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Abstract—This study introduces an innovative beamforming
design approach that incorporates the reliability of antenna
array elements into the optimization process, termed ”antenna
health-aware selective beamforming”. This method strategically
focuses transmission power on more reliable antenna elements,
thus enhancing system resilience and operational integrity. By
integrating antenna health information and individual power
constraints, our research leverages advanced optimization tech-
niques such as the Group Proximal-Gradient Dual Ascent
(GPGDA) to efficiently address nonconvex challenges in sparse
array selection. Applying the proposed technique to a Dual-
Functional Radar-Communication (DFRC) system, our findings
highlight that increasing the sparsity promotion weight (ρs)
generally boosts spectral efficiency and communication data rate,
achieving perfect system reliability at higher ρs values but also
revealing a performance threshold beyond which further sparsity
is detrimental. This underscores the importance of balanced
sparsity in beamforming for optimizing performance, particularly
in critical communication and defense applications where unin-
terrupted operation is crucial. Additionally, our analysis of the
time complexity and power consumption associated with GPGDA
underscores the need for optimizing computational resources in
practical implementations.

Index Terms—Dual Function Radar Communication (DFRC);
Joint Radar-Communication (JRC); Beamforming; 5G; Optimi-
sation Algorithms.

I. INTRODUCTION

In today’s cellular network landscape, the escalating demand
for rapid and dependable communication has led to the evo-
lution of more dynamic and adaptable system architectures.
Contemporary cellular networks have transformed from static
structures into active ecosystems that must continuously adjust
to varying user needs, network conditions, and strict quality of
service (QoS) standards. This flexibility is particularly crucial
in Dual Function Radar Communication (DFRC) systems,
where blending radar and communication within the same
spectral space introduces distinct challenges and opportunities
[9, 21, 6, 16, 4].

The adaptability of modern cellular networks is essen-
tial for several reasons. First, user demands are no longer
homogenous or predictable but are varied and dynamic [1,
7, 5, 3, 2]. Users anticipate uninterrupted connectivity for
activities ranging from streaming high-definition videos and
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online gaming to using IoT devices in smart homes. Networks
must dynamically allocate resources to meet these diverse
needs without sacrificing speed, latency, or reliability [2].

Moreover, the operating environment for cellular networks
is inherently dynamic. Elements such as user mobility, interfer-
ence from adjacent cells, and physical barriers can significantly
alter network conditions. A responsive network can quickly
modify its operational parameters, including beamforming
vectors [32, 19, 23, 20, 11, 14], power levels [30, 13, 25,
8, 17], and frequency bands, to counter these challenges and
maintain peak performance.

In DFRC systems, the demand for adaptability and respon-
siveness is even more pronounced. Operating in the high-
frequency mmWave bands, these systems face challenges such
as obstacle sensitivity and rapid signal decay over distances.
The dual-function nature of these systems, serving both radar
sensing and communication, adds another layer of complexity.
They must manage communication needs while ensuring the
radar’s operational effectiveness for applications like target
detection and tracking.

The implementation of rapid algorithms in DFRC systems
marks a significant advancement in tackling these challenges.
By adjusting the beamforming weights and incorporating the
reliability of phased array elements, these algorithms enable
the system to quickly respond to shifts in user demands,
environmental changes, and structural integrity. This approach
ensures that the system is proactive in maintaining service
quality, operational efficiency, and reliability.

The necessity for adaptability and responsiveness in modern
cellular networks, especially in DFRC systems, is not merely
a requirement; it is a defining characteristic that determines
their operational effectiveness and future readiness. As user
requirements and operational challenges continue to grow, the
ability of these networks to dynamically adjust and respond
will be crucial for their success and sustainability.

Proportional fairness has traditionally been a fundamental
concept in communication system design, aiming to balance
resource allocation among users based on their needs. How-
ever, in modern cellular systems where users have varied
QoS demands and different modulation schemes, traditional
proportional fairness may lead to inefficiencies. For instance,
allocating the same bandwidth to both a high-definition video
stream and a simple IoT sensor transmission can result in
resource waste. The video may require more bandwidth for
optimal performance, while the IoT data might not utilize its
share fully.

The concept of utility proportional fairness, which focuses
on maximizing user satisfaction or the effectiveness of re-
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source allocation per user, is more suitable in such diverse
settings. It ensures that each user receives an appropriate
share of resources based on their specific QoS demands and
modulation capabilities, thereby optimizing overall network
efficiency and user experience.

In traditional beamforming configurations, the power distri-
bution across the antenna array often overlooks the varying
condition and reliability of individual antenna elements. This
neglect can result in power being directed towards com-
promised or less reliable elements, thereby reducing over-
all system performance and increasing the risk of failures.
However, by incorporating a reliability matrix for the phased
array elements into the beamforming optimization process,
the system can identify and evaluate the reliability of each
element, adjusting power allocation accordingly.

