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Abstract—This letter studies an uplink integrated sensing
and communication (ISAC) system using discrete Fourier trans-
form spread orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (DFT-
s-OFDM) transmission. We try to answer the following funda-
mental question: With only a fractional bandwidth allocated to
the user with sensing task, can the same delay resolution and
unambiguous range be achieved as if all bandwidth were allo-
cated to it? We affirmatively answer the question by proposing
a novel two-stage delay estimation (TSDE) method that exploits
the following facts: without increasing the allocated bandwidth,
higher delay resolution can be achieved via distributed subcarrier
allocation compared to its collocated counterpart, while there is
a trade-off between delay resolution and unambiguous range by
varying the decimation factor of subcarriers. Therefore, the key
idea of the proposed TSDE method is to first perform coarse
delay estimation with collocated subcarriers to achieve a large
unambiguous range, and then use distributed subcarriers with
optimized decimation factor to enhance delay resolution while
avoiding delay ambiguity. Our analysis shows that the proposed
TSDE method can achieve the full-bandwidth delay resolution
and unambiguous range, by using only at most half of the
full bandwidth, provided that the channel delay spread is less
than half of the unambiguous range. Numerical results show the
superiority of the proposed method over the conventional method
with collocated subcarriers.

Index Terms—Delay estimation, uplink ISAC, DFT-s-OFDM

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has been
identified as one of the main usage scenarios of the sixth-
generation (6G) mobile communication networks [1], enabling
to exploit the cellular network infrastructure for constructing a
ubiquitous perceptive networks. To this end, extensive research
efforts have been devoted to studying various aspects of ISAC
[2]–[5], such as waveform design [2], beam codebook design
[3], and prototyping experiments [4], etc.

For uplink wireless communications, discrete Fourier trans-
form (DFT) spread orthogonal frequency division multiplex-
ing (OFDM), i.e., DFT-s-OFDM [6], is commonly used in
the fourth-generation (4G) and fifth-generation (5G) mobile
communication systems, due to its low peak-to-average power
ratio (PAPR), easy for implementation, and flexibility for time-
frequency (TF) resource allocation. On the other hand, for
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wireless sensing, the delay and Doppler estimation of DFT-
s-OFDM can be decoupled and efficiently processed via ap-
plying inverse DFT (IDFT) and DFT operations, respectively.
Therefore, DFT-s-OFDM is regarded as one of the candidate
waveforms for uplink ISAC [7]–[9]. However, its delay and
Doppler resolutions are constrained by the bandwidth and
time duration of the received signals. In particular, for up-
link multi-user ISAC systems, only a fractional bandwidth
can be allocated to the user with sensing task. Thus, the
delay resolution is severely limited. Although some subspace-
based super-resolution algorithms can improve the sensing
resolution, they require higher computational complexity [4],
[10], [11]. Some related works were reported to design the
OFDM signal pattern using non-continuous TF resources for
ISAC [12], [13]. However, there exists a trade-off between
sensing resolution and unambiguous sensing range. Therefore,
the following fundamental question is raised : With only a
fractional bandwidth allocated to the user with sensing task,
can the same delay resolution and unambiguous range be
achieved as if all bandwidth were allocated to it?

In this letter, we will show that the answer to the above
question is affirmative. Specifically, we consider an uplink
DFT-s-OFDM based ISAC system, where a base station (BS)
aims to communicate with multiple user equipments (UEs)
while providing sensing service for the UE with sensing task.
In this case, each user is only allocated with a portion of the
bandwidth. Intuitively, with a contiguous bandwidth allocated
to the UE with sensing task, the delay resolution is limited by
its allocated bandwidth. However, if the same bandwidth with
decimated subcarriers is allocated to it, higher delay resolution
can be achieved without increasing the allocated bandwidth,
but at the cost of a reduced unambiguous range.

