvent this problem
include sequential sensing of various directions with
the available RF chains [11] [12] and redesign of their
beamforming weights using array pattern synthesis techniques
[13] [14]. While sequential sensing over the entire field-of-
view (FOV) introduces undesired sensing delay, array pattern
synthesis techniques are inherently expensive for real-time
applications. We therefore invoke well-known windowing
techniques and apply them in an adaptive way for sensing
the scene when the number of available RF chains is lesser
than required.

In this paper, we focus on the design of transmit beam-
forming weights for sensing the scene with a limited number
of RF chains/beams that can change in real-time. Towards
this we assume separate, orthogonal waveforms for radar and
communication. A MISO setup with multiple transmitters and
a single co-located receiver in a hybrid transmit beamforming
setting is considered as a specific case of MIMO sensing
setup. A windowing-based transmit beamforming technique
is proposed with adaptive beam width based on the available
number of RF chains to sense the entire field-of-view (FOV).
This windowing strategy integrates smoothly into the RF
signal processing chain, circumventing the need for sequential
sensing or costly beam pattern redesigns typically associated
with optimization approaches. Simulation studies exhibit im-
proved coverage across the FOV due to the widened beam
width, thereby improving the sensing performance.

II. SYSTEM AND SIGNAL MODEL

A. System Model

Figure 1 illustrates a base station (BS) transmit array with
RT RF chains feeding to NT = LRT antenna elements, where
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L is the number of antenna elements fed by each RF chain.
In a dynamic scenario, the number of RF chains allocated for
communication (Rc(t)) and sensing (Rs(t)) change with time
satisfying the constraint RT = Rc(t) +Rs(t). The RF chains
allocated for sensing and communication, and the associated
analog beamformer weights, are color coded in Fig. 1 for
distinction.

In order to focus on transmit beamforming specifically
for sensing, we employ waveforms with good autocorrelation
properties transmitted through the Rs(t) beams. Each RF
chain/beam can be designed to steer in a specific direction
with desired beamwidth by appropriate analog beamformer
weights.
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Fig. 1. System model with hybrid beamforming and switchable
sensing and communication RF chains. In this particular instance,
only two RF chains/beams are assigned to sensing and the rest to
communication.

B. Signal Model

Let M RF chains be allocated to sensing at a partic-
ular instant of time T , i.e, Rs(T ) = M . Let s(t) =
[s1(t), s2(t), . . . , sM (t)]T be the M radar waveforms, where
si(t) is the ith waveform. M analog beamformers are designed
such that they cover the entire FOV. The ith beamformer can
be constructed as

b(θi) =
[
1, e−j2π

dsinθi
λ , e−j2π

d2sinθi
λ , ..., e−j2π

d(L−1)sinθi
λ

]T
,

(1)
where θi =

(
− 90 + (i+ 1) 180

(M+1)

)
degrees is the ith beam

direction, λ is the wavelength and d is the element spacing.

The signal transmitted by the mth analog beamformer, b(θm)
is given by

xm(t) = b(θm)sm(t), (2)

and the signal transmitted by all the beams together can be
written as

x(t) = BS(t),∈ CLM×1 (3)

where B is the beamforming matrix given by

B = diag([b(θ1))
T , . . . ,b(θM )T )]T ) (4)

and

S(t) =
(
s(t)⊗ 1L

)
∈ CML×1, (5)

where 1L is a L × 1 vector of ones and ⊗ is the Kronecker
product.
The signal received by the receiver antenna in the presence of
K targets is given by

y(t) =

K∑
k=1

αka
H(ϕk)x(t− τk), (6)

where αk is the strength of the kth target response, a(ϕk) ∈
CML×1 is the steering vector for the kth target at an angle ϕk

as seen from the radar transmit array and τk is the time delay
associated with kth target.

C. Problem Formulation

As noted above, number of RF chains, or equivalently
number of beams, is the primary currency for dynamically
scaling between communication and sensing in our system
model. In instances where the base station gives precedence
to communication over sensing, i.e Rc >> Rs, the number of
available beams for sensing is insufficient to cover the entire
FOV. To illustrate such a scenario, we consider an example
where RT = 30 RF chains are available in the system. At
some time instant, suppose Rs = 11 RF chains are allocated
for radar sensing and Rc = 19 for communication. Each RF
chain in turn feeds L = 11 antenna elements through the
analog beamformer. The 11 sensing beams can initially cover
the entire FOV as shown in Fig. 2 (a).