This method results in the development of a sparse
beamforming matrix, which strategically focuses transmission
power on the more reliable elements within the array. By
concentrating power on these dependable elements, the system
significantly enhances its resilience against failures or degra-
dation of its components. In cases of structural damage or
progressive wear, this adaptive approach allows the system
to dynamically recalibrate its power distribution, continually
adapting to the changing conditions of the antenna array.

The benefits of this approach are multifacient. Firstly, it in-
creases overall system reliability by effectively circumventing
or minimizing the impact of unreliable or damaged elements.
Secondly, it boosts fault tolerance, ensuring that the system
retains operational integrity and continues to perform to ex-
pected standards even when some elements are compromised.
This level of resilience is especially vital in critical scenarios,
such as in essential communication infrastructures or defense
applications where uninterrupted operation is crucial.

Moreover, integrating structural sparsity knowledge into
the beamforming design fosters the development of more
intelligent and adaptive Dual Function Radar Communication
(DFRC) systems. By enabling the system to self-assess and
dynamically adapt to its structural health, this approach intro-
duces an element of self-awareness and self-optimization. This
represents a significant step towards the realization of smarter,
more autonomous communication systems.

Our contributions in dual-functional radar-communication
(DFRC) systems are characterized by:

• The introduction of a new array selection criterion that
integrates antenna-health information for beam pattern
correction and enhancing system reliability;

• introducing simple, lightweight, optimization techniques
like proximal-gradient dual ascent for directly tackling
nonconvex challenges in sparse array selection without
unnecessary mathematical relaxation;

The paper is systematically organized into six main sections
to provide a comprehensive exploration of the research topic.
Section II, ”Related Work”, lays the foundational ground-
work by reviewing pertinent literature, thereby contextualiz-
ing our study within the broader scope of existing research
in Dual Function Radar Communication (DFRC) systems.
In Section III, ”Problem Formulation”, we formulate the

joint radar-communication beamforming problem as an op-
timisation problem and introduce the mathematical system
models, detailing the complexities and setting the stage for
the subsequent discussion of our proposed methodologies.
In Section IV, ”Antenna-Health Aware Beamforming”, we
introduce the Proximal-Gradient Dual Ascent (PGDA) algo-
rithm, emphasizing its adaptiveness and efficiency in managing
spectral resources and maintaining system reliability. Section
V, ”Experimental Results”, presents a rigorous evaluation of
our proposed solutions, substantiating our theoretical claims
with empirical data and insightful analysis. Finally, Section
VI, ”Conclusion”, encapsulates the key findings, discusses
the implications of our research, and offers a perspective on
potential future directions in the realm of DFRC systems.

II. RELATED WORK
In the area of hybrid beamforming for dual-functional radar-

communication (DFRC) systems, significant progress has been
documented by Cheng et al. [16] and Qi et al. [24]. Cheng
et al. developed a framework for multi-carrier DFRC systems
that concentrates on maximizing sum-rate subject to power
and similarity constraints. Qi et al. expanded these principles
to mmWave MIMO integrated sensing and communication
(ISAC) systems, aiming to optimize transmit beams at DFRC
base stations while accommodating communication user con-
straints.

Tian et al. [18] explored the optimization of transmit/receive
beamforming for MIMO-OFDM based DFRC systems, focus-
ing on quality of service (QoS) and transmit power constraints
with Kullback-Leibler divergence as a key metric. Liu et al.
[12] introduced a MIMO beamforming design that seeks to
minimize the mean squared error (MSE) of target estimation
while maintaining satisfactory user signal-to-interference-plus-
noise ratios (SINRs).

Further enhancements in beamforming and system opti-
mization are presented by Wang et al. [27], Wei et al. [28], and
Li et al. [22]. Wang et al. tackled low-complexity beamforming
designs within a MIMO radar and multi-user communication
framework. Wei et al. examined an IRS-aided DFRC system,
orchestrating radar receive filters, frequency-dependent beam-
forming, and IRS phases jointly. Li et al. devised an optimiza-
tion strategy for both transmit beamforming and receive filter
design in a two-cell DFRC network.

Significant advancements in predictive beamforming are
credited to Yuan et al. [15], Liu et al. [10], and Yu et al. [35].
Yuan et al. introduced a predictive beamforming scheme for
vehicular networks aiming to minimize signaling overhead and
enhance tracking performance. Liu et al. discussed predictive
beamforming for V2I links without relying on explicit state
evolution models. Yu et al. proposed a neural network-based
method for angle estimation in multi-RSU vehicular networks.

