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Abstract

Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) demonstrates promise for 6G networks; yet its performance limits,

which require addressing functional Pareto stochastic optimizations, remain underexplored. Existing works either

overlook the randomness of ISAC signals or approximate ISAC limits from sensing and communication (SAC)

optimum-achieving strategies, leading to loose bounds. In this paper, ISAC limits are investigated by considering

a random ISAC signal designated to simultaneously estimate the sensing channel and convey information over the

communication channel, adopting the modified minimum-mean-square-error (MMSE), a metric defined in accordance

with the randomness of ISAC signals, and the Shannon rate as respective SAC metrics. First, conditions for optimal

channel input and output distributions on the MMSE-Rate limit are derived employing variational approaches,

leading to high-dimensional convolutional equations. Second, leveraging variational conditions, a Blahut-Arimoto-type

algorithm is proposed to numerically determine optimal distributions and SAC performance, with its convergence to

the limit proven. Third, closed-form SAC-optimal waveforms are derived, characterized by power allocation according

to channel statistics/realization and waveform selection; existing methods to establish looser ISAC bounds are rectified.

Finally, a compound signaling strategy is introduced for coincided SAC channels, which employs sequential SAC-

optimal waveforms for channel estimation and data transmission, showcasing significant rate improvements over

non-coherent “capacity”. This study systematically investigates ISAC performance limits from joint estimation-

and information-theoretic perspectives, highlighting key SAC tradeoffs and potential ISAC design benefits. The

methodology readily extends to various metrics, such as estimation rate and the Cramér-Rao Bound.
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AS next-generation wireless networks are anticipated to accommodate both high-quality sensing and com-

munication (SAC) applications, SAC witness a significant shift from isolation to integration, referred to

as integrated sensing and communication (ISAC). ISAC allows wireless devices to conduct data transmission and

environmental sensing simultaneously, utilizing the same signals and hardware platform [1–4]. By leveraging the

dual functionality of ISAC, 6G wireless networks significantly enhance their communication reliability, efficiency,

and intelligence while addressing the diverse and demanding requirements of various sensing applications.

Research on wireless multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO) sensing and communication has been conducted in

parallel for decades [3, 4]. As landing conditions for ISAC become increasingly mature, there is a pressing need to

unfold unified studies for SAC and explore the fundamental theory for ISAC. Pioneering theoretical works [5, 6] on

ISAC from estimation- and information-theoretic perspectives derive the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB)-Shannon rate

performance bounds for ISAC systems under different setups, with randomness of the transmitted ISAC waveform

neglected. An ISAC signal, however, must be random to convey information. [5, 6] simply assume that the sample

correlation matrix of the capacity-achieving waveform (i.e., Gaussian waveform) is deterministic, which holds only

when the channel coherence time approaches infinity. Consequently, the sensing performance is overly estimated,

resulting in unachievable outer bounds that may fail to characterize a practical ISAC system.

Thanks to the foundational work of Xiong et al. [7], a solid framework has been established for analyzing the

fundamental tradeoffs in MIMO ISAC systems and revealing the SAC-optimum achieving strategies with random

ISAC signals. In alignment with general SAC setups in theoretical studies, the ISAC signal in [7] is modeled

as random and known at sensing receivers while remaining unknown to communication receivers. Their work

highlights that the SAC tradeoff primarily stems from the degree of randomness of the transmitted ISAC signals

and the subspace overlap between sensing and communication channels, providing valuable insights into the intricate

SAC interactions within ISAC.

Identifying the ISAC performance limits is crucial for analyzing ISAC systems, understanding the impact of SAC

channel parameters, and developing strategies to approach these optimal performances [2–4]. Achieving this requires

solving a family of Pareto multi-objective optimization problems, a complex stochastic functional optimization

challenge. The main difficulty lies in the absence of closed-form expressions for the mutual information and the

computational complexity of evaluating the expectation of the sensing metric for arbitrary input distributions. While

[7] smartly approximates ISAC limits by combining SAC-optimal strategies, this approach provides only loose

bounds on the true ISAC limits. As a result, precisely identifying the performance limits of ISAC systems remains

an ongoing challenge.

In order to identify the fundamental limits of MIMO ISAC system, including the SAC performance and their

corresponding achieving strategies, the following model is considered in this paper

Y = HX+ Zc;

S = GX+ Zs,

where the dual-functional ISAC signal X is emitted from the base station (BS) to convey information over the



SUMBITTED TO THE IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY 3

Communication
Receiver

Sensing
Receiver(s)ISAC

Base Station

<latexit sha1_base64="fW0fewdNB7/cyvl7xJyf6M3haS0=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwWFRITFWCUGGsxMJYBH1ITVQ5jtNadezIdpCqKAu/wsIAQqx8Bht/g5NmgJYrWT46517dc0+QMKq043xbK6tr6xubta369s7u3r59cNhTIpWYdLFgQg4CpAijnHQ11YwMEklQHDDSD6Y3hd5/JFJRwR/0LCF+jMacRhQjbaiRfewFgoVqFpsv82KkJyrK7vN8ZDecplMWXAZuBRqgqs7I/vJCgdOYcI0ZUmroOon2MyQ1xYzkdS9VJEF4isZkaCBHMVF+Vh6QwzPDhDAS0jyuYcn+nshQrAqPprO0uKgV5H/aMNXRtZ9RnqSacDxfFKUMagGLNGBIJcGazQxAWFLjFeIJkghrk1ndhOAunrwMehdNt9Vs3V022rCKowZOwCk4By64Am1wCzqgCzDIwTN4BW/Wk/VivVsf89YVq5o5An/K+vwB8DqXLw==</latexit>

S
<latexit sha1_base64="Rf9XmckJKmF4/zf0YdPCxjM13EA=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwWFRITFWCUGGsxABjkehDaqLKcZzWqmNHtoNURVn4FRYGEGLlM9j4G5w0A7RcyfLROffqnnuChFGlHefbWlldW9/YrG3Vt3d29/btg8OeEqnEpIsFE3IQIEUY5aSrqWZkkEiC4oCRfjC9KfT+I5GKCv6gZwnxYzTmNKIYaUON7GMvECxUs9h8mRcjPVFRdpvnI7vhNJ2y4DJwK9AAVXVG9pcXCpzGhGvMkFJD10m0nyGpKWYkr3upIgnCUzQmQwM5ionys/KAHJ4ZJoSRkOZxDUv290SGYlV4NJ2lxUWtIP/ThqmOrv2M8iTVhOP5oihlUAtYpAFDKgnWbGYAwpIarxBPkERYm8zqJgR38eRl0Ltouq1m6/6y0YZVHDVwAk7BOXDBFWiDO9ABXYBBDp7BK3iznqwX6936mLeuWNXMEfhT1ucP3fKXIw==</latexit>

G

<latexit sha1_base64="B6Vlhrf0R/onmKIMEMyoUedRdk0=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgIGBxaJCYqoShApjJRbGItGH1ESV4zitVceObAepirLwKywMIMTKZ7DxNzhpBmi5kuWjc+7VPfcECaNKO863VVtb39jcqm83dnb39g/sw6O+EqnEpIcFE3IYIEUY5aSnqWZkmEiC4oCRQTC7LfTBI5GKCv6g5wnxYzThNKIYaUON7RMvECxU89h8mRcjPVVRNszzsd10Wk5ZcBW4FWiCqrpj+8sLBU5jwjVmSKmR6yTaz5DUFDOSN7xUkQThGZqQkYEcxUT5WXlADs8NE8JISPO4hiX7eyJDsSo8ms7S4rJWkP9po1RHN35GeZJqwvFiUZQyqAUs0oAhlQRrNjcAYUmNV4inSCKsTWYNE4K7fPIq6F+23HarfX/V7MAqjjo4BWfgArjgGnTAHeiCHsAgB8/gFbxZT9aL9W59LFprVjVzDP6U9fkD99iXNA==</latexit>

X

<latexit sha1_base64="rFHsPS5HMz518S85qT0azE6OQ5Q=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgIGBxaJCYqoShApjJZaORaKlUhNVjuO0Vh07sh2kKsrCr7AwgBArn8HG3+CkGaDlSpaPzrlX99wTJIwq7TjfVm1tfWNzq77d2Nnd2z+wD48GSqQSkz4WTMhhgBRhlJO+ppqRYSIJigNGHoLZbaE/PBKpqOD3ep4QP0YTTiOKkTbU2D7xAsFCNY/Nl3kx0lMVZd08H9tNp+WUBVeBW4EmqKo3tr+8UOA0JlxjhpQauU6i/QxJTTEjecNLFUkQnqEJGRnIUUyUn5UH5PDcMCGMhDSPa1iyvycyFKvCo+ksLS5rBfmfNkp1dONnlCepJhwvFkUpg1rAIg0YUkmwZnMDEJbUeIV4iiTC2mTWMCG4yyevgsFly2232ndXzQ6s4qiDU3AGLoALrkEHdEEP9AEGOXgGr+DNerJerHfrY9Fas6qZY/CnrM8f33iXJA==</latexit>

H
<latexit sha1_base64="O/2dW4JxqI5ddqm+7OURfpRMb5g=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwWFRITFWCUGGsxMJYJPpATVQ5jtNadezIdpCqKAu/wsIAQqx8Bht/g5NmgJYrWT46517dc0+QMKq043xbK6tr6xubta369s7u3r59cNhTIpWYdLFgQg4CpAijnHQ11YwMEklQHDDSD6Y3hd5/JFJRwe/1LCF+jMacRhQjbaiRfewFgoVqFpsv82KkJyrKHvJ8ZDecplMWXAZuBRqgqs7I/vJCgdOYcI0ZUmroOon2MyQ1xYzkdS9VJEF4isZkaCBHMVF+Vh6QwzPDhDAS0jyuYcn+nshQrAqPprO0uKgV5H/aMNXRtZ9RnqSacDxfFKUMagGLNGBIJcGazQxAWFLjFeIJkghrk1ndhOAunrwMehdNt9Vs3V022rCKowZOwCk4By64Am1wCzqgCzDIwTN4BW/Wk/VivVsf89YVq5o5An/K+vwB+V6XNQ==</latexit>

Y
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Fig. 1. ISAC system model considered in this paper. Plotted is bi-static sensing for demonstration purposes. The sensing receiver(s) can be
the ISAC base station itself for mono-static sensing. For the special case of coincided SAC channels, e.g., G = H, discussions are delivered in
Section III-D.
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Fig. 2. The ISAC MMSE-Rate region: an illustrative plot.

communication channel H from the received communication signal Y, and estimate the sensing channel G from

the received sensing signal S, as demonstrated in Fig. 1. Zs and Zc represent respectively the additive noise of the

SAC channels. In ISAC configuration, each symbol is random.

Under this setup, the sensing performance of channel estimation is evaluated using the defined modified MMSE

(ϵ), with the random ISAC signal X considered a nuisance parameter. More specifically, it is assumed any realization

of X, denoted as X , is perfectly known at sensing receiver(s) [5, 7, 8]. X serves as a reference signal for sensing

purposes. The overall evaluation of sensing performance (i.e., the modified MMSE) involves taking the expectation

of MMSE conditioned on X over each X = X according to the density pX(X)1, which is to be determined.