To exploit this fact, we first derive the trade-off between
delay resolution and unambiguous range by varying the deci-
mation factor of subcarriers. Based on it, we propose a novel
two-stage delay estimation (TSDE) method. The key idea is
that the UE with sensing task first transmits uplink signals
with contiguous subcarriers for coarse delay estimation, which
renders a large unambiguous range. Based on the coarse
estimation results, the decimation factor of subcarriers is
optimized and then the UE transmits signals with distributed
subcarriers using the optimized decimation factor. Thus, the
higher delay resolution can be achieved to refine the estimation
results while avoiding delay ambiguity. Our analysis shows
that the proposed TSDE method can achieve the same delay
resolution and unambiguous range of the full-bandwidth, by
using only at most half of the full bandwidth, as long as the
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Fig. 1. An illustration of the uplink DFT-s-OFDM based ISAC system.

channel delay spread is less than half of the unambiguous
range. In the most favorite scenario, by using only a partial
bandwidth with

√
K subcarriers, the delay resolution and

unambiguous range of the full-bandwidth with K subcarriers
can be achieved, if the channel delay spread is less than the
delay resolution of the collocated

√
K subcarriers. Therefore,

the proposed method is particularly suitable for sensing in the
dense scatterer environment with limited bandwidth.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we consider an uplink ISAC system
with DFT-s-OFDM transmission, where the BS wishes to serve
multiple UEs for uplink communication while providing local
environment sensing for the UE with sensing task via its
received multi-path signals. The system total bandwidth is B.
There are totally K subcarriers with the subcarrier spacing
△f = B

K . The uplink channel between the sensing UE and
the BS at the kth subcarrier can be expressed as

Hk =
∑L

l=1
αle

−j2π△fkτl , k = 0, · · · ,K − 1, (1)

where L is the number of multi-paths, αl denotes the lth path
gain after the receive beamforming, and τl is the propaga-
tion delay of the lth path.1 Denote by τd ≜ τmax − τmin

the delay spread for the channel of the sensing UE, where
τmax = max

1≤l≤L
τl and τmin = min

1≤l≤L
τl are the maximum and

minimum propagation delays, respectively.
For uplink transmission, each UE is only assigned a subset

of subcarriers. Let K1 denote the number of subcarriers
allocated to the UE with sensing task, with K1 < K. Thus, its
allocated bandwidth is B1 = △fK1 < B. For DFT-s-OFDM
transmission, each group of K1 information-bearing symbols
x[n], n = 0, · · · ,K1 − 1, are processed via K1-point DFT as

X[k] =
∑K1−1

n=0
x[n]e−

j2πnk
K1 , k = 0, · · · ,K1 − 1. (2)

Next, the outputs in (2) are mapped to K1 out of K subcarriers
via subcarrier mapping as

X̃[k] =

{
X[k1], k = ηk1 with k1 = 0, · · · ,K1 − 1,

0, otherwise,
(3)

1Note that we assume that the receive beam is prior known, say via beam
training. Moreover, as the delay and Doppler estimation for DFT-s-OFDM
can be decoupled and processed similarly, we focus on the delay estimation.
We comment that the proposed method and analysis results can be directly
applied to the Doppler counterparts. Besides, the proposed method can be
also applied to downlink OFDM access (OFDMA) systems.

Algorithm 1: Successive Delay Estimation

1 Input: r ∈ CK1×1, η
2 Output: τ̂1, · · · , τ̂L̂, I = {p1, · · · , pL̂}, L̂
3 Initialize γth, I = ∅, γ = 1, φ = ∥r∥2, L̂ = 0,

Fη =
[
f0(η), · · · , fNcp−1(η)

]
∈ CK1×P , where fp(η),

p = 0, · · · , Ncp − 1, is given by (8).
4 repeat
5 pl = argmax |Fη[:, p]

Hr|, p = 0, · · · , Ncp − 1.
6 I = I ∪ pl, L̂ = L̂+ 1.
7 r = r−Fη[:, pl]

(
Fη[:, pl]

HFη[:, pl]
)−1

Fη[:, pl]
Hr.