Tian et al. [26] explored adaptive bit/power allocation along-
side beamforming to improve BER performance in DFRC
systems. Liu et al. [11] focused on radar-assisted predictive
beamforming for vehicular links, using DFRC signals for
enhanced vehicle tracking.

Further deep dives into hybrid beamforming include Cheng
et al. [16] and Dai et al.’s work on OFDM-DFRC and SINR



metric-based DFRC systems, respectively, tackling noncon-
vex challenges using consensus-ADMM and SDR techniques.
Cheng et al. [20] proposed a double-phase-shifter based hybrid
beamforming approach for mmWave DFRC systems using
consensus-ADMM and WMMSE to overcome nonconvex is-
sues.

Xu et al. [33] applied learning techniques, particularly
neural networks, to optimize transmit beamforming, address-
ing the nonconvex nature of these challenges. Liang and
Huang [31] used online learning networks to design nonconvex
joint transmit waveform and receive beamforming in DFRC
systems.

Additionally, recent contributions include Xu et al. (2023)
[34] and Wu et al. (2022) [29], focusing on antenna selection
technologies in massive MIMO systems for 5G networks and
sparse array design in joint communication radar systems,
respectively. These efforts aim at optimizing the ambiguity
function for better radar detection while maintaining commu-
nication quality of service.

In contrast to the existing methods, our approach offers a
more integrated and adaptive solution for beamforming and
array selection in DFRC systems. Employing a new array
selection criterion that incorporates system health data into the
optimization process, our method utilizes proximal-gradient
dual ascent for effective nonconvex challenge resolution. This
approach ensures faster convergence and superior adaptability
to dynamic conditions, making it ideal for real-time appli-
cations in fluctuating environments. Moreover, it achieves
an optimal balance between radar and communication goals,
ensuring proportional fairness and meeting minimum rate
requirements across communication users, thereby enhancing
both system performance and network equity.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a millimeter wave (mmWave) Dual-Function
Radar Communications (DFRC) node equipped with Nt trans-
mit antennas and Nr receive antennas. This node services
M users, each having a single antenna, while concurrently
tracking K point targets. Assume X represents the dual-
function narrow-band transmit matrix of dimensions Nt × L,
expressed as:

X = WS (1)

where L > Nt is the duration of the DFRC signal frames,
W = [w1, · · · ,wM ]

T is the beamforming matrix that needs
designing with wj being the j-th beamforming vector, and
S ∈ CM×L represents the data stream.

We assume that these data streams are independent, hence

1

L
SSH = INt (2)

This equation holds asymptotically when the signaling
adopts a Gaussian distribution and L is sufficiently large.

Equation (2) demonstrates that the data streams remain
orthogonal throughout the frame’s duration L, ensuring no
interference occurs among them. This orthogonality is a
common stipulation in numerous communication systems to
prevent interference across different data streams. The term

on the right, INt
, denotes the identity matrix for size Nt,

indicating that when the data streams are cross-multiplied with
their Hermitian transposes (SH ), they yield an identity matrix,
scaled by the length of the frame L.

A. Radar system Model

The matrix Yr, representing the signals reflected by the
target and received by the antennas, is of dimension Nr × L.
It is defined as:

Yr = GX+Ω (3)

where G ∈ CNr×Nt denotes the target response matrix and
Ω ∈ CNr×L is the matrix of additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN), each element having a variance σ2

r .
For a collocated MIMO radar, the target response matrix is

defined as:

G =

K∑
k=1

αka(θk)b
H(θk) (4)

In this expression, αk reflects the complex coefficient rep-
resenting both the two-way channel amplitude and the radar
cross-section of the k-th target. θk signifies both the angle of
departure (AoD) and angle of arrival (AoA) of the k-th target,
under the assumption that transmitter and receiver antennas
are colocated.

The steering vectors for the transmit and receive antennas
are given by:

a(θ) =
[
1, ej

2π
λ d sin(θ), . . . , ej

2π
λ d(Nt−1) sin(θ)

]T
(5)

b(θ) =
[
1, ej

2π
λ d sin(θ), . . . , ej

2π
λ d(Nr−1) sin(θ)

]T
(6)

where λ is the wavelength of the signal, and d represents the
spacing between antennas.

For the purposes of this discussion, we assume that d = λ
2 .

Hence, the covariance of the radar channel can be expressed
as:

R =

K∑
k=1

σ2
k(b(θk)

⊗
a(θk))(b(θk)

⊗
a(θk))

H (7)

where σ2
k = E[αkα

H
k ] represents the expected power strength

of the k-th target.
The mutual information between the received echo signal

Yr and the radar channel G, denoted as I(Yr;G), is calcu-
lated as:

I(Yr;G) = H(Yr)−H(Yr|G) = log det(INt+σ−2
r RXXH)

(8)
Here, H(Y) represents the differential entropy of Y, where
P (Y) is its probability density function (PDF), and H(Y|G)
signifies the conditional differential entropy given G. The
identity det(I+AB) = det(I+BA) is used to derive equation
(6).