Additionally, the communication performance is assessed with the ergodic coherent rate (R), with the assumption

of perfect knowledge of each channel realization at the ISAC transmitter [11, Section 10.3].

Based on these metrics, this paper further defines the MMSE-Rate Region as the set of achievable MMSE-rate

performance pairs utilizing dual-functional ISAC waveform X, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The MMSE-Rate limit, i.e.,

the boundary of the MMSE-Rate Region, represents the optimal Pareto front and should exhibit a similar pattern

to that illustrated in Fig. 2. As the endpoints of this limit curve, Ps(ϵs,Rs) and Pc(ϵc,Rc) respectively denote the

sensing- and communication-optimal points, and worth more careful investigations [5–7]. Specifically, ϵs represents

1This trick can be justified in definition of the modified CRB [9, 10], the law of total expectation, coherent symbol detection [11, Section
3.1], etc., where a random nuisance parameter is involved in evaluating the overall performance.
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the best sensing performance regardless of the communication sub-system, while Rs denotes the highest achievable

rate when ϵ = ϵs. Similarly, Rc denotes the best communication performance regardless of the sensing sub-system,

whereas ϵc indicates the optimal sensing performance when R = Rc. Therefore, Ps and Pc correspondingly are

the SAC-centric ISAC designs [4], while any other points on the limit curve indicate joint SAC design approaches

[4] for ISAC systems.

A. Theoretical Contribution

Based on the aforementioned configuration, the principal theoretical contributions of this paper are summarized

as follows.

• The MMSE-Rate limit is investigated in this paper. The conditions for the optimal distributions (e.g., pX(X)

and pY(Y )) necessary to reach the limit are derived employing a variational calculus approach. The variational

conditions can be expressed as complex high-dimensional convolutional equations. A case study on a single-

input-single-output (SISO) ISAC channel reveals that the MMSE-Rate limit is unattainable except at Ps and Pc,

making it an unachievable supremum limit for SISO ISAC.

• Building upon the Blahut-Arimoto framework [12, 13] originally designed for assessing the capacity of discrete

memoryless channels, a novel algorithm is proposed to numerically determine the optimal input distribution on

the MMSE-Rate limit and compute SAC performance along the limit curve to any desired level of precision.

Additionally, the convergence of the proposed algorithm to the MMSE-Rate limit is rigorously proven.

• By considering a sensing channel with multiple widely separated receivers, the SAC performance at Ps and Pc are

studied, and corresponding closed-form optimum-achieving waveforms are derived. The optimal waveforms are

completely determined by the respective channel (statistics/realizations) and waveform characteristics employed.

This paper highlights the water-filling tradeoff (WFT) and the waveform uncertainty tradeoff (WUT) in ISAC,

respectively relying on the power allocation and the waveform selection for ISAC signal. Leveraging WFT and

WUT, this paper rectifies several loose bounds in [7] for fast evaluation of the MMSE-Rate limit.

• A compound signaling strategy for coincided SAC channels (i.e., when G = H) is proposed: the ISAC system

first estimates the channel using the sensing-optimal waveform and subsequently conveys information using

the communication-optimal waveform over the estimated channel. Leveraging the gain of integrating SAC, this

strategy significantly improves the achievable rate compared to the non-coherent “capacity”-achieving strategy.

Additionally, the derived analytical theories are illustrated and verified with numerical examples.

In general, this paper presents a systematic approach to evaluate the MIMO ISAC performance limit and

understand its corresponding achieving-strategy in a joint estimation- and information-theoretic perspective. The

approach readily adapts to ISAC systems with various metrics, such as the estimation rate [8] and the modified

CRB [5–7].

B. Notation

Notational convention throughout this paper is as follows unless otherwise specified. Normal font indicates a

random variable, as x, x, and X respectively represents a random scalar, column vector and matrix, while their



SUMBITTED TO THE IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY 5

deterministic observations or realizations are italic, as x, x, and X . (·)∗, (·)T and (·)† are respectively the matrix

conjugate, transpose and Hermitian operators. rank(·), Tr(·) and det(·) respectively denotes the rank, the trace and

the determinant of their matrix argument. (x)+ denotes the maximal value of the set {0, x}. E(·) is the expectation

operator. ΣXY = E[(X − EX)(Y − EY)†] denotes the cross covariance matrix between matrices X and Y, and

ΣX := ΣXX for simplicity. IN denotes identity matrix with rank N . 0M×N denote the M × N matrix whose

entries are all 0’s. ei denotes the i-th standard orthonormal Euclidean basis. The dimensions and subscripts are

neglected wherever there is no confusion. vec(·) denotes column-wise stacked vector of its argument. ⊗ denotes

the Kronecker product operator. A ⪰ B implies A−B is positive semidefinite.

C. Organization

The ISAC system model and SAC performance metrics are introduced and defined in Section II. The main

theoretical results for characterizing the MMSE-Rate region are presented in Section III, including the characteriza-

tion and identification of the MMSE-Rate limit in Sections III-A&III-B, the study of the SAC optimum-achieving

strategies in Section III-C, and a novel ISAC signaling strategy when SAC channels coincide in Section III-D.

While their corresponding derivations and proofs are in Appendixes. Numerical results are presented in Section IV.

Finally, this paper is concluded in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. ISAC Signal and System

As shown in Fig. 1, the ISAC BS with N antennas transmits a dual-functional signal X ∈ CN×T for data

communication and environmental sensing purposes, where T ≥ N is the duration of communication frame as well

as the sensing snapshot number2. The communication receiver has Nc receiving antennas, and the sensing receiver

has Ns receiving antennas. The ISAC system can be written as

Y = HX+ Zc; (1a)

S = GX+ Zs, (1b)

where Y ∈ CNc×T is the received communication signal at the communication receiver, H ∈ CNc×N is the wireless

communication channel, S ∈ CNs×T is the received sensing signal at sensing receivers, G ∈ CNs×N is the wireless

sensing channel (target response/scattering matrix), Zc ∈ CNc×T and Zs ∈ CNs×T are the zero mean circular

symmetrical complex Gaussian noises to ISAC communication and sensing sub-systems, respectively.

The sensing model (1b) can be equivalently rewritten as

s = X̄g + zs, (1c)

2In [14], it is concluded that further increasing the transmit antenna number N beyond T does not further increase the capacity. T ≥ N is
also assumed in [8, 15] to guarantee the dimensionality requirement for channel estimation, i.e., it requires at least N samples to estimate a
matrix with N columns. Therefore, for the sake of both sensing and communication, T ≥ N is required.
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where s = vec(S†), X̄ = INs ⊗ X†, g = vec(G†) and zs = vec(Z†
s). The sensing objective in this paper is to

estimate the target response g instead of estimating all parameters (e.g., distance, Doppler, etc.), which can be

extracted from g’s estimates employing well-designed signal processing algorithms [16]. More information about

modeling of G can be seen in [16, 17].

B. Assumptions

(A1) General Sensing Channel. The sensing channel g follows a zero-mean circular symmetrical complex Gaussian

distribution with the (full rank) covariance matrix Σ̄g, i.e., g ∼ CN (0, Σ̄g). The sensing channel statistics

are a priori known [8, 15, 17] at the ISAC base station.

(A2) Each entry of the communication channel H follows i.i.d. zero-mean circular symmetrical complex Gaussian

distribution with a constant variance σ2
h [18], i.e., vec(H) ∼ CN (0, σ2

hINNc). The communication channel H

is known at the ISAC base station.

(A3) Both the target response matrix G and the communication channel H suffers block fading, which stay constant

for a finite duration T , and change to a new realization every T symbols in an i.i.d. manner [14]. T is the

“coherence time” [19] of both sensing and communication channels.

(A4) The transmitted signal X has total power budget

Tr(RX) ≤ NP0, (2)

where RX = E(RX) is the statistical correlation matrix of X, and RX = 1
T XX

† is the sample correlation

matrix. Equivalently,

Tr(RX̄) = Tr

[
E
(
1

T
X̄X̄

†
)]

≤ NsNP0. (3)

(A5) Each element from Zc and Zs is an i.i.d. zero-mean circular symmetric complex Gaussian random variable

with variance σ2
c and σ2

s , i.e., vec(Zc) ∼ CN (0, σ2
cITNc

) and vec(Zs) ∼ CN (0, σ2
s ITNs

), respectively.

(A6) The transmitted dual-functional random signal X is known at sensing receivers, and stays unknown to the

communication receiver(s) [7, 20].

Note (A1) is a general assumption over the sensing channel. A stronger assumption (A1*) for a sensing channel

with widely distributed sensing receivers is made in later section. In (A3), flat fading MIMO channels are focused,

while the extensions to frequency-selective MIMO channels are straightforward based upon results derived out of

this paper. Assumption (A6) is suitable for practical ISAC system, as the sensing receivers typically have the prior

knowledge of the transmitted probing signal, while the communication receiver needs to detect and estimate the

transmitted signal itself.

The eigenvalue decomposition of Σ̄g is

Σ̄g = ŪgΛ̄gŪ
†
g , (4)

where Ūg is a unitary matrix with Σ̄g’s eigenvectors as its columns, and Λ̄g = diag(λ1, · · · , λNNs
) stores all

non-negative eigenvalues of Σ̄g on its diagonal.
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C. Sensing and Communication Performance Metrics

1) Sensing: The objective of sensing for an ISAC system is to estimate the wireless sensing channel g, which

is a function of parameters of interest, and the sensing metric is the channel estimation mean square error.

The transmitted waveform X (or X̄) is random in order to convey information. In this regard, this paper treats X

(or X̄) as a nuisance parameter [21, Chapter 10.7], evaluates the sensing performance for each X = X (or X̄ = X̄),

and takes expectation over the distribution of X (or X̄). Conditioned on X̄ , the joint distribution between g and s

is given by g
s

∣∣∣∣∣∣ X̄ ∼ CN

0,

 Σ̄g Σ̄gX̄
†

X̄Σ̄g X̄Σ̄gX̄
† + σ2

s ITNs

 . (5)

Note (1c) is a linear model between observations s and parameters to be estimated g. Conditioned on X̄ , the

Bayesian MMSE estimator ĝ of the sensing channel g is the conditional mean of g on the observed data s [21].

Based on (5) and [21, (10.32)], the MMSE estimator of g (conditioned on X̄) is

ĝ|X̄ = E(g|X̄, s) = (σ2
s Σ̄

−1
g + X̄†X̄)−1X̄†s, (6)

and the corresponding MMSE [21, (10.33)] is

E
[∣∣∣∣(ĝ|X̄)− g

∣∣∣∣2] = Tr[(Σ̄
−1
g + σ−2

s X̄†X̄)−1],

which is independent of the observation vector s.