8 γ = ∥r∥2/φ; // update the residual power ratio.
9 until γ ≤ γth;

10 τ̂l = plTs, pl ∈ I.

where η denotes the decimation factor for selecting the sub-
carriers for the UE with sensing task, with η = 1, · · · , ηmax,
where ηmax ≜ K

K1
is assumed to be an integer for ease

of exposition. There are two common subcarrier mapping
schemes, namely localized mapping for η = 1 and distributed
mapping for η > 1, which leads to collocated subcarriers
and distributed subcarriers, respectively [6]. To guarantee the
sensing performance, we assume that the UE with sensing task
has the highest priority to select subcarriers. After that, (3) is
converted to the time domain via K-point IDFT as

x̃[n] =
1

K

∑K−1

k=0
X̃[k]e

j2πkn
K , n = 0, · · · ,K − 1. (4)

Let Tcp be the CP length, with Tcp = NcpTs and Ts = 1
B .

To avoid the inter-symbol interference (ISI), we assume that
Tcp ≥ τmax. Thus, the transmit signal including CP is x̃[(n−
NCP) mod K], n = 0, · · · ,K +Ncp − 1.

III. DFT-S-OFDM BASED ISAC

A. Signal Processing

With the channel in (1), after CP removal, the received
signal at the BS from the sensing UE without considering
the noise is

Ỹ [k] = HkX̃[k]

=
∑L

l=1
αlX̃[k]e−j2π△fkτl , k = 0, · · · ,K − 1.

(5)

Followed that, the subcarrier demapping is performed, where
the frequency-domain samples Ỹ [k] at k = ηk1 with k1 =
0, · · · ,K1 − 1, are selected, yielding

Y [k] =
∑L

l=1
αlX[k]e−j2π△fηkτl , k = 0, · · · ,K1 − 1. (6)

For communications, after frequency domain equalization
(FDE) and K1-point IDFT of (6), the information-bearing
symbols can be detected.

On the other hand, for sensing, with the detected
information-bearing symbols, the randomness of (6) can be
removed by taking the element-wise division as

r[k] =
Y [k]

X[k]
=

∑L

l=1
αle

−j2π△fηkτl , k = 0, · · · ,K1 − 1.

(7)
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Fig. 2. The delay resolution and unambiguious range versus K1 and η.

Denote by r = [r[0], · · · , r[K1 − 1]]
T ∈ CK1×1. Here, we

consider a matched filtering (MF) based method to estimate the
multi-path delays. By sampling the delay axis with τp = pTs

for 0 ≤ τp < Tcp, the matched filters can be constructed as

fp(η) = [1, e−j2π pη
K , · · · , e−j2π

(K1−1)pη
K ]T ∈ CK1×1, (8)

where p = 0, · · · , Ncp − 1. The results after MF are

Γ(τp; η) = fHp (η)r/∥fp(η)∥2, p = 0, · · · , Ncp − 1. (9)

Therefore, the multi-path delays can be estimated by searching
the peaks of |Γ(τp; η)|, as summarized in Algorithm 1. Note
that the delay index can be iteratively estimated in Line 4∼9
of Algorithm 1, where Fη[:, p] denotes the pth column of
Fη , with Fη =

[
f0(η), · · · , fNcp−1(η)

]
∈ CK1×P being

the sensing matrix. In Line 5, the delay index associated
with the maximum output of MF is obtained, after which its
corresponding signal component is subtracted from r in Line 7,
to avoid interfering the estimation of other paths. The loop
terminates when the residual signal power ratio γ is no greater
than a given threshold γth. By doing so, the multi-path delays
can be estimated as τ̂l = plTs, with pl ∈ I = {p1, · · · , pL̂}.

B. Trade-off between Delay Ambiguity and Resolution

By substituting (7) and (8) into (9), we have

Γ(τp; η)
(a)
=

1

K1

∑L

l=1
αl

∑K1−1

k=0
e−j2π△fkη(τl−τp)

=
∑L

l=1
αlG(τp, τl; η),

(10)

where (a) holds due to τp = pTs, △f = B
K , and Ts =

1
B , and

G(τp, τl; η) is the Dirichlet fucntion, which is given by

G(τp, τl; η) ≜ e−j2π△f(K1−1)η(τl−τp)
sin(π△fK1η(τl − τp))

K1 sin(π△fη(τl − τp))
.