In the next subsection, we will proceed to outline the
communication model.



B. Communication system model

The received communication signal Yc ∈ CM×L for a
scenario involving a single target is described by:

Yc = HHX+N, (9)

where N ∈ CM×L represents the additive white Gaussian
noise (AWGN) matrix, each element possessing a variance
σ2
c . Furthermore, H = [h1, · · · ,hM ] ∈ CNt×M denotes the

communication channel matrix, with hj ∈ CNt indicating
the channel corresponding to the j-th user. The signal-to-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) for the m-th user is then
calculated as:

γm =
|hH

mwm|2∑
j ̸=m |hH

mwj |2 + σ2
c

, (10)

in which the term
∑

j ̸=m |hH
mwj |2 quantifies the interference

from other users affecting the m-th user.

C. Antenna-Health constraints

In a phased array system equipped with N antenna elements
and M RF chains, the interactions between these compo-
nents—mediated through beamforming weights that adjust
phase and amplitude—are encapsulated by a matrix β with
dimensions N × M . This matrix represents the health and
operational status of each antenna element in relation to the
RF chains. Each element, βi,j , within the matrix indicates
the reliability or operational health of the connection between
the i-th RF chain and the j-th antenna element, with values
ranging from 0 (denoting complete failure or an off state) to
1 (indicating full operational status). This reliability measure
can encompass the operational integrity of individual com-
ponents such as power amplifiers, attenuators, phase shifters,
or directly reflect the antenna elements’ reliability. In cases
where only the antenna elements are considered, β reduces
to a vector of length N , where each β′

i, for i = 1, . . . , N ,
quantifies the reliability of the i-th antenna element. Here, N
represents the total number of antenna elements, denoted as
Nt for transmitters and Nr for receivers.

Assessing system reliability involves a multifaceted process
that includes simulations, far-field and near-field measure-
ments, network analysis, and environmental testing. These
measures are designed to identify and mitigate potential per-
formance degradations. Continuous monitoring and advanced
correction algorithms are crucial to maintain the efficiency and
reliability of phased array systems.

The following section will discuss strategies to jointly
maximize the radar’s mutual information and the minimum
quality of service (QoS) of the communication users while
considering power limitations and antenna health constraints.

IV. ANTENNA-HEALTH AWARE BEAMFORMING

In practical applications, incorporating the reliability data
of phased array elements into the beamforming optimization
problem marks a significant evolution towards more robust,
dependable, and fault-tolerant DFRC systems. This method
optimizes resource utilization by directing power towards the

most reliable elements, thereby guaranteeing continuous and
efficient operation even amidst structural challenges. Such
an approach not only enhances system resilience but also
establishes a new benchmark in the design and functioning
of sophisticated communication systems.

A. Antenna-health aware selection

The optimization problem in question aims to enhance joint
radar-communication (JRC) systems by maximizing radar per-
formance and ensuring efficient hardware usage, particularly
focusing on systems with Nt antenna elements serving M
users. The objective function is twofold: firstly, it seeks to
amplify radar functionality through the mutual information
(MUI); secondly, it aims to minimize hardware complexity
by reducing the use of less reliable antennas, weighted by ρs,
penalizing those with compromised functionality (β′

i ̸= 1).
The optimization is subject to constraints that limit the total
power consumption to a specified budget Ptot and ensure that
the minimum data rate Rminj is met for all users. Definitions
crucial to the problem include wr

i and wc
j , denoting i-th

beamforming row vector weights per antenna and the j-
th beamforming vector weights per communication channel,
respectively, along with ρr and ρs as weighting factors for
radar performance and sparsity (prior information). The health
status of each antenna is indicated by β′

i.
The constrained optimisation problem can be formalised as

follows:

max
wj ,∀j

ρr log det

INt + σ−2
r R

M∑
j=1

wjw
H
j


− ρs

Nt∑
i=1

(1− β′
i)∥wr

i ∥2

(11a)

subject to

∑M
j=1 ∥wc

j∥22
η

+ PA

Nt∑
i=1

∥wr
i ∥2 ≤ Ptot, (11b)

Rminj ≤ log(1 + γj), ∀j, (11c)

where INt is the identity matrix, η denotes the efficiency
of power amplifiers, PA the power associated with active
antennas, and γj the SINR for the j-th user. The sparsity
promoting term ρs

∑Nt

i=1(1 − β′
i)∥wr

i ∥2 provides a metric
for the operational status of each antenna i, guiding the
optimization towards utilizing fully functional antenna ele-
ments. Constraint (11b) includes not just the transmit power∑M

j=1 ∥wc
j∥22/η but also accounts for the energy used by

the power amplifiers, digital-to-analog converters (DACs), and
other RF chain components PA

∑Nt

i=1 ∥wr
i ∥2, encapsulating

the system’s overall energy footprint (see Appendix C for full
power model).