This paper defines the modified MMSE (as an analogy to the modified CRB [9, 10] in contrast to the conventional

CRB for the deterministic parameter estimation task) to be the sensing metric to evaluate the sensing performance

over the ensemble contribution of X̄, as

ϵ := EX̄

{
Tr

[(
Σ̄

−1
g + σ−2

s X̄
†
X̄
)−1

]}
= EX [Φ (INs

⊗ RX)] ,

(7)

where

Φ(A) := Tr

(
Σ̄

−1
g +

T

σ2
s

A

)−1

is defined for a matrix A with the same dimension as Σ̄g.

2) Communication: The objective of communication for an ISAC system is to convey information reliably for

data exchange, therefore, a natural communication metric is the data rate, as a measurement of mutual information

between transmitted X and received Y per unit time. With each channel realization H = H perfectly known at the

ISAC transmitter, the ergodic coherent rate is

R := T−1I(X;Y|H)

= T−1EH[I(X;Y|H = H)],
(8)

where I(·|·) denotes the conditional mutual information.
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III. MAIN THEORETICAL RESULTS

In this section, the main theoretical results of this paper are presented. Before delving into theoretical details,

this paper first defines the ISAC limits as follows.

The MMSE-Rate performance limit, which gives the maximum rate given the MMSE requirement, or the best

MMSE given the rate requirement, is obtained from the following Pareto optimization problem

sup
pX

αT−1I(X;Y|H)− (1− α)EX [Φ(INs ⊗ RX)]

s.t. RX = R†
X, RX ⪰ 0, Tr [EX (RX)] = NP0,

(9)

where α ∈ [0, 1] blends the weight between sensing and communication. E.g., α = 0 indicates a sensing-only

optimization, corresponding to the sensing-centric ISAC designs. Conversely, α = 1 indicates a communication-

only optimization, corresponding to the communication-centric ISAC designs. For general α ∈ (0, 1), (9) is a

weighted optimization problem for SAC co-design. (9) is a complicated stochastic optimization [22, Chapter 102]

problem. It is stochastic because the optimization is involved with H, i.e., the Reighlay fading communication

channel. To solve this kind of problem, the sample average approximation (SAA) method [23] can be adopted,

which solves the following optimization problem with each realization of H = H

sup
pX

α

T
I(X;Y|H = H)−(1− α)EX[Φ(INs

⊗ RX)]

s.t. RX = R†
X, RX ⪰ 0, Tr [EX (RX)] = NP0,

(10)

and takes expectation of the optimized results with the distribution of H to yield the solution to (9). The proof of

convergence of SAA method can be found in [23].

For any given α ∈ [0, 1] and H , problem (10) is a complicated functional multi-objective optimization problem.

It is functional because the optimization is with respect to the channel input distribution, i.e., the PDF pX(X, α).

Once the optimal distributions p⋆X(X, α) and p⋆Y(Y , α) =
∫
p⋆X(X, α)pZc

(Y −HX)dX are obtained by solving

(10), the SAC performance are respectively given by

R̃(α) =
1

T

[
−
∫

p⋆Y(Y , α) log p⋆Y(Y , α)dY − h(Zc)

]
;

ϵ̃(α) = EX [Φ (INs
⊗ RX)] ,

where h(Zc) is the differential entropy of the communication noise. Note that R̃(α) and ϵ̃(α) are a function of

communication channel realization H . Therefore, according to the principle of SAA, the overall SAC performances

are
R(α) = EH[R̃(α)];

ϵ(α) = EH[ϵ̃(α)].

Finally, the MMSE-Rate performance limit is the set of all MMSE-Rate pairs

{(ϵ(α),R(α))|α ∈ [0, 1]} , (11)
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and the MMSE-Rate performance region is the set of all MMSE-Rate pairs

{(ϵ,R)|R ≤ R(α) and ϵ ≥ ϵ(α),∃α ∈ [0, 1]} . (12)

Consequently, to obtain the MMSE-Rate performance limit and investigate the operational region of practical

ISAC systems, (10) should be solved first.

A. Identifying The MMSE-Rate Performance Limit

To identify the ISAC limits, this paper adopts variational methods to solve for the optimal distribution along the

entire MMSE-Rate performance limit curve, i.e., ∀α ∈ [0, 1]. The conditions for the optimal distribution along the

MMSE-Rate curve are summarized in Theorem 1.

Theorem 1: Given a communication channel realization H = H:

⋇ When α ∈ (0, 1], the optimal output distribution p⋆Y(Y , α) must satisfy∫
pZc

(Y −HX) log p⋆Y(Y , α)dY= T (1− 1

α
)Tr

(̄
Σ

−1
g +

1

σ2
s

INs
⊗XX†

)−1

+µ1(α)+µ2(α)Tr(XX†) ∀X ∈ CN×T,

(13)

where µ1(α) and µ2(α) are chosen to make sure∫
p⋆X(X, α)dX = 1; (14a)∫
Tr(XX†)p⋆X(X, α)dX = TNP0. (14b)

⋇ When α = 0, a sufficient condition for the optimal input distribution p⋆X(X, 0) is that it preserves a constant

sample correlation matrix.

Proof: See APPENDIX A. ■

Based on (13), the optimal output distribution p⋆Y(Y , α) can be calculated using multi-dimensional complex

Hermite transform. However, due to the large dimensionality of the signal space, obtaining p⋆Y(Y , α) (and hence,

p⋆X(X, α)) in general case is typically unprocurable. It makes the performance limit-achieving distribution along

the performance limit curve hard to interpret. Rather, Theorem 1 can be effective in checking whether any given

distribution is on the MMSE-Rate performance limit.

To dig insights on the distribution to achieve the MMSE-Rate performance limit, i.e., how the distribution of the

input signal will affect the SAC performance, this paper now considers a simpler case.

1) Case Study on the MMSE-Rate Performance Limit for Fast-Fading SISO ISAC Channel: To enhance under-

standing of the limit-achieving distribution, this paper now considers the case with N = Ns = Nc = 1 and T = 1,

i.e., a fast-fading SISO channel, although numerical approach can be applied in the same fashion to solve problem

(10) in high-dimensional space. With this simplification, the channel model (1) reduces to

y = hx+ zc; (15a)

s = gx+ zs, (15b)
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where h ∼ N (0, σ2
h) according to assumption (A2), g ∼ N (0, σ2

g) according to assumption (A1), zc ∼ N (0, σ2
c ),

and zs ∼ N (0, σ2
s ) according to assumption (A5). This paper now presents the following theorem according to

Theorem 1.

Theorem 2 (MMSE-Rate performance limit for fast-fading SISO ISAC channel): Given the ISAC channel (15)

and the communication channel realization h = ℏ:

⋇ When α ∈ (0, 1), the pair (ϵ̃(α), R̃(α)) is not achievable.

⋇ When α = 1, the optimal input distribution is

p⋆x (x, 1) =
1√
2πP0

exp

(
− x2

2P0

)
, (16)

and the optimal output distribution is

p⋆y (y, 1) =
1√

2π(ℏ2P0 + σ2
c )

exp

(
− x2

2(ℏ2P0 + σ2
c )

)
. (17)

⋇ When α = 0, the optimal input distribution is

p⋆x (x, 0) =
1

2
δ(x−

√
P0) +

1

2
δ(x+

√
P0), (18)

where δ(·) is the Dirac delta function, and the optimal output distribution is

p⋆y (y, 0) =
1

2
√
2πσ2

c

[
e
− (y−ℏ

√
P0)2

2σ2
c + e

− (y+ℏ
√

P0)2

2σ2
c

]
. (19)

Proof: See APPENDIX B. ■

It is first checked that when α = 1, i.e., the communication-only scenario where the optimization problem (10)

reduces to the mutual information maximization problem. It is well-known that the optimal output distribution to this

problem is a Gaussian distribution, which coincides with results in Theorem 2. To calculate the SAC performance,

for α ∈ {0, 1},

I(x; y|ℏ, α)

= h(y|ℏ, α)− h(y|x, ℏ, α)

= h(y|α)− h (zc)

= −
∫
py(y, α) log py(y, α)dy−

1

2
log(2πeσ2

c ),

where I(x; y|ℏ, α) is expressed in terms of nats. With SAA [23], the communication performance is

R(α) =−Eh

[∫
p⋆y (y, α) log p

⋆
y (y, α)dy

]
− 1

2
log(2πeσ2

c ),

and the sensing performance is

ϵ(α) = Eh

[∫
p⋆x (x, α)

1

σ−2
g + σ−2

s x2
dx

]
.

Specially, it can be calculated R(1) = Eh

[
1
2 log(1 +

h2

σ2
c
P0)
]
, and ϵ(0) = (σ−2

g + σ−2
c P0)

−1.
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Theorem 2 suggests that, for a SISO channel, aside from the SAC optimal points (α ∈ {0, 1}), no other points

on the performance limit curve are achievable. Therefore, the performance limit is actually the supremum of all

achievable MMSE-Rate pairs. This implies that while points within the MMSE-Rate performance region can be

arbitrarily close to the performance limit, they can never reach it. Consequently, it is hypothesized that for general

MIMO systems, the performance limit itself is similarly unachievable. However, due to the high dimensionality

of the signal space in MIMO systems, deriving a mathematical proof analogous to that for SISO channels, e.g.,

whether or how to achieve the performance limit, becomes particularly challenging.

In view of this, this paper next explores the achievable performance within the MMSE-Rate performance region

using numerical methods. The numerical methods are motivated by the Blahut-Arimoto algorithm, which is an

iterative method used to compute the channel capacity of discrete memoryless channels by optimizing the mutual

information between the input and output distributions.

B. Computing The MMSE-Rate Performance Limit: Constrained Blahut-Arimoto Type Algorithm

In short, the B-A algorithm [12, 13] is used to numerically calculate the discrete channel capacity based on

principles of alternating optimization. The calculated “capacity” can be arbitrarily close to the channel capacity

with a sufficiently large number of iterations [24, Chapter 9]. Motivated by it, this paper next presents a B-A-type

algorithm to evaluate the MMSE-Rate limit by solving the functional optimization problem (10).