When communication takes precedence at a different time
instant, if the number of RF chains allocated for sensing is
reduced to Rs = 5, the resulting beam patterns, as shown in
Fig. 2 (b) are insufficient to cover the FOV and nulls emerge in
some directions. The entire FOV is covered when the elements
per RF chain is comparable with the number of beams. The
decrease in Rs, with L unchanged, gives rise to beam nulls.

Targets present in those null directions either go undetected,
or the radar has to sense these directions in the next time
slot using time division multiplexing. Alternatively, the beam
patterns have to be redesigned. Array synthesis techniques for
redesigning the beam patterns involve solving expensive opti-
mization problems and is not suitable in a dynamic scenario.
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Fig. 2. Beam pattern over the entire FOV for (a) Rs = 11 and L =
11, (b) Rs = 5 and L = 11. Beam nulls observed at approximately
±10 deg, ±20 deg and ±43 deg.

III. PROPOSED TRANSMIT BEAMFORMING

With the coverage over the entire FOV being the priority
when the number of available beams is reduced, widening
the beamwidth of each RF chain is needed. We propose
to employ well-known windowing techniques on the analog
beamformer. Analogous to the broadening of the frequency
spectrum due to temporal windowing, the proposed window on
the analog beamformer widens the beamwidth per RF chain,
thus enabling the coverage of the entire FOV.

A. Windowed Transmit Beamforming

We first define a window function w ∈ RL×1 that will be
applied to each analog beamformer. The windowed beamform-
ing weights are given by b(θi) = diag(w)b(θi). The signal
received by the MISO radar receiver (that can be generalized
to all receivers of MIMO radar) is subject to M matched filters
corresponding to the signals transmitted in the M beams. The
output of the mth matched filter is given by

zm(t) = s∗m(−t) ∗ y(t)

=

K∑
k=1

aH(ϕk)bmum(t− τk)

= b
T

m

K∑
k=1

a∗(ϕk)um(t− τk),

= b
T

mA∗(Φ)u(t),

(7)

where A(Φ) = [a(ϕ1), . . . ,a(ϕK)] is the array manifold
matrix with ϕk

K
k=1 ∈ Φ, um(t − τk) = γm δ(t − τk) if

correlation with mth source signal is good or 0 otherwise and
u(t) = [um(t− τ1), . . . , um(t− τK)]T .

Since all source signals have similar correlation properties,
the output of the M matched filters can be compactly written
as

z(t) = BT
wA

∗(Φ)u(t), (8)

where Bw = [b1, . . . ,bM ] is the beamspace transmit matrix.

From z(t) acquired over multiple pulse responses, the
covariance matrix R̂zz can be estimated. Conventional tech-
niques from Capon’s estimator to subspace techniques [15]
[16] [17] can be employed for direction-of-arrival (DOA)
estimation. In this study, we employ Capon’s estimator whose
angular spectrum is given by

P(θ) =
1

aH(θ)R̂−1
zz a(θ)

. (9)

The peaks in this spectrum provide the target directions.

B. Effect of Windowing
The use of a window in the time domain is well known

to widen the signal bandwidth in the frequency domain.
Likewise, when the element-space signal across an array is
windowed, the beamwidth of the same in the angular domain
widens. Therefore, the output of the analog beamformer in (2)
is modified to

xm(t) = diag(w)xm(t) = diag(w)b(θm)sm(t). (10)

We illustrate the effect of this windowing in the angular
space by considering a scenario with 5 RF chains available to
cover the entire FOV and each RF chain feeding 11 antenna
elements through the beamformer. Fig. 3 shows the coverage
of beams over the FOV without and with windowing. The
beams constructed without a window in Fig. 3(a) exhibit nulls
in some directions and sidelobes in between the beams. On the
contrary, the beams constructed with windowing in Fig. 3(b)
have wider beamwidth avoiding the sidelobes and the nulls.
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Fig. 3. Beam pattern over the entire FOV for Rs = 5 and L = 11.
(a) Without Windowing (b) With Windowing.

C. Window Choices
The design of window is important since it has to balance

the beam pattern width and the beamforming gain. Among the
several available choices, we enlist only two windows here:

1) Dolph Chebyshev window: The Dolph Chebyshev win-
dow minimizes the Chebyshev norm of the side lobes for a
given main lobe width. The frequency domain Dolph Cheby-
shev window with the parameter β, is given by

W [k] =
TN

(
β cos

(
πk

N+1

))
TN (β)

, 0 ≤ k ≤ N, (11)



where TN (x) is the N th order Chebyshev polynomial evalu-
ated at x.