(11)
It is observed from (10) that the delay sensing performance is
determined by |G(τp, τl; η)|, which is further affected by η.

Denote by △τ ≜ τl−τp, thus |G(τp, τl; η)| can be rewritten
as |G(△τ ; η)| = sin(π△fK1η△τ)

K1 sin(π△fη△τ) . Specifically, as illustrated
in Fig. 2, the delay resolution is usually defined as the half

Algorithm 2: Proposed Two-Stage Delay Estimation
(TSDE)

1 Input: K, K1

2 Output: τ̂l, l = 1, · · · , L̂.
3 // Stage-1: Coarse Delay estimation
4 UE transmits uplink signals with collocated subcarriers

(η = 1) according to (2)-(4).
5 BS processes received signals for sensing according to

(5)-(7), outputs r = [r[0], · · · , r[K1 − 1]]T ∈ CK1×1.
6 Perform delay estimation based on Algorithm 1, and

output the estimated delay index set I and the
number of estimated multi-paths L̂.

7 Obtain the delay bin set
U = unique({⌊ pl

ηmax
⌋, pl ∈ I}), with

U = {u1, · · · , uL′} and L′ ≤ L̂.
8 Define searching region, Ω ≜ Ω1 ∪ · · · ∪ ΩL′ with

Ωl ≜ [ulηmax, (ul + 1)ηmax), l = 1, · · · , L′.
9 Find the subcarrier decimation factor η∗. (Section

IV-B)
10 // Stage-2: Refined Delay estimation
11 Repeat Step 4-6 with η = η∗, refining the estimation

results in the region Ω based on Algorithm 1, and
output estimated multi-path delays as τ̂l,
l = 1, · · · , L̂.

width of the main lobe of |G(△τ ; η)|, which can be obtained
by letting |π△fK1η△τ | = π. Thus, the delay resolution is

τres(η) =
1

△fK1η
. (12)

On the other hand, the grating lobes of |G(△τ ; η)| will appear
at △τ = κ

△fη , κ = ±1, · · · ,±η, which may introduce
ambiguity in delay sensing. Thus, the unambiguous delay
range is defined as

τu(η) =
1

△fη
. (13)

Remark 1: There is a trade-off between delay resolution
τres(η) and unambiguous range τu(η) by varying η. As il-
lustrated in Fig. 2, when η = 1, the unambiguous range is
large but the resolution is low. Without increasing the total
allocated bandwidth B1 = △fK1, by increasing η, higher
resolution can be achieved but the unambiguous range is
reduced. In particular, when η = ηmax = K

K1
, the full-

bandwidth resolution 1
B can be achieved but with the smallest

unambiguous range K1

B according to (12) and (13).
In the following, by leveraging the trade-off in Remark 1,

we propose a novel TSDE scheme.

IV. PROPOSED TWO-STAGE DELAY ESTIMATION SCHEME

The proposed method consists of two stages, i.e., coarse
delay estimation and refined delay estimation. The key idea is
that the sensing UE first transmits uplink signals with collo-
cated subcarriers (η = 1) to the BS for coarse delay estimation,
which has the full unambiguous range 1

△f . Based on which,
the decimation factor η∗ is optimized and the sensing UE
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Fig. 3. Comparison of the proposed TSDE method and the conventional
method with collocated subcarriers.

transmits signals with distributed subcarriers (η∗ > 1), which
renders higher delay resolution, to refine the estimation results
while avoiding the delay ambiguity.

A. Two-Stage Delay Estimation
The signal processing procedures are summarized in Algo-

rithm 2 and elaborated as follows.
1) Stage-1: The UE transmits uplink signals with collo-

cated subcarriers for η = 1 according to (2)-(4), and then
the BS processes the received signals and performs delay
estimation based on Algorithm 1. However, it suffers from
poor delay resolution with τres =

1
△fK1

. As shown in Fig. 3,
when the delay difference of two paths is smaller than the
delay resolution, such paths cannot be resolved.