For simplicity denote Φ̃(X) = Tr
(̄
Σ

−1
g + 1

σ2
s
INs

⊗XX†
)−1

. Given α, channel realization H , and error tolerances

εJ , εµ for the MMSE-Rate limit and Lagrange multipliers respectively, Algorithm 1 summarizes the procedure

for evaluation of the MMSE-Rate limit. The derivation and proof of convergence of Algorithm 1 can be found in

APPENDIX C.
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Algorithm 1: Constrained Blahut-Arimoto Type Algorithm for Evaluating the MMSE-Rate Limit
Input: α, H , εJ , εµ
Output: p⋆X(X, α), R̃(α), and ϵ̃(α)

1 Initialize:
(1) Calculate pY|X,H(Y |X,H)

(2) Choose p
(0)
X (X) such that p(0)X (X) ≥ 0 and

∫
p
(0)
X (X)dX = 1

(3) Calculate

D(0) =

∫
pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log

pY|X,H(Y |X,H)∫
p
(0)
X (X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H)dX

dY

J (0) =

∫
p
(0)
X (X)

[α
T
D(0) − (1− α)Φ̃(X)

]
dX

(4) i = 0
(5) µ(0) = −1

2 repeat
3 i = i+ 1
4 Initialize:

(1) j = 0
(2) µ(i,0) = µ(i−1)

5 repeat
6 j = j + 1
7 Calculate

µ(i,j) = µ(i,j−1)

−
∫ (

1− Tr(XX†)
NTP0

)
p
(i−1)
X (X) exp

[
D(i−1) + µ(i,j−1)Tr(XX†)− ( 1

α − 1)T Φ̃(X)
]
dX∫

Tr(XX†)
(
1− Tr(XX†)

NTP0

)
p
(i−1)
X (X) exp

[
D(i−1) + µ(i,j−1)Tr(XX†)− ( 1

α − 1)T Φ̃(X)
]
dX

8 if µ(i,j) > 0 then
9 µ(i,j) = 0

10 end
11 until |µ(i,j) − µ(i,j−1)| ≤ εµ;
12 µ(i) = µ(i,j)

13 Calculate

p
(i)
X (X) =

p
(i−1)
X (X) expD(i−1) exp

[
µ(i)Tr(XX†)− ( 1

α − 1)T Φ̃(X)
]

∫
p
(i−1)
X (X) expD(i−1) exp

[
µ(i)Tr(XX†)− ( 1

α − 1)T Φ̃(X)
]
dX

D(i) =

∫
pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log

pY|X,H(Y |X,H)∫
p
(i)
X (X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H)dX

dY

14 Calculate

R̃(i)(α) =
1

T

∫
p
(i)
X (X)D(i)dX

ϵ̃(i)(α) =

∫
p
(i)
X (X)Φ̃(X)dX

J (i) = αR̃(i)(α)− (1− α)ϵ̃(i)(α)

15 until |J (i) − J (i−1)| ≤ εJ ;
16 return p⋆X(X, α) = p

(i)
X (X), R̃(α) = R̃(i)(α), and ϵ̃(α) = ϵ̃(i)(α)

Compared with the conventional algorithm [12, 13], the proposed algorithm differs in that 1) the objective

function in (10) has an additional term −(1 − α)EX[Φ(INs
⊗ RX)] representing the sensing performance, 2) the
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Fig. 3. The optimal input and output distributions for the SISO ISAC channel (15). The curves are from Algorithm 1 with ℏ = 1, εJ = 1e−4,
εµ = 1e− 8, and analytical results. In this plot, σ2

g = σ2
h = 1, and P0 = σ2

c = σ2
s = 1W.

mutual information is channel-dependent for evaluation of the coherent rate, 3) summation in traditional algorithm

reduces to integration since continuous channel and source are studied, and 4) additional Lagrange multipliers are

introduced to address the issue of power constraint of the input signal.

Under the formulation of SISO ISAC channel (15), the MMSE-Rate limit-achieving distribution can be numer-

ically obtained based on Algorithm 1, as shown in Fig. 3. As the preference of functionality of the ISAC signal

x moving from sensing (α = 0) to communication (α = 1), the optimal input distribution shifts gradually from a

binary distribution with equal probability to a pure Gaussian, and the optimal output distribution transients from a

Gaussian convolution with a binary distribution, which has heavier tails, to a pure Gaussian. Intuitively, the ISAC

signal must carry more randomness, i.e., become more Gaussian-like, in order to convey more information.

C. Sensing- and Communication-Optimal Points Performance Characterization and Discussion

The performance limit at SAC optimal points are crucial in designing corresponding sensing- and communication-

centric ISAC systems, and to gain more insights on the SAC tradeoff within ISAC systems. This paper next presents a

detailed investigation on these two points, including the SAC performance and the corresponding achieving-strategy.

Lying on the two ends of the MMSE-Rate limit curve characterized by (9), the SAC optimal points Ps(ϵs,Rs) and

Pc(ϵc,Rc) are

ϵs := ϵ(0) = inf
pX(X)

EX [Φ (INs ⊗ RX)] ; (20a)

Rs := R(0) = sup
pX(X)

R s.t. ϵ = ϵs; (20b)

Rc := R(1) = sup
pX(X)

T−1I(X;Y|H); (20c)

ϵc := ϵ(1) = inf
pX(X)

ϵ s.t. R = Rc. (20d)

1) Sensing-Optimal Point Ps: Aligned with the sensing-centric ISAC design [4] which tries to introduce com-

munication signaling without affecting the sensing performance, the sensing-optimal point Ps characterizes the best

communication performance limited by the ISAC sensing-only scenario, where the channel estimation MSE should
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be minimized. The best sensing performance ϵs (20a) is obtained by solving (9) with α = 0

ϵs = inf
pX(X)

EX [Φ (INs
⊗ RX)]

s.t. RX = R†
X, RX ⪰ 0, Tr [E(RX)] = NP0.

(21)

Denote Xs as the sensing-optimal waveform that achieves ϵs, and Xs as its realization. The sensing-limited rate

(20b) is

Rs = sup
pXs (Xs)

T−1I(Xs;Y|H), (22)

where pXs
(Xs) (e.g., p⋆X(X, 1)) is the solution that optimizes (21).

Based on the definition of Ps(ϵs,Rs), the sensing-optimal waveform structure may be characterized as follows.

Theorem 3: The correlation matrix of sensing-optimal waveform Xs is deterministic and unique, namely,

RXs
= RXs

. (23)

Proof: Before diving into specific proof, the following lemma is first presented.

Lemma 1: Φ(INs ⊗R) is strictly convex about R.

Proof: See convexity of the operator Tr[(·)−1] in [25, Chapter 3]. ■

According to Lemma 1,

EX [Φ (INs ⊗ RX)] ≥ Φ [INs ⊗ EX (RX)] . (24)

From (21),
ϵs = min

pX(X)
EX [Φ (INs ⊗ RX)]

= min
pX(X)

Φ [INs
⊗ EX (RX)]

= min
pX(X)

Φ (INs
⊗RX)

= Φ (INs ⊗RX) .

(25)

The equality in (24) holds if and only if RX is itself deterministic, namely RX = E(RX) = RX. Therefore,

ϵs is achieved if and only if the sensing-optimal sample correlation matrix is deterministic. To demonstrate the

uniqueness, assume R1 and R2 are both sensing-optimal correlation matrices that minimize ϵ with R1 ̸= R2.

Denote R̃ = (R1 +R2)/2.

Φ(INs ⊗ R̃) <
1

2
Φ(INs ⊗R1) +

1

2
Φ(INs ⊗R2) = ϵs,

due to strict convexity. This leads to a contradiction. Therefore, the sensing-optimal correlation matrix is unique. ■

Theorem 3 gives a necessary condition for the sensing-optimal waveform: in order to achieve Ps, only signals with

a deterministic sample correlation matrix can be transmitted. Indeed, the sensing-optimal waveform still maintains

randomness, but due to the constraints on a deterministic sample correlation matrix, its randomness is greatly

reduced. This conclusion is a generalization of the sensing-optimal distribution for the SISO case in Theorem 2

and Fig. 3. However, the sensing-optimal waveform and corresponding MMSE performance ϵs are hard to derive
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for now.

Note that gi = GTei is the target response of the i-th receive antenna from the transmit antenna array. With

widely-distributed sensing receivers, the correlation among the rows of target response matrix G can be neglected

[15, 26–28], and gi’s are assumed to be i.i.d.. Next, this paper modifies assumption (A1) to (A1*) for further

investigation.

(A1*) Sensing Channel with Widely-Distributed Sensing Receivers. Σ̄g strictly block-diagonal with all its block

matrices identical. The rows of G are independently and identically circular symmetrical complex Gaussian

distributed with zero mean. The diagonal covariance matrices are the same for G’s each row gi, namely

Σg := E[gig
†
i ] for i ∈ {1, · · · , Ns}, and E(gig

†
j) = 0 for any j ̸= i due to independence. Therefore,

Σ̄g = INs ⊗Σg.

The eigenvalue decomposition of Σg is

Σg = UgΛgU
†
g , (26)

where Ug is a unitary matrix with Σg’s eigenvectors as its columns, and Λg = diag(λ1, · · · , λN ) stores all non-

negative eigenvalues of Σg on its diagonal. Based on assumption (A1*), this paper derives the sensing-optimal

waveform Xs and its corresponding MMSE ϵs in the following theorem.

Theorem 4 (Closed-form sensing-optimal waveform and the corresponding MMSE): When (A1*) holds, ϵs can

be achieved with the following sensing-optimal waveform3

Xs = UgP
1/2
s Ψ, (27)

where Ψ ∈ CN×T is any matrix with orthonormal rows, i.e., ΨΨ† = IN ,

Ps = diag

[(
ηs −

σ2
s

λ1

)+

, · · · ,
(
ηs −

σ2
s

λN

)+
]

(28)

is the water-filling power allocation matrix according to Σg, where ηs is chosen such that

N∑
i=1

(
ηs −

σ2
s

λi

)+

= TNP0, (29)

and Ug is defined in (26). The resulting MMSE is given as

ϵs = Ns

N∑
i=1

λi

(λiσ
−2
s ηs − 1)+ + 1

. (30)

Furthermore, the sensing-optimal correlation matrices are

RXs
= RXs

=
1

T
UgPsU

†
g . (31)

3This paper refers to the sensing-optimal signal as “isometry signal” hereafter, since Ψ preserves the length of any vector, i.e.,
∣∣Ψ†x

∣∣ = |x|,
∀x ∈ CN×1.
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Proof: See APPENDIX D4. ■

As shown in (27) – (30), the power allocation for the sensing-optimal waveform actually employs the water-

filling strategy, which allocates the transmitted power in reverse proportion to the eigenvalue of Σg. An intuitive

understanding is that water-filling focus the signal power in the direction with the presence of significant scattering

of the target, and allocates less power in the direction with less prominent target scattering compared with the noise,

i.e., where σ2
s /λi large.

The sensing-optimal waveform’s correlation matrix (31) is unique for a given Σ̄g = INs
⊗Σg. Since Ug and Ps

are completely deterministic and determined by the sensing channel statistics, the waveform (27) has randomness

only in the semi-unitary matrix Ψ that can be used to convey information. To investigate the best communication

performance, i.e., the maximum rate, achieved by the sensing-optimal waveform (27) is typically unprocurable.

Thanks to [7, 19], the sensing-limited capacity is proven to be achieved when Ψ is uniformly sampled from the

set of all orthonormal matrices, i.e., the complex Stiefel manifold, {Ψ ∈ CN×T |ΨΨ† = IN}.

Theorem 5 (Sensing-limited high SNR ergodic rate): When (A1*) holds, in the high SNR region (i.e., when

P0/σ
2
c very large), the rate can be expressed as

Rs = EH

[(
1− rs

2T

)
log det

(
HUgPsU

†
gH

†

σ2
cT

)
+ c0

]

+O(σ2
c ), (32)

where rs = rank(HUgPsU
†
gH

†), and

c0 =
rs
T

[(
T − rs

2

)
log

T

e
− log Γ(T ) + log(2

√
π)

]
,

with e = 2.718 · · · is the Euler’s constant, and Γ(·) is the Gamma function.