2) Kaiser window: The Kaiser window, with the parameter
β, is given by

w[n] =

I0

(
β

√
1−

(
n−N

2
N
2

)2)
I0 (β)

, 0 ≤ n ≤ N, (12)

where I0 is the zeroth-order modified Bessel function of the
first kind. β controls the relative sidelobe attenuation and can
be used as the controllable parameter for adjusting the window.

For both these windows, beam patterns with different
beamwidths and sidelobe attenuation can be obtained by
varying β alone.

D. Window Application

Currently available beamforming chips permit programming
both the amplitude and phase of the beamforming weights.
In a dynamic scenario, the number of RF chains available
for sensing can vary from 1 to RT , and accordingly, the
beam directions are set. In practice, the required SNR is also
typically discrete. For all combinations of the number of RF
chains and SNR or equivalently beam width, the windowed
beamformer weights can be pre-constructed with appropriate
choice of window parameter. These weights can be saved in
the chip memory as a look-up table. Based on the number of
RF chains assigned for sensing at a given time, the DFRC
system fetches the windowed weights from the appropriate
memory location and applies to each RF chain in real-time.

IV. SIMULATION STUDIES

In order to evaluate the proposed beamspace sensing strat-
egy for DFRC systems, we consider the earlier setup with five
RF chains allocated to sensing at the base station transmitter.
Each RF chain is connected to 11 antenna elements through
an analog beamformer.

To study the cumulative effect of all the five beams, we
first observe the SNR at the receiver for a target positioned in
each direction within the FOV of [−60, 60] deg. The sensing
performance of the analog beamformer weights without and
with the proposed windowing technique are compared. Kaiser
window is employed for this study with β = 0.5, 7.0, 9.0 and
11.0. The plot of SNR against azimuth direction without and
with windowing is shown in Fig. 4.

For β = 0.5, we note that the received SNR from all
directions is almost identical with the non-window case since
the window almost resembles a rectangular window. As β
is increased, it is observed that the SNR in the directions
between the beams also increase, but with a compromise on
the received SNR along the beam directions.

For β = 7.0, 9.0 and 11.0, we note that the SNR in beam-
null directions is greater than in the case without window.
This indicates that the target detection probability and the
estimation accuracy for these cases will be superior to the
case without using a window. This is verified with a Monte-
Carlo simulation run over 200 iterations. The probability of
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Fig. 4. SNR (dB) plotted against directions for non-windowed and
windowed cases with various β values.

detection (PD) and the root mean-squared error (RMSE) of
the target estimates are studied over the entire FOV. When
the target angular estimate differs by more than 10 deg, we
declare not detected. The PD and RMSE are plotted against
the FOV in Figures 5 and 6, respectively.
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Fig. 5. Probability of Detection plotted against directions for non-
windowed and windowed cases with various β values.
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Fig. 6. RMSE plotted against directions for non-windowed and
windowed cases with various β values.

From Fig. 5 we note that the beamformer without window
fails to detect targets in some directions. These directions cor-



respond to the positions of the nulls in the corresponding plot
in Fig. 4. The RMSE in these directions is observed in Fig. 6
to be high for the beamformer without window. The proposed
technique with β = 7.0 has superior probability of detection
with a marginal compromise in the RMSE. The performance
of the windowed beamformer with β ≥ 9.0 outperforms the
rest with superior PD and RMSE. This confirms that the use of
windowed analog beamformer enables sensing in all directions
in a single search with appropriate choice of β. As β increases,
the beampattern approaches that of an omni-directional array
pattern.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered a system and signal model in
which RF chains, or equivalently, beams can be dynamically
allocated to communication and sensing. In such a system,
when communication is prioritized over sensing, suboptimal
beam allocation for sensing can lead to beam nulls within the
field-of-view (FOV). We proposed that well-known windowing
techniques can be used on the beamformer to widen the beams
thus ensuring coverage of the entire FOV. Additionally, we
demonstrated that parameterized window provides an easy
handle for controlling the beam width based on operating SNR
threshold requirements over the FOV and they can be easily
realized in practice using pre-constructed lookup tables.
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