This optimization framework strategically balances enhanc-
ing radar detection capabilities, fulfilling communication re-
quirements, and optimizing hardware employment, reinforcing
the efficiency and reliability of DFRC system designs.

Given the constrained optimization problem, we apply the
group proximal-gradient dual ascent whose implementation is



given in Algorithm 1, where the Lagrangian L, the gradient
∇wL and the proximal prox(ρs(1−beta′

i)+λPA)∥·∥2
are given in

Appendix D.

Algorithm 1 Group Proximal-Gradient Dual Ascent (GPGDA)
For Antenna Selection

1: initialize wj for all j, λ, µj for all j, step sizes α and η
2: while not converged do
3: Compute gradient ∇wL
4: Update w using gradient step: w← w + η∇wL
5: for each beamforming row wr

i do
6: Update group row wr

i using the proximal operator:
7: wr

i ← prox(ρs(1−beta′
i)+λPA)∥·∥2

(wr
i )

8: end for
9: Update dual variable λ for power constraint:

10: λ← λ+ α

(∑M
j=1 ∥wc

j∥
2
2

η + PA

∑Nt

i=1 ∥wr
i ∥2 − Ptot

)
11: for each user j do
12: Update dual variable µj for minimum rate con-

straint:
13: µj ← µj + α

(
Rminj

− log(1 + γj)
)

14: end for
15: Check for convergence
16: end while

B. Time complexity

The Group Proximal-Gradient Dual Ascent (GPGDA) al-
gorithm involves several computationally intensive steps that
collectively determine its overall efficiency and effectiveness,
particularly when applied to large-scale systems. The analysis
of each step’s computational complexity gives insight into po-
tential bottlenecks and areas where performance enhancements
might be necessary.

First, the gradient computation (see Appendix A) within the
GPGDA algorithm is crucial, as it directly impacts the rate
of convergence and overall effectiveness. This step involves
the multiplication of a matrix X of dimensions Nt × M
with its Hermitian transpose XH , resulting in an Nt × Nt

matrix. This operation alone has a complexity of O(N2
t ×M),

which can be substantial in systems where Nt and M are
large. Furthermore, the subsequent addition of this product
to an identity matrix followed by inversion of the resultant
matrix introduces a complexity of O(N3

t ) due to the matrix
inversion. This inversion is typically the most computationally
demanding operation within the algorithm, dominating the per-
iteration complexity.

The algorithm then updates the beamforming matrix w
using a gradient step, which scales linearly with the size of
the matrix, O(Nt ×M). Additionally, the proximal operator
is applied to each row of w, with each application having
a complexity of O(M), leading to an overall row update
complexity of O(Nt × M). Although these operations are
less complex than the matrix inversion, they still contribute
significantly to the workload, especially in larger matrices.

The dual variables are also updated within each iteration.
The power constraint dual variable λ update involves op-
erations scaling with O(Nt × M), and the updates for the

minimum rate constraints for each user µj scale with O(M).
These updates, while generally less complex than the matrix
operations, are critical for ensuring the algorithm adheres to
system constraints and optimizes performance.

In summary, the most computationally intense phase of each
iteration of the GPGDA algorithm is the gradient computation
(see Appendix A), particularly the matrix inversion, which
operates with a complexity of O(N3

t ). When considering the
number of iterations K needed for the algorithm to converge,
the total complexity amounts to O(K ×N3

t ). This significant
computational demand underscores the importance of using
efficient computational techniques and possibly specialized
hardware to handle these operations, particularly in real-time
applications where speed and efficiency are crucial. The algo-
rithm’s complexity indicates that it is best suited for scenarios
where the benefits of optimized beamforming significantly
outweigh the computational costs.

C. Power consumption of GPGDA
To calculate the total power consumption per iteration for

the Group Proximal-Gradient Dual Ascent (GPGDA) algo-
rithm, it is crucial to consider the power consumed in each
computational step. In the gradient computation step (see
Appendix A), which includes the multiplication of an Nt×M
matrix by its M ×Nt Hermitian transpose, there are N2

t ×M
multiplications and N2

t ×(M−1) additions involved. Addition-
ally, the matrix inversion operation, which typically follows,
comprises N3

t multiplications and N3
t additions. Therefore,

the power required for these gradient-related calculations sums
up to N2

t ×M × P× +N3
t × P× for the multiplications, and

N2
t × (M − 1)× P+ +N3

t × P+ for the additions.
Following the gradient calculation, updating the beamform-