However, the unambiguous range for η = 1 is large, i.e.,
τu = 1

△f , which can be divided into K1 = τu/τres delay
bins with each bin having the length of τres

Ts
= K

K1
=

ηmax. The estimated delay indices p1, · · · , pL̂ are located into
u1, · · · , uL′ delay bins, where L′ ≤ L̂ in general due to
the coarse resolution. Denote by U ≜ {u1, · · · , uL′}, which
can be calculated as U = unique({⌊ pl

ηmax
⌋, pl ∈ I}), where

unique(A) represents to select the unique elements of the set
A and ⌊·⌋ denotes the integer flooring operation. Based on this,
a searching region Ω ≜ Ω1 ∪ · · · ∪ΩL′ is defined for Stage-2,
as shown in Line 8 of Algorithm 2 and illustrated in the gray
rectangles in Fig. 3. Moreover, an optimal decimation factor
η∗ > 1 will be selected for Stage-2, which aims to increase the
delay resolution while avoid the grating lobes that may cause
delay ambiguity to be located in the region Ω. The details for
selecting η∗ will be discussed in Setion IV-B.

2) Stage-2: The UE transmits DFT-s-OFDM signal with
distributed subcarriers for η = η∗ for refining the estimation
results in Stage-1. After the BS receives the signals, the same
signal processing as in Algorithm 1 is performed but with
η = η∗. Moreover, the delay index is searched in Ω with higher
delay resolution τ∗res = 1

△fK1η∗ . As evident from Fig. 3,
compared to the conventional one-stage method, the proposed
method achieves higher delay resolution while avoiding the
ambiguity without requiring additional bandwidth.

B. Selection of η∗ and Performance Analysis
With the proposed method, after Stage-1, the multi-path

delays may be located in different delay bins, within the region

t

u

0

1'
'u f







1
u f
 

 Protection region

1u 2u 'Lu



d

Fig. 4. Illustration of the selection of η∗ for Stage-2 .

Ω̄ ≜ Ω̄1∪· · ·∪ Ω̄L′ , where Ω̄l = ΩlTs = [ulτres, (ul+1)τres),
0 ≤ ul ≤ K1 − 1, l = 1, · · · , L′, as illustrated in Fig. 4.
Here, without loss of generality, we assume that u1 < u2 <
· · · < uL′ . For 1 ≤ η′ ≤ K

K1
, the delay distance to the nearest

mirror delay bin where the grating lobe lies is τ ′u = 1
△fη′ . To

avoid the ambiguity in Stage-2, we set a protection region
that covers Ω̄ with the width △u = (uL′ + 1 − u1)τres,
where uL′ + 1 − u1 = ⌈ τd

τres
⌉ ≜ ξ, with ⌈·⌉ being the integer

ceiling operation. For 0 ≤ τd < τu, it has 1 ≤ ξ ≤ K1 and
△u = ξτres ≥ τd. Note that if τ ′u ≥ △u, the grating lobe
will not lie within the region Ω, thus no ambiguity occurs,
which requires that 1 ≤ η′ ≤ 1

△f△u . With 1 ≤ η′ ≤ K
K1

, thus
the feasible η′ for Stage-2 without causing ambiguity should
satisfy 1 ≤ η′ ≤ min( 1

△f△u ,
K
K1

). Since the delay resolution
increases with η′ as in (12), the optimal η∗ is selected as

η∗ = min(
1

△f△u
,
K

K1
). (14)

According to (14), we derive the following theorem.
Theorem 1: For a DFT-s-OFDM based ISAC system with

total bandwidth B = △fK, the proposed TSDE method can
achieve the full-bandwidth delay resolution 1