Proof: See [19] and [7, Theorem 1] and replace the sensing-optimal statistical correlation matrix with (31). ■

Based on Theorem 4, the best MMSE estimator for the sensing channel that achieves (30) can be derived as

ĝs = INs ⊗
[
(σ2

sΣ
−1
g +UgPsU

†
g )

−1UgP
1/2
s Ψ

]
s. (33)

2) Communication-Optimal Point Pc: Aligned with the communication-centric ISAC design [4] which tries to

extract sensing information based on communication setups, the communication-optimal point Pc characterizes the

best sensing performance limited by the ISAC communication-only scenario, where the rate should be maximized.

The best communication performance Rc (20c) is obtained by solving the following optimization problem

Rc = sup
pX(X)

T−1I(X;Y|H)

s.t. RX = R†
X, RX ⪰ 0, Tr(RX) = NP0.

(34)

4Although the MMSE-minimization waveform has been carefully studied, e.g., in [8], there are major differences in that 1) the transmitted
signal X is random, resulting in the random optimization problem (21), and 2) the random matrix X̄

†
X̄ = TINs ⊗RX in (7) has block-Toeplitz

structure, which is neglected and results in only a lower bound on the sensing-optimal MMSE in [8].
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Denote Xc as the communication-optimal waveform that maximizes R, and Xc as its realization. The communication-

limited MMSE is defined as

ϵc = EH

{
inf

pXc (Xc)
EXc

[Φ (INs
⊗ RXc

)]

}
, (35)

where pXc
(Xc) is limited to the optimal distribution that optimizes (34), and RXc

is the communication-optimal

signal’s sample correlation matrix. Unlike the sensing-optimal case that still has degree of freedom in the distri-

bution of the semi-unitary matrix Ψ to convey information, the Pc−achieving distribution pXc(Xc) is completely

determined by the given communication channel realization in each block, as seen in the next theorem. Therefore,

there is no further DoF to optimize the communication-limited sensing performance. As a result, (20d) reduces to

ϵc = E [Φ (INs
⊗ RXc

)] , (36)

where the expectation is taken with respect to both Xc and H.

Theorem 6 (Closed-form communication-optimal waveform and the corresponding maximum ergodic rate): For

a given channel realization H in each block5, the communication-optimal waveform Xc that maximizes the rate is

distributed in the way such that each column of Xc follows i.i.d. zero mean circular symmetrical complex Gaussian

distribution with statistical covariance matrix

RXc
= UHPcU

†
H , (37)

i.e.,

Xc = UHP1/2
c N, (38)

where UH ∈ CNc×rH is from the decomposition H†H = UHΓHU
†
H , rH = rank(H),

Pc = diag

[(
ηc −

σ2
c

γ1

)+

, · · · ,
(
ηc −

σ2
c

γrH

)+
]
, (39)

γi is the i-th diagonal entry of ΓH , i.e., γi = [ΓH ]ii, ηc is chosen such that

rH∑
i=1

(
ηc −

σ2
c

γi

)+

= NP0, (40)

and N ∈ CrH×T has i.i.d. zero-mean circular symmetrical complex Gaussian entries with unit variance, i.e.,

E(NN†) = TIrH . The resulted coherent rate for the particular channel realization H is
∑rH

i=1[log(σ
−2
c ηcγi)]

+.

The ergodic coherent rate at Pc is

Rc = EH

[
rH∑
i=1

[log(σ−2
c ηcγi)]

+

]
. (41)

Proof: See APPENDIX E. ■

In the next part, this paper presents discussions on the derived analytical results in previous sections for a better

understanding of the MMSE-Rate limit and its achieving strategies.

5To find the ergodic maximal rate (capacity), it suffices to research on one coherence time T , corresponding to one channel realization H .
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3) Tradeoffs between Sensing and Communication: Reviewing the limit-achieving conditions (Section ??) and

structure of closed-form SAC-optimal waveforms (Section III-C) derived so far, this paper highlights presence of

two tradeoffs between sensing and communication, as summarized below.

a) Water-Filling Tradeoff: To achieve Ps, the signal power is spatially allocated in the direction with the

presence of significant scattering of the indicated by matrix Ps, according to the a priori knowledge of sensing

channel statistics, i.e. Σ̄g. To achieve Pc, the signal power is spatially allocated to the “strongest” communication

sub-channels (those with high SNRs) indicated by matrix Pc, according to full communication CSI knowledge H

at the transmitter. Indeed, the total ISAC signal power is shared between sensing and communication, but it’s not

possible to simultaneously achieve the optimal water-fillings for both sensing and communication. Thus, a water-

filling tradeoff naturally exists, which can be controlled by allocating the power of the transmitted signal more

“aligned” in favor of either the sensing or communication channel.

b) Waveform Uncertainty Tradeoff: Reviewing the tendency of change of randomness of the input distribution

along the performance limit curve (Fig. 3), the input signal is becoming more predictable from α = 1 to 0. As ex-

treme cases, at the communication-optimal point Pc, the Gaussian waveform N with the largest randomness6 should

be selected; at the sensing-optimal point Ps, the isometry waveform Ψ is used, with much-reduced randomness

compared with Gaussian.

Intuitively, it is ideal to employ predictable and optimized waveforms for sensing [30]. A deterministic waveform,

however, is incapable of carrying any information. Consequently, the ISAC system favors waveform with random-

ness/uncertainty for carrying information, possibly with a degradation of sensing performance. Regarding this, this

paper concludes the waveform uncertainty tradeoff between sensing and communication, which can be controlled by

transmitted waveform selection (e.g., Gaussian, isometry, or any other random waveforms with certain distribution,

e.g., in Fig. 3). This conclusion is consistent with those from many ISAC studies [7, 20, 30, 31], although their

SAC metrics diverge.

4) Loose Bounds Connecting Ps and Pc: The evaluation of the MMSE-Rate performance limit-achieving dis-

tribution based on Algorithm 1 is computationally intensive, which involves updating the PDF of several random

matrices in the high dimensional complex domain. For fast evaluation of the MMSE-Rate limit, loose bounds may

be obtained by leveraging the above-mentioned two tradeoffs. While some bounds in this part are derived in [5–7],

this paper puts them into a unified framework, offers more intuitions, and corrects some of the achieving-strategies.

a) MMSE-Rate Outer Bound: Due to the complexity of numerically evaluating the MMSE-Rate limit (9),

a relaxed version of (9) may be obtained. For any given communication channel realization H , the following

inequalities hold

T−1I(X;Y|H = H) ≤ log det

(
I +

HRXH
†

σ2
c

)
; (42a)

EX [Φ (INs ⊗ RX)] ≥ Φ (INs ⊗RX) , (42b)

6Gaussian signaling maximizes the differential entropy, which is a measurement of uncertainty (randomness) [29].
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a natural loose (outer) bound can be obtained [5–7] from the following optimization problem

sup
RX

α log det

(
I +

HRXH
†

σ2
c

)
− (1− α)Φ (INs ⊗RX)

s.t. RX = R†
X, RX ⪰ 0, Tr(RX) = NP0.

(43)

For any given α ∈ [0, 1] and channel realization H , denote the optimal statistical correlation matrix to (43) as

R⋆
X(α), an outer bound {(ϵout(α),Rout(α))|α ∈ [0, 1]} is given by

Rout(α) = EH

[
log det

(
I +

HR⋆
X(α)H

†

σ2
c

)]
; (44a)

ϵout(α) = E {Φ [I ⊗R⋆
X(α)]} . (44b)

(44) is achieved when the input signal X is simultaneously Gaussian (for the equality in (44a) to hold) and isometry

(for the equality in (44b) to hold), which is not practically feasible. As a result, (44) is an outer bound.

b) MMSE-Rate Inner Bounds: Based on the MMSE-Rate outer bound (44), the following achievable inner

bounds may be obtained with the following signaling strategies.

⋇ “Ps−Pc Time-Sharing” Bound. The two optimal points Ps and Pc maybe connected exploiting the time-sharing

strategy, which assigns probability ps ∈ [0, 1] to apply the Ps−achieving strategy and probability pc = 1− ps

to apply the Pc−achieving strategy [7]. This is a baseline ISAC scheme which splits orthogonal resources

between sensing and communication [20] due to the inability to simultaneously perform SAC functionalities.

⋇ “Sensing-Based Inner Bound”. Motivated by the Ps−achieving strategy, a sensing-based inner bound (SIB)

{(Rin
s (α), ϵins (α))|α ∈ [0, 1]} can be achieved by transmitting the following isometry signal

Xin
s (α) =

√
TUαΩ

1/2
α Ψα (45)

for each α ∈ [0, 1], where Uα ∈ CN×rα and Ωα ∈ Rrα×rα are from the decomposition of R⋆
X(α), i.e.,

R⋆
X(α) = UαΩαU

†
α, (46)

rα = rank[R⋆
X(α)], and Ψα ∈ Crα×T is a random matrix with orthonormal rows uniformly sampled from the

complex Stiefel manifold {Ψα ∈ Crα×T |ΨαΨ
†
α = Irα}7. The corresponding hish-SNR bound is

Rin
s (α) = EH

[(
1− rHα

2T

)
log

∣∣∣∣∣HR⋆
X(α)H

†

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣∣+cα0

]

+O(σ2
c ); (47a)

ϵins (α) = ϵout(α), (47b)

where rHα = rank(HR⋆
X(α)H

†), and

cα0 =
rHα

T

[(
T − rHα

2

)
log

T

e
− log Γ(T ) + log(2

√
π)

]
.

7Note that R⋆
X(α) ∈ CN×N , and rα = rank[R⋆

X(α)] ≤ N ≤ T . Therefore, Ψα must always exist.
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Ĥ is obtained

Fig. 4. ISAC signaling strategy for the case of coincided SAC channel.

⋇ “Communication-Based Inner Bound”. Motivated by the Pc−achieving strategy, a communication-based inner

bound (CIB) {(Rin
c (α), ϵinc (α))|α ∈ [0, 1]} can be achieved by transmitting the following Gaussian signal

Xin
c (α) = UαΩ

1/2
α Nα, (48)

where Uα and Ωα are from (46), and Nα ∈ Crα×N has i.i.d. zero-mean circular symmetrical complex

Gaussian entries with unit variance, i.e., E(NαN
†
α) = TIrα . The bound is

Rin
c (α) = Rout(α); (49a)

ϵinc (α) = E {Φ [I ⊗ R⋆
X(α)]} , (49b)

where R⋆
X(α) is the sample correlation matrix according to the communication-optimal distribution CN (0,R⋆

X(α)).