ing matrix w using a gradient step involves Nt × M mul-
tiplications and the same number of additions, translating to
Nt×M×P× and Nt×M×P+, respectively. The proximal op-
eration executed on each row of w includes norm calculations
and vector multiplications (ignoring the comparator’s power
P<,>), which contribute further to the power expenditure: each
of the Nt rows requires 2M multiplications and M additions,
resulting in a total of 2Nt × M × P× and Nt × M × P+.
Dual variable updates for power and rate constraints also
require operations proportional to the dimensions of w, adding
Nt × M × P× and Nt × M × P+ for multiplications and
additions, respectively. Summing all these contributions, the
total power consumption per iteration of the algorithm is given
by ((N2

t ×M+N3
t +5Nt×M)×P×)+((N2

t ×M+N3
t +3Nt×

M−N2
t )×P+), illustrating the significant energy demands of

the operations, especially those involving matrix calculations.
This analysis highlights the importance of optimizing com-

putational efficiency in the implementation of the GPGDA
algorithm, especially for systems where energy efficiency is
paramount. However, for the sake of simplicity, we do not
consider the algorithmic power consumption in the following
experiments.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

Assuming a spectrum sharing scenario within the 28GHz
band (5G mmWave), a strategic allocation is made where



Fig. 1: Linear Array Antenna Reliability Vector

Fig. 2: 50%-sparse beamforming weight matrix solution for
ρs = 0.001.

0.4140 GHz (with a proportion, ρr = 0.0148), is dedicated
to radar usage, while significant sub-bands, specifically 5.6906
GHz, 7.6838 GHz, 7.6128 GHz, and 6.5987 GHz (with respec-
tive proportions ρ = [0.2032, 0.2744, 0.2719, 0.2357]), are al-
located to 5G communication users. This allocation underlines
the coexistence strategy of radar and 5G communications in
the same frequency band, aiming to optimize the spectrum
utilization. The system adheres to strict quality of service
(QoS) requirements, ensuring a minimum of 100Mbps data
rate for each 5G user within a maximum power budget of
100 Watts. This operational framework translates into specific
spectral efficiencies, with minimum spectral efficiency denoted
as Rmin = [0.0176, 0.0130, 0.0131, 0.0152].

In this experiment we use the reliability of antenna elements
of Figure 1 to guide the selective beamforming optimisation
algorithm to select the most reliable antenna elements subject
to a minimum communication rate of 100 Mbps and a total
power budget of 100 Watts with power efficiency of 0.4 and
per-antenna element power of PA = 5 Watts (for simplicity).
Table I summarises the results of our experiments and the
antenna selection (non-zero rows) is depicted in Figures 2-3
for different sparsity promotion weights (ρs).

Fig. 3: 40%-sparse beamforming weight matrix solution for
ρs = 0.002.

ρs Avg. SE (bps/Hz) Avg. R (Gbps) RL (%) MUI DENS (%) PW (W)

0 0.1941 1.2763 0.21 22.5190 100 100.0283
0.0008 0.3202 2.0597 1.02 21.8759 90 94.4355
0.0015 0.4827 3.2399 79.67 21.4898 50 97.6907
0.0023 0.3159 2.4701 79.67 21.4933 50 100.0094
0.0031 0.3854 4.3085 79.67 21.4140 50 99.9730
0.0038 0.5033 5.0732 100.0 21.3089 40 100.0466
0.0061 0.1987 1.6519 100.0 21.3097 40 99.9578
0.0767 0.2621 0.9520 100.0 21.3121 40 100.0029

TABLE I: Summary of System Performance Metrics

Table I shows the performance of a DFRC system under
varying levels of sparsity promotion weight (ρs). Notably,
as ρs increases, there are significant changes in several key
performance metrics of the system.

Initially, when ρs is at 0, the average spectral efficiency
(SE) and data rate (R) are low, while the beamforming matrix
is fully dense (100%). The system reliability (RL) is extremely
low (0.21%), and the mutual information for radar (MUI) is
at its highest. As ρs is increased to 0.0038, both the SE and
R notably improve, peaking at values of 0.5033 bps/Hz and
5.0732 Gbps, respectively. This peak performance in SE and
R corresponds with perfect system reliability (100%), which
starts being achieved consistently at ρs values of 0.0038 and
higher. It is interesting to note that the beamforming matrix
density (DENS) decreases to 40% as ρs increases, suggesting
a more sparse matrix that presumably focuses power more
effectively despite the lower overall transmission power (PW),
which remains around 100 W.

However, after reaching a peak at ρs of 0.0038, both SE and
R experience a decline at higher values of ρs despite main-
tained reliability and further reduction in MUI. For instance, at
ρs of 0.0767, the SE and R drop to 0.2621 bps/Hz and 0.9520
Gbps, respectively, which are lower than the initial values at
ρs = 0. This suggests that while higher sparsity can enhance
system efficiency up to a point, excessive sparsity may degrade
performance, highlighting the need for a balanced approach
to the sparsity promotion in beamforming matrix design for
optimizing overall system performance.