B and unambigu-
ous range K

B , by using only B
√
ξ√

K
allocated bandwidth, as long

as τd ≤
√
Kξ
B , for 1 ≤ ξ ≤ K

4 .
Proof: According to (12), to achieve the full-bandwidth

delay resolution 1
B , η∗ should be selected as K

K1
. Based on

(14), to obtain η∗ = K
K1

, it requires 1
△f△u ≥ K

K1
, which

implies K1 ≥ B△u. As △u = ξτres, we can derive that K1 ≥√
Kξ. Moreover, to guarantee the effectiveness of the propose

method, η∗ should satisfy η∗ = K
K1

> 1. As η∗ is an integer,
it requires that K1 ≤ K

2 . Thus, we have
√
Kξ ≤ K1 ≤ K

2 .
Therefore, to achieve the full-bandwidth delay resolution and
unambiguous range, with the proposed method, the minimum
bandwidth is K1△f =

√
Kξ△f = B

√
ξ√

K
when K1 =

√
Kξ.

In this case, it requires that τd ≤ △u = ξτres and
√
Kξ ≤ K

2 ,
where τres = 1

△fK1
= 1

△f
√
Kξ

. Thus, we can derive that

τd ≤
√
Kξ
B and 1 ≤ ξ ≤ K

4 .
Corollary 1.1: When ξ = 1, i.e., all the multi-path de-

lays are located in a single delay bin after Stage-1, with
τd ≤

√
K
B = τres, the proposed method can achieve the full-

bandwidth delay resolution and unambiguous range, by using
only B/

√
K allocated bandwidth.

Corollary 1.2: When ξ = K
4 , i.e., τd ≤ K

2B = τu
2 , the pro-

posed method can achieve the full-bandwidth delay resolution
and unambiguous range, by using only half-bandwidth B/2.
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Fig. 6. Compare the NMSE of the proposed TSDE method and conventional
method versus the number of allocated subcarriers K1.

Note that the proposed TDSE method is effective for 0 ≤
τd ≤ τu

2 , which is suitable for most delay sensing scenarios,
as it usually requires that τd < Tcp to avoid the ISI while
τu
2 = KTs

2 equals to the half of OFDM symbol duration, which
is typically larger than the CP length Tcp.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
TSDE method. The subcarrier spacing is △f = 120 kHz,
the total number of subcarriers is K = 1024, and the full
bandwidth of the system is B = △fK = 122.88 MHz. The
number of subcarriers allocated to the sensing UE is K1 = 32,
which only occupies a partial bandwidth of B1 = △fK1 =
3.84 MHz. The performance of the proposed TSDE method
is compared to the conventional collocated subcarrier method
for partial and full-bandwidth cases, respectively.

The probability of correct detecting the number of multi-
paths, denoted by Pd ≜ Prob{L̂ = L}, and the normalized
mean-square error (NMSE) of the delay estimations with the
known of L, defined as NMSE = E

[
1
L

∑L
l=1

|τl−τ̂l|2
|τl|2

]
, are

selected as the performance metrics. From Fig. 5, it can be
obtained that under the same bandwidth, the proposed TSDE
method has higher Pd and lower NMSE than the conventional

method with collocated subcarriers. This is expected, as the
proposed TSDE method can achieve the higher delay resolu-
tion than the conventional method with the same bandwidth, as
evident from Fig. 3. Moreover, with suifficent high SNR (e.g.,
10 dB), the proposed TSDE method performs comparably to
the full-bandwidth case for K1 = K = 1024.

Fig. 6 compares the NMSE of the proposed TSDE method
with the conventional collocated subcarrier method as a func-
tion of the number of allocated subcarriers. It is observed
that as the allocated bandwidth (i.e., the number of allocated
subcarriers K1) increases, the proposed TSDE method can
achieve the performance comparable to the conventional col-
located subcarrier method with full-bandwidth, while utilizing
only a fraction of the bandwidth. This result validates the
effectiveness of the proposed TSDE method.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this letter, we proposed a new TSDE method for uplink
DFT-s-OFDM based ISAC systems, which can achieve the
full-bandwidth delay resolution and unambiguous range by
only using a partial bandwidth. Numerical results demon-
strated that the proposed method achieves higher probability
of correct detection and lower estimation NMSE compared
with the conventional method with collocated subcarriers.
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