⋇ “CIB-SIB Time-Sharing” Bound. A time-sharing inner bound between the CIB and SIB (with respective

probability pc to apply the CIB achieving strategy and ps = 1 − pc to apply the SIB achieving strategy) can

be obtained, which is the convex envelope of CIB and SIB.

Note that when T is very large, RX ≈ RX, i.e., the sample correlation matrix is convergent to the statistical

correlation matrix. If X(α) = Xin
c (α) is transmitted, both equalities in (42) asymptotically hold. Therefore, this

outer bound can be asymptotically achieved when each column of X(α) follows the i.i.d. CN (0,R⋆
X(α)) when T is

large. Reviewing this, the waveform uncertainty tradeoff becomes less important, and water-filling tradeoff flexibly

adjusts the system’s ISAC performance when the coherence time T is large.

D. Signaling Strategy for Coincided Sensing and Communication Channel

As is often the case, sensing and communication channels can be coincided, i.e., G = H. To make follow-up

discussions fully applicable, assumptions in Section II should be modifed accordingly as follows. G has the same

distribution with H, and Σ̄g = σ2
hINNc

, and the full CSI of every H is unavailable at the transmitter.

When the Tx does not know the CSI, the “capacity” (i.e., the non-coherent capacity [19]) is achieved by

transmitting a Gaussian signal Ẍc with equal power allocation in each transmit antenna [18, Section 10.3], i.e.,

Ẍc =
√
P0N̈, (50)
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and RẌc
= E( 1

T ẌcẌ
†
c) = P0IN , where N̈ ∈ CN×T has i.i.d. zero-mean circular symmetrical complex Gaussian

entries with unit variance. As a result, with no available CSI at the transmitter, the “maximum rate” (non-coherent

capacity) is

R̈c = EH

[
log det

(
I +

P0

σ2
c

HH†
)]

, (51)

and the corresponding sensing performance limited by R̈c is

ϵ̈c = EẌc

[
Φ
(
INs

⊗ RẌc

)]
, (52)

where RẌc
= 1

T ẌcẌ
†
c is the sample correlation matrix of Ẍc.

In [14], it is proven that the non-coherent capacity (51) approaches to the coherent capacity (41) only if T →
∞. Therefore, the waveform (50) suffers from degraded communication performance due to unavailable channel

information in general cases with a finite channel coherence time.

Thanks to the sensing capability of an ISAC signal, the CSI can be firstly estimated by it, then the optimal

communication waveform can be used to maximize the rate according to the estimated CSI within one coherence

interval. This maybe done by using the compound ISAC signal X̆ = [X̆s, X̆c], where X̆s ∈ CN×T ′
is the sensing-

optimal waveform to get the channel estimation result Ĥ , and the X̆c ∈ CN×(T−T ′) is the communication-optimal

waveform according to the channel estimate Ĥ . This is demonstrated in Fig. 4. In such a configuration, X̆s and

X̆c can be interpreted as the respective pilot and data signal in conventional communication systems. To correctly

estimate the channel, T ′ ∈ [N,T ], where T ′ is the length of the channel estimation period. Intuitively, larger T ′

yields better channel estimation performance (i.e., Ĥ is more accurate).

More specifically on the compound ISAC signal, X̆s is obtained with (27) – (30) with T replaced by T ′, i.e.,

X̆s occupies first T ′ slots in one coherence interval. The channel estimation results ĥ = ĝ can be obtained using

(33), where ĥ = vec(Ĥ). Once Ĥ is obtained, the optimal communication signal (optimal with respect to Ĥ) is

utilized for more effective data communication, and X̆c is obtained through (38) – (40) with H replaced by Ĥ

and T replaced by T − T ′. The sensing and communication performance of the compound signal X̆ are defined as

ϵ̆ :=ϵ̆s(X̆s);

R̆ :=
T ′

T
R̆s(X̆s) +

T − T ′

T
R̆c(X̆c),

(53)

where ϵ̆s(X̆s) is the MMSE performance of the signal X̆s, which can be evaluated using the similar way as (30);

R̆s(X̆s) and R̆c(X̆c) are the rate performance of the signal X̆s and X̆c, they can be evaluated using the similar way

as (32) and (41), respectively.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, numerical examples are presented to illustrate the derived theories about the ISAC MMSE-Rate

characterization.
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TABLE I
NUMERICAL PARAMETER DEFAULT SETTINGS

Parameter Symbol Value/Range

B-A Tolerance for Lagrange Multiplier εµ 10−8

B-A Tolerance for Performance εJ 10−4

Comm. Channel Variance σ2
h 1

Comm. Noise Variance σ2
c 1W

Sensing Noise Variance σ2
s 1W

Transmit Power NP0 15 ∼ 20 dB

0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65
0
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The MMSE-Rate Limit (B-A)
The MMSE-Rate Region
Time-Sharing Inner Bound

Fig. 5. The MMSE-Rate performance limit for fast-fading SISO ISAC channels (15). In this plot, σ2
g = 1, and P0 = 1W.

A. Setup

The default parameter settings for the numerical plot are summarized in Table I unless otherwise stated. The

transmit power is defined as 10 log10(NP0) in dBW, representing the average power of transmit array from the

ISAC base station. The numerical results are obtained in MATLAB, where the numerical optimization problems are

solved using the numerical optimizer CVX [32], and the expectation operation is conducted with averaging over

10, 000 independent realizations.

B. Results

1) The MMSE-Rate Limit for SISO ISAC channel: This paper first demonstrates the MMSE-Rate limit for SISO

ISAC channel as discussed in Section III-A1, i.e., when N = Nc = Ns = 1, and T = 1. The results are presented in

Fig. 5. The limit curve is from the proposed B-A-type algorithm. Note that Fig. 3 portraits the optimal distribution

along the limit curve for a particular channel realization ℏ = 1, while in Fig. 5 the presented results are ergodic,

i.e., the performance is averaged according to the channel distribution h ∼ N (0, σ2
h). The limit curve exhibits a

convex shape with the simply time-sharing between the sensing- and communication- optimal points, as expected.

2) The MIMO MMSE-Rate Performance Region Characterization: In this part, the sensing channel g, whose

response is very weak due to reflections and longer propagation distances, is configured to have a statistical

correlation matrix such that Tr(Σ̄g)/(NNs) = 0.03. In calculation of sensing-limited rate in high-SNR regime, the

residual term O(σ2
c ) is neglected in (32) and (47), as indicated in [7].
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Fig. 6. The MMSE-Rate limit and other loose bounds for MIMO ISAC channels.
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Fig. 7. Sensing- and communication-optimal power allocation (T = 1).

This paper first considers the case where N = Nc = Ns = 2, and T = 2. Such parameter setting is designed to

ensure the numerical feasibility of expectation computations over the PDF of the random matrix, which necessitates

a reasonable dimensionality, as suggested in [33]. The MMSE-Rate performance region is characterized in Fig. 6.

It is observed both outer bound and SIB-CIB time sharing bound fail to accurately characterize the true limit. Note

that the CIB-SIB Time-Sharing bound expects better performance compared with Ps − Pc Time-Sharing, which

allocates orthogonal resources between sensing and communication. Still, it fails to fully leverage the WUT by only

considering the combination of SAC optimal distributions.

Next, this paper considers N = 6, Nc = Ns = 3, and T = 6, i.e., a MIMO ISAC system with larger

dimensionality, to study the effects of specific parameter. The optimal power allocation at Ps and Pc is demonstrated

in Fig. 7, where the strategy of water-filling is adopted by both sensing and communication. The plot exhibits the

water-filling tradeoff. Optimal water-filling at Ps allocates the power to 5 spatial directions with larger strength of

target scatterings, while optimal water-filling at Pc allocates the power to the 3 strongest sub-channels. Here, the

communication degree of freedom is min{N,Nc} = Nc = 3, indicating only a maximal number of 3 sub-channels

can be used to communicate.

The effects of transmit SNR are demonstrated in Fig. 8. With increased SNR, SAC performance gets better.
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Fig. 9. Effects of sensing channel dimensionality (number of widely-distributed sensing receivers) Ns.

Both Rc and ϵs are linear with respect to SNR in dB, as expected. It is also observed that the performance gaps

Rc−Rs and ϵc− ϵs are increasing with high SNR. One possible reason is that at high SNR, the two optimal power

allocation schemes Ps and Pc lose their similarity. E.g., Ps can be quite similar to Pc with some low SNR, i.e.,

if ηs = 200W, only 3 sensing sub-channels will be allocated power, as seen in Fig. 7; but Ps converges to some

scaled version of identity matrix with high SNR, i.e., when ηs → ∞. Therefore in the high SNR regime, the WFT

will become more prominent and restrict Rs and ϵc.

The effects of dimensionality of the sensing channel are demonstrated in Fig. 9, where the normalized MMSE is

the MMSE normalized by the size of the sensing channel. The normalized MMSE is used to guarantee a meaningful

comparison of the sensing performance when the dimensionalities of the parameters to be estimated are different.

With more widely-separated sensing receivers, more independently observed data will be obtained. Therefore, the

integration gain is witnessed, and the parameter estimation performance is therefore improved, as indicated in [21].

This result is also aligned with the conclusion in [34].

3) ISAC Performance with Coincided Sensing and Communication Channel: Following configuration presented

in Section III-D, the results are portrayed in Fig. 10. With longer channel estimation period T ′, both sensing and
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Fig. 10. Communication and sensing performance for different signaling strategies for coincided SAC channel (T = 40 and P0 = 3W).

communication performance of the sensing-optimal waveform X̆s improves, resulting in better channel estimation

performance, thus larger rate achieved by the communication optimal waveform X̆c. However, larger T ′ does not

improve the overall rate R̆, as the overhead is larger (although X̆s indeed provides certain rate). The channel

estimation accuracy is good enough for R̆c(X̆c) converge to the coherent rate when T ′ = N = 6. As a conclusion,

for an ISAC system with stronger sensing ability, using the sensing-optimal waveform for channel estimation in a

short period of time can achieve better communication performance than non-coherent strategy. This highlights the

huge gain of integrating SAC.

An interesting observation is that the sensing performance of the non-coherent communication-optimal signal Ẍ is

close to the sensing-optimal one. A reasonable explanation is that T = 40 is large, thus the sample correlation matrix

of Ẍ is convergent to its statistical one, demonstrating a tendency to behave like the sensing-optimal waveform.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper has provided a systematic framework for identifying the fundamental performance limits of ISAC

systems. Using variational calculus, the optimal distributions on the MMSE-Rate limit were investigated, which are

solutions to a high-dimensional complex convolutional equation. A Blahut-Arimoto-type algorithm was proposed

to numerically evaluate SAC performance and limit-achieving distribution. SAC-optimal closed-form waveforms

were derived, which demonstrate the waveform uncertainty tradeoff and waterfilling tradeoff within ISAC. More-

over, a compound signaling strategy for coincided SAC channels was proposed to estimate the channel using

the sensing-optimal waveform and to convey information using the communication-optimal waveform over the

estimated channel. It demonstrates the potential for significant performance improvements by integrating sensing

and communication.