VI. CONCLUSION

Our investigation into integrating phased array elements’
reliability matrix into beamforming design has confirmed
significant benefits of sparse selective beamforming. The study
demonstrates that adjusting ρs, the sparsity promotion weight,
substantially enhances system performance metrics such as
spectral efficiency and data rate, ensuring high system re-
liability. Optimal performance was noted at an intermediate
ρs value, beyond which increased sparsity led to diminished
returns. This finding indicates a critical threshold for effective
sparsity application. Moreover, the implementation of GPGDA
methods has successfully tackled complex nonconvex opti-
mization challenges in sparse array configurations. This re-
search provides a strong foundation for future advancements in
Dual Function Radar Communication (DFRC) and Integrated
Sensing and Communication (ISAC) systems, propelling them
towards greater intelligence and adaptability. Furthermore,
while this study did not delve into specific algorithmic power
consumption details, recognizing the significance of energy ef-
ficiency in such algorithms is essential, particularly for deploy-
ment in resource-constrained environments. Future research
should focus on a comprehensive evaluation of algorithmic
power demands to enhance the sustainability and practicality
of these advanced beamforming techniques.

APPENDIX

A. Gradient of radar detection mutual information term

To find the gradient of A(X) = log det(INt+σ−2
r RXXH)

with respect to X , we can utilize the matrix derivative identity:

∂ log det(F (X))

∂X
= F (X)−1 ∂F (X)

∂X

Given:

A(X) = log det(Y )

where Y = INt + σ−2
r RXXH ,

Let us differentiate A(X) with respect to the matrix X:

∂A(X)

∂X
= trace

(
Y −1 ∂Y

∂X

)
Now, differentiating Y with respect to X:

∂Y

∂X
= σ−2

r R
∂(XXH)

∂X

Considering XXH , the derivative w.r.t. X would introduce
a term that depends on XH . Therefore, using the identity for
differentiation of a product:

∂(XXH)

∂X
= XH

Combining the above expressions:

∂A(X)

∂X
= trace

(
Y −1σ−2

r RXH
)

This gives the gradient of A(X) with respect to X .

If we want to differentiate the outer product of w(1 : M)
with its Hermitian transpose, i.e.,

w(1 : M)wH(1 : M)

with respect to a specific element product wiw
∗
k, let us derive

that.
Let us first note what the matrix product looks like:

w(1 : M)wH(1 : M) =


|w1|2 w1w

∗
2 . . . w1w

∗
M

w2w
∗
1 |w2|2 . . . w2w

∗
M

...
...

. . .
...

wMw∗
1 wMw∗

2 . . . |wM |2


We are interested in the gradient with respect to the element

wiw
∗
k (where i and k are given indices).

The only places in this matrix where wi and w∗
k multiply

together are in the (i,k) and (k,i) positions. Everywhere else,
differentiating with respect to wiw

∗
k will give zero.

Differentiating the (i,k) position:

∂(wiw
∗
k)

∂(wiw∗
k)

= 1

Because the element in (i,k) is wiw
∗
k.

Differentiating the (k,i) position:

∂(wkw
∗
i )

∂(wiw∗
k)

= 1

Because the element in (k,i) is wkw
∗
i , which is the conjugate

of wiw
∗
k, and its derivative with respect to wiw

∗
k is also 1.

For all other positions in the matrix, the derivative is zero.
So, the matrix of derivatives (or the Jacobian) for the

element wiw
∗
k is:

∂w(1 : M)wH(1 : M)

∂(wiw∗
k)

=


0 . . . 0 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

. . .
...

0 . . . 1 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

. . .
...

0 . . . 0 . . . 0


Where the only non-zero entries are at the (i,k) and (k,i)
positions, which are both 1.

B. Gradient of communication term

Let us use the gradient ascent for the x-update. To find
the partial derivative of

∑M
m=1 log(1 + γm) with respect to

wi,k, we will use the chain rule. Given that γm has a specific
functional form in terms of wi,k, we can express the derivative
as:

∂
∑M

m=1 log(1 + γm)

∂wi,k
=

M∑
m=1

1

1 + γm

∂γm
∂wi,k

(12)

where

∂γm
∂wi,k

=


hmhH

mwm+hmhH
mw∗

m∑
j ̸=m |hH

mwj |2+σ2
c

if i = m

|hH
mwm|2 hmhH

mwi+hmhH
mw∗

i

(
∑

j ̸=i |hH
i wj|2+σ2

c)
2

if i ̸= m
(13)



or

∂γm
∂wi,k

=


hmhH

mwm+hmhH
mw∗

m∑
j ̸=m |hH

mwj |2+σ2
c

if i = m

γm
hmhH

mwi+hmhH
mw∗

i∑
j ̸=i |hH

i wj|2+σ2
c

if i ̸= m
(14)