Overall, this study presents an approach to identify the joint estimation- and information-theoretic performance

limits for ISAC systems. The theoretical findings in this work highlight both gains and tradeoffs between sensing

and communication within an integrated random waveform, and hopefully provide valuable insights into practical

ISAC system performance characterization and design for future wireless networks.
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APPENDIX A

PROOF OF Theorem 1

With communication channel realization H = H , the input-output relationship of the MIMO communication

channel reduces to Y = HX+ Zc. With a given α ∈ [0, 1], the conditional mutual information is

I(X;Y|H = H)

= h(Y|H)− h(Y|X,H)

= h(Y)− h(Zc)

= −
∫

pY(Y , α) log pY(Y , α)dY − h(Zc).

Note that h(Zc) is independent of the input distribution pY(Y , α). Therefore, (10) reduces to

sup
pX(X,α),pY(Y ,α)

−α

T

∫
pY(Y , α) log pY(Y , α)dY +

−(1−α)

∫
pX(X, α)Tr

(̄
Σ

−1
g +

1

σ2
s

INs
⊗XX†

)−1

dX

(A.1a)

s.t.

∫
pX(X, α)dX = 1, (A.1b)∫
pX(X, α)Tr

(
XX†) dX = TNP0, (A.1c)∫

pY(Y , α)dY = 1, (A.1d)

pY(Y , α) =

∫
pX(X, α)pZc

(Y −HX)dX, (A.1e)

where pZc
(·) is the distribution of the communication noise Zc, which is assumed to be Gaussian. Expanding

pX(X, α) =
∫
pX(X, α)pZc

(Y −HX)dY , (A.1) reduces to

inf
pX(X,α),pY(Y ,α)

∫∫
pX(X, α)pZc

(Y −HX)

[
α

T
log pY(Y , α) + (1−α)Tr

(̄
Σ

−1
g +

1

σ2
s

INs
⊗XX†

)−1
]
dXdY

(A.2a)

s.t.

∫∫
pX(X, α)pZc

(Y −HX)dXdY = 1, (A.2b)∫∫
pX(X, α)pZc(Y −HX)Tr

(
XX†) dXdY = TNP0, (A.2c)

pY(Y , α) =

∫
pX(X, α)pZc

(Y −HX)dX, (A.2d)

which can be efficiently solved with the method of variational calculus.

Using [35, Corollary 1], the functional optimization problem (A.1) is equivalent to

inf
pX,pY

U [pX, pY]=

∫∫ [
K(X,Y , pX, pY)dX+K̃(Y , pY)

]
dY ,
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where

K(X,Y , pX, pY) = pX(X, α)pZc
(Y −HX)

[
α

T
log pY(Y , α) + (1− α)Tr

(
Σ̄

−1
g + σ−2

s INs
⊗XX†

)−1

+

+ µ̃1(α) + µ̃2(α)Tr(XX†)− µ̃3(α)

]
,

(A.3)

and

K̃(Y , pY) = µ̃3(α)pY(Y , α). (A.4)

In (A.3) and (A.4), µ̃1(α), µ̃2(α) and µ̃3(α) are respectively the Lagrange multipliers associated with the

constraints (A.2b), (A.2c) and (A.2d). Based on [35, Corollary 2], confirming the first-order variation conditions,

the optimal solutions must satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equations
p⋆X(X, α)

p⋆Y(Y , α)

 = arg
pX,pY

{∫
∂K(X,Y , pX, pY)

∂pX
dY = 0,

∫
∂K(X,Y , pX, pY)

∂pY
dX +

∂K̃(Y , pY)

∂pY
= 0

}
. (A.5)

⋇ α ∈ (0, 1]. Solving (A.5) yields µ̃3(α) = −α/T , and (13), where µ1(α) =
T
α [µ̃3(α) − µ̃1(α)], and µ2(α) =

−T
α µ̃2(α) are the transformed Lagrange multipliers for simplicity. The distribution p⋆Y(Y , α) is limit-achieving

if and only if it satisfies (13).

⋇ α = 0. Solving (A.5) yields

Tr

(̄
Σ

−1
g +

1

σ2
s

INs
⊗XX†

)−1

+µ̃1(0)+µ̃2(0)Tr(XX†)=0, (A.6)

∀X ∈ CN×T , and µ̃3(0) = 0. The Lagrange multipliers µ̃1(0) and µ̃2(0) should be selected to satisfy the

constraints (A.2b) and (A.2c), this yields (14).

Note that (A.6) is only a function of XX†, which indicates that a valid optimal input distribution p⋆X(X, 0)

satisfies that the sample correlation matrix of the input signal RX = XX†/T is deterministic.

■

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF Theorem 2

When α ∈ (0, 1], (13) reduces to ∫
1√
2π

e−
(y−ℏx)2

2 log p⋆y (y, α)dy

= (1− 1

α
)

1

σ−2
g + σ−2

s x2
+ µ1(α) + µ2(α)x

2.

(B.1)

To solve for p⋆y (y, α) from it, consider the Hermite series expansion on log p⋆y (y, α)

log p⋆y (y, α) =

∞∑
i=1

ci(α)Hei(y), (B.2)
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where Hei(y) is the i-th Hermite polynomial defined as

Hei(y) = (−1)i exp

(
y2

2

)
∂i

∂yi
exp

(
−y2

2

)
.

Assume for now that p⋆y (y, α) exists and well-defined. The expansion (B.2) is valid because log p⋆y (y, α) is a

continuous function with respect to y, and log p⋆y (y, α) is square integrable with the weight function exp(−y2/2)

[36]. The generating functions of Hermite polynomials are

exp

(
−ℏ2x2

2
+ ℏxy

)
=

∞∑
i=0

(ℏx)i

i!
Hei(y).

According to Parseval’s theorem,∫
1√
2π

e−
(y−ℏx)2

2 log p⋆y (y, α)dy =

∞∑
i=0

ci(α)(ℏx)i.

To solve for p⋆y (y, α) in (B.2), the Hermite coefficients {ci(α)} must be determined. This is done by equating

the coefficients of every power of x from both sides of the equation

∞∑
i=0

ci(α)(ℏx)i = (1− 1

α
)

1

σ−2
g + σ−2

s x2
+ µ1(α) + µ2(α)x

2. (B.3)

Therefore, ci(α) = (1− 1
α )c̃i+δ(i)µ1(α)+δ(i−2)µ2(α)/ℏ2, where c̃i are the coefficients related to the 1/(σ−2

g +

σ−2
s x2) term.

⋇ α ∈ (0, 1). Consider the power series expansion

1

σ−2
g + σ−2

s x2
= σ2

g

[
1−
(
σg

σs
x

)2
+

(
σg

σs
x

)4
−
(
σg

σs
x

)6
+· · ·

]
,

only for |x| < σs/σg. However, (B.3) must hold for any x. Therefore, in general c̃i(α) does not exist for all i,

and hence p⋆y (y, α) does not exist8. This suggests that the limit itself is not achievable from any distribution.

⋇ α = 1. ci(1) = δ(i)µ1(1) + δ(i− 2)µ2(1)/ℏ2. Therefore,

p⋆y (y, 1) = exp(µ1(1)− µ2(1)/ℏ2) exp(µ2(1)y
2/ℏ2),

which is a Gaussian distribution. Since the noise is a Gaussian random variable, the optimal input distribu-

tion p⋆x (x, 1) is Gaussian. Plugging into (14), µ1(1) = − log
√

2π(ℏ2P0 + σ2
c ) − 1

2(ℏ2P0+σ2
c )

, and µ2(1) =

− ℏ2

2(ℏ2P0+σ2
c )

, and the optimal distributions can be derived as (16) and (17).

⋇ α = 0. (A.6) reduces to
1

σ−2
g + σ−2

s x2
+ µ̃1(0) + µ̃2(0)x

2 = 0,

which is a function of x2. Due to the power constraint, x2 = P0 must hold, and µ̃1(0) and µ̃2(0) can be solved

accordingly. This suggests the random input signal must have a deterministic sample power (correlation). To

8An alternative approach is that the left hand side of (B.1) can be regarded as the convolution between an unknown function log p⋆y (y, α) and
the Gaussian density, while the 1/(σ−2

g +σ−2
s x2) term in the right hand side of (B.1) can be regarded as scaled density of Cauchy distribution.

According to [37, Example 1], Cauchy cannot be a Gaussian convolution. Therefore, p⋆y (y, α) does not exist.
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maximize the mutual information, the randomness of the input signal should be maximized, i.e., x = ±√
P0

should occure with equal probability [29, Theorem 2.6.4]. Therefore, the optimal distributions can be derived

as (18) and (19).

■

APPENDIX C

BLAHUT-ARIMONO TYPE OF ALGORITHM FOR EVALUATING THE MMSE-RATE LIMIT

A. Derivation

With communication channel realization H = H , the input-output relationship of the MIMO communication

channel reduces to Y = HX+ Zc. The conditional mutual information is rewritten as

I(X;Y|H = H) =

∫
pX,Y|H(X,Y |H) log

pX,Y|H(X,Y |H)

pX|H(X|H)pY|H(Y |H)
dXdY

=

∫
pX(X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log

ϕ(X|Y ,H)

pX(X)
dXdY ,

(C.1)

where ϕ(X|Y ,H) is the conditional probability (transition probability from the channel output to input).

With a given α ∈ (0, 1], (10) reduces to

sup
pX

α

T

∫
pX(X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log

ϕ(X|Y ,H)

pX(X)
dXdY − (1− α)

∫
pX(X)Φ̃(X)dX (C.2a)

s.t.

∫
pX(X)dX = 1, (C.2b)∫
Tr(XX†)pX(X)dX = NTP0, (C.2c)

where Φ̃(X) = Tr
(̄
Σ

−1
g + 1

σ2
s
INs

⊗XX†
)−1

for simplicity. Applying the alternating double maximization principle,

the objective functional (C.2a) reduces to

sup
pX

sup
ϕ

J̆(pX, ϕ), (C.3)

where J̆(pX, ϕ) =
∫
J(pX, ϕ,X)dX with

J(pX, ϕ,X) =

∫
α

T
pX(X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log

ϕ(X|Y ,H)

pX(X)
dY − (1− α)pX(X)Φ̃(X) + νϕ(X|Y ,H), (C.4)

and ν is the associated Lagrange multiplier to guarantee
∫
ϕ(X|Y ,H)dX = 1. For a fixed pX, the optimal

transition probability ϕ⋆ is

ϕ⋆ = argϕ

{
∂

∂ϕ
J(pX, ϕ,X) = 0

}
= −αpX(X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H)

Tν
=

pX(X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H)∫
pX(X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H)dX

. (C.5)

Given ϕ⋆, the optimization is over pX. Denote

J̃(pX,X) =

∫
α

T
pX(X)pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log

ϕ⋆

pX(X)
dY −(1−α)pX(X)Φ̃(X)+µ̃1pX(X)+µ̃2pX(X)Tr(XX†),
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where µ̃1 and µ̃2 are the associated Lagrange multipliers. The optimal input probability p⋆X is

p⋆X = argpX

{
∂

∂pX
J̃(pX,X) = 0

}
,

which yields

p⋆X =
exp

[∫
pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log ϕ⋆dY

]
exp

[
1− µ1 − µ2Tr(XX†) + ( 1

α − 1)T Φ̃(X)
]

=
p⋆X exp

[∫
pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log

pY|X,H(Y |X,H)∫
p⋆
XpY|X,H(Y |X,H)dX

dY
]

exp(1− µ1) exp
[
−µ2Tr(XX†) + ( 1

α − 1)T Φ̃(X)
] ,

(C.6)

where µ1 = T
α µ̃1, and µ2 = T

α µ̃2 for simplicity. To solve for the associated Lagrange multipliers, plugging (C.6)

into (C.2b) and (C.2c) yields

∫ p⋆X exp
[∫

pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log
pY|X,H(Y |X,H)∫

p⋆
XpY|X,H(Y |X,H)dX

dY
]

exp(1− µ1) exp
[
−µ2Tr(XX†) + ( 1

α − 1)T Φ̃(X)
] dX = 1;

∫
Tr(XX†)

p⋆X exp
[∫

pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log
pY|X,H(Y |X,H)∫

p⋆
XpY|X,H(Y |X,H)dX

dY
]

exp(1− µ1) exp
[
−µ2Tr(XX†) + ( 1

α − 1)T Φ̃(X)
] dX = NTP0.