C. Power Consumption Model for Phased Array Systems

Designing an energy-efficient phased array system for si-
multaneous radar and communication functionalities demands
a comprehensive understanding and integration of a detailed
power consumption model. This model incorporates the effi-
ciency of power amplifiers (PAs), the consumption character-
istics of digital-to-analog converters (DACs), and the overall
energy requirements of RF chain components, alongside the
aggregate transmit power. Specifically, the total transmit power
(P ) is quantified as the sum of the squared magnitudes of
the beamforming weights (wk) for each user, mathematically
expressed as

P =

M∑
k=1

∥wk∥22. (15)

The power output of PAs, crucial for amplifying the trans-
mitted signals, is directly tied to the transmit power and PA
efficiency (η), with

PPA =
P

η
. (16)

DACs, essential for converting digital signals into analog,
consume power as a function of their resolution (q), sampling
rate (f ), and specific power consumption coefficients (c1 for
static and c2 for dynamic consumption), resulting in

PDAC = c1fq + c22
q. (17)

Additionally, the power consumption attributable to RF
chain components, including mixers (PM ), low-pass filters
(PLF ), and hybrids with buffers (PHB), sums up to

PRF = 2PM + 2PLF + PHB . (18)

Consequently, the total power consumption at the base
station (Ptot) encapsulates the contributions from the PAs,
DACs, and RF components across all Nt antenna elements,
following

Ptot = PPA +Nt(2PDAC + PRF ). (19)

By strategically selecting parameters such as beamforming
weights, DAC resolution, and RF chain components, the model
facilitates an optimized design of phased array systems that
adeptly balances superior performance, exemplified by optimal
SINR, with reduced energy consumption, thereby championing
sustainable and economically efficient operations.

D. Group Proximal-Gradient Dual Ascent (GPGDA) For An-
tenna Selection

To solve the given constrained optimization problem using
the proximal-gradient dual ascent method, we first formulate
the Lagrangian L to incorporate both the objective function
and the constraints. This method iteratively updates the primal
variables (the decision variables wj for all j) using proximal-
gradient steps for the non-smooth part of the Lagrangian, while
the dual variables (λ for the power constraint and µj for the
minimum rate constraints) are updated using gradient ascent
steps to handle the constraints.

The Lagrangian for the given optimization problem inte-
grates the objective function, the power consumption con-
straint, and the minimum rate constraint as follows:

L(wj , λ, µj) :=ρr log det

INt
+ σ−2

r R

M∑
j=1

wjw
H
j


− ρs

Nt∑
i=1

(1− β′
i)∥wr

i ∥2

+ λ

(∑M
j=1 ∥wc

j∥22
η

+ PA

Nt∑
i=1

∥wr
i ∥2 − Ptot

)

+

M∑
j=1

µj

(
Rminj

− log(1 + γj)
)
, (20a)

where ρr and ρs are the weighting factors for the radar
performance and sparsity terms, respectively. wj denotes the
beamforming vector for the j-th user. wr

i and wc
j represent

the beamforming vectors corresponding to the i-th row and
j-th column of the beamforming matrix, respectively. λ and
µj are the dual variables associated with the power constraint
and the minimum rate constraints, respectively.

The optimization process is divided into two main steps:
For the primal variable update, we focus on the non-

differentiable part of the Lagrangian, particularly the sparsity-
inducing term involving ρs. The proximal-gradient step up-
dates the beamforming as follows:

w(new) =

prox(ρs(1−β′
i)+λPA)∥·∥2

(
w(old) + η∇wL(w(old), λ, µj)

)
,

(21)

where η is the step size, and ∇wj
L(wj , λ, µj) is the

gradient of the differentiable part of the Lagrangian with
respect to wj , and prox(ρs(1−β′

i)+λPA)∥·∥2
is defined as:

prox(ρs(1−β′
i)+λPA)∥·∥2

(wr
i ) =

max

(
1− α(ρs(1− β′

i) + λPA)

∥wr
i ∥2

, 0

)
wr

i

(22)

The dual variables are updated using gradient ascent to
enforce the constraints. For the power constraint, the update
rule is:



λ(new) = λ(old)+α

(∑M
j=1 ∥wc

j∥22
η

+ PA

Nt∑
i=1

∥wr
i ∥2 − Ptot

)
,

and for the minimum rate constraints:

µ
(new)
j = µ

(old)
j + α

(
Rminj

− log(1 + γj)
)
,

where α is the step size for the dual variable updates.
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