Eliminating the common scaling factor exp(1− µ1) from above two equations yields

∫ (
1− Tr(XX†)

NTP0

) p⋆X exp
[∫

pY|X,H(Y |X,H) log
pY|X,H(Y |X,H)∫

p⋆
XpY|X,H(Y |X,H)dX

dY
]

exp
[
( 1
α − 1)T Φ̃(X)

] exp
[
µ2Tr(XX†)

]
dX

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=f(µ2)

= 0.

It is obseved that f(µ2) = 0 is a non-linear equation with respect to µ2. µ2 can be solved using the Newton-Raphson

method numerically, yielding the iterative solution

µ
(j)
2 = µ

(j−1)
2 − f(µ

(j−1)
2 )

f ′(µ(j−1)
2 )

.

Once µ2 is obtained, p⋆X can be iteratively calculated from (C.6). ■

B. Proof of Convergence

First, it is shown that the functional J̆(pX, ϕ) in (C.3) is concave with respect to the ordered pair (pX, ϕ). Denote

two ordered functional pairs as (p
(1)
X , ϕ(1)), (p(2)X , ϕ(2)), and κ ∈ [0, 1], κ̄ := 1 − κ. According to the log sum

inequality [29, Theorem 2.7.1]

α

T
(κp

(1)
X + κ̄p

(2)
X ) log

κp
(1)
X + κ̄p

(2)
X

κϕ(1) + κ̄ϕ(2)
+ (1− α)(κp

(1)
X + κ̄p

(2)
X )Φ̃(X)

≤ κ
α

T
p
(1)
X log

p
(1)
X

ϕ(1)
+ κ̄

α

T
p
(2)
X log

p
(2)
X

ϕ(2)
+ κ(1− α)p

(1)
X Φ̃(X) + κ̄(1− α)p

(2)
X Φ̃(X).

Multiplying both sides with −pY|X,H(Y |X,H) and integrating with respect to Y yield

J(κp
(1)
X + κ̄p

(2)
X , κϕ(1)+ κ̄ϕ(2),X)−ν(κϕ(1)+ κ̄ϕ(2)) ≥ κ[J(p

(1)
X , ϕ(1),X)−νϕ(1)]+ κ̄[J(p

(2)
X , ϕ(2),X)−νϕ(2)],
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where J(·) is given in (C.4). Integrating both sides with X and simplifying yield

J̆(κp
(1)
X + κ̄p

(2)
X , κϕ(1) + κ̄ϕ(2)) ≥ κJ̆(p

(1)
X , ϕ(1)) + κ̄J̆(p

(2)
X , ϕ(2)).

Therefore, J̆(pX, ϕ) is concave. According to [24, Theorem 9.5], J̆(p(∞)
X , ϕ(∞)) → suppX,ϕ

J̆(pX, ϕ), demonstrating

procedures provided in Algorithm 1 is convergent to the MMSE-Rate limit. ■

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF Theorem 4

Proof: It is straightforward to verify that Ūg = INs
⊗Ug, Λ̄g = INs

⊗Λg, and P̄s = INs
⊗Ps using properties

of Kronecker product under assumption (A1*). Now, ϵs can be found from the following optimization problem

ϵs

= inf EX Φ (INs ⊗ RX)

= inf EX Tr

[(
INs

⊗UgΛ
−1
g U †

g +
T

σ2
s

INs
⊗ RX

)−1
]

= inf EX Tr

[
I−1
Ns

⊗
(
UgΛ

−1
g U †

g + Tσ−2
s RX

)−1
]

= Ns × inf EX Tr
[(
Σ−1

g + Tσ−2
s RX

)−1
]

= Ns × inf EX Tr

[(
Σ−1

g + σ−2
s XX†

)−1
]
,

where the minimization is with respect to the density pX(X). It is minimized if and only if the support of pX(X)

is the optimal solution set {
arg inf

X
Tr
[(
Σ−1

g + σ−2
s XX†)−1

]}
.

Therefore, the sensing-optimal waveform is obtained by solving the following deterministic minimization problem

inf
X

Tr
[(
Σ−1

g + σ−2
s XX†)−1

]
s.t. Tr(XX†) = TNP0.

(D.1)

Denote transformation F = X†Ug/σs, it immediately follows X = σsUgF
†. Using decomposition (26),

Tr
[(
Σ−1

g + σ−2
s XX†)−1

]
= Tr

[(
Λ−1

g + F †F
)−1

]
.

Next, the expression Tr[(Λ−1
g + F̄ )−1] will be minimized based on the following lemma, where F̄ := F †F .

Lemma 2: The following inequality

Tr(A−1) ≥ r2A[Tr(A)]−1

holds for A = A†, A ⪰ 0, where rA = rank(A) with the equality holds if and only if all the eigenvalues of A

are equal, and A is some scaled version of the identity matrix IrA .



SUMBITTED TO THE IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY 32

Proof: According to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

r2A =

(
rA∑
i=1

√
αi

1√
αi

)2

≤
(

rA∑
i=1

αi

)(
rA∑
i=1

1

αi

)

= Tr(A)Tr(A−1),

where {αi}rAi=1 are the rA eigenvalues of A. The equality holds if and only if the two vectors (
√
α1, · · · ,√αrA)

T

and (1/
√
α1, · · · , 1/√αrA)

T are parallel, i.e., all αi’s are equal.

Consider the eigenvalue decomposition of A

A = UAdiag(α1, · · · , αrA)U
†
A

= UAdiag(α1, · · · , α1)U
†
A

= UAα1IrAU
†
A

= α1IrA ,

i.e., A is a scaled version of the identity matrix. ■

According to the above lemma, Tr[(Λ−1
g + F̄ )−1] is minimized only if Λ−1

g + F̄ is diagonal (note Λ−1
g is

diagonal, thus F̄ should be diagonal), and 1/λi + f̄i = k is a constant for i ∈ {1, · · · , N} with f̄i := [F̄ ]ii

being the i-th diagonal entry of F̄ . Therefore, f̄i = k − 1/λi, ∀i ∈ {1, · · · , N}, where k is chosen such that∑N
i=1 (k − 1/λi) = TNP0/σ

2
s .

Note that f̄i ≥ 0 should be satisfied. In this case, the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions [25, Chapter 5] are applied

to verify the solution

f̄⋆
i =

(
k − 1

λi

)+

, ∀ i ∈ {1, · · · , N} (D.2)

is the optimal assignment, where k is chosen to satisfy

N∑
i=1

(
k − 1

λi

)+

= TNP0/σ
2
s .

The corresponding MMSE at Ps is

ϵs = Ns

N∑
i=1

λi

λi(k − 1
λi
)+ + 1

.

Denote F̄
⋆
= diag(f̄⋆

1 , · · · , f̄⋆
N ) as the optimal solution to minimize Tr(Λ−1

g + F̄ )], where f̄⋆
i ’s are from (D.2).

Note that F̄ = F †F is invariant to post-multiplication of F by any proper orthonormal matrix. Therefore, the

optimal F ⋆ has a more general form

F ⋆ = Ψ†(F̄
⋆
)1/2,

where Ψ ∈ CN×T is any random matrix with orthonormal rows, i.e., ΨΨ† = IN . The corresponding sensing-
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optimal waveform is

Xs = σsUg(F
⋆)† = σsUg(F̄

⋆
)1/2Ψ.

Further setting ηs = kσ2
s yields (27) – (30). From Theorem 3, RXs

= RXs
= UgPsU

†
g /T . ■

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF Theorem 6

Proof: Starting from the conditional mutual information,

I(X;Y|H = H)

= h(Y|H)− h(y1, · · · , yT |X,H)

= h(Y|H)−
T∑

i=1

h(yi|X, y1, · · · , yi−1,H)

(a)
= h(Y|H)−

T∑
i=1

h(yi|xi,H)

(b)
≤

T∑
i=1

h(yi|H)−
T∑

i=1

h(yi|xi,H)

=

T∑
i=1

I(xi; yi|H)

(c)
≤

T∑
i=1

log det
(
I + σ−2

c HRxiH
†)

(d)
≤ T log det

(
I + σ−2

c H

∑T
i=1 Rxi

T
H†
)

= T log det

(
I +

HRXH
†

σ2
c

)
,

where h(·) denotes the differential entropy, xi = Xei and yi = Yei respectively denotes the transmitted and received

signal at the i-th frame, (a) follows from yi only depends on xi and H , equality in (b) holds if and only if xi’s

are independent (and so are yi’s), equality in (c) holds if and only if xi ∼ CN (0,Rxi) for i ∈ {1, · · · , T} with

Rxi = E(xix†i ) being the statistical correlation matrix of xi, and (d) is from the Jensen’s inequality, in which the

equality holds if and only if Rxi =
∑T

i=1 Rxi/T = RX for i ∈ {1, · · · , T}.

Therefore, conditioned on each H , the maximum MI is obtained when each xi follows CN (0,RX) independently.

The optimization problem (34) now converts into

Rc = EH

[
sup
RX

log det

(
I +

HRXH
†

σ2
c

)]

s.t. RX = R†
X, RX ⪰ 0, Tr(RX) = NP0.

(E.1)

Optimization problem (E.1) should be solved by designing the statistical correlation matrix RX to maximize the

rate for each realization H . This problem has been studied in [18, 38]: the optimal statistical covariance matrix
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(also the correlation matrix for the zero-mean signal) is obtained by adopting water-filling power allocation strategy

according to the singular value decomposition of H . This is also known as the MIMO capacity-achieving strategy.

Denote RXc
as the optimal statistical correlation matrix to (E.1) for each channel realization H . (37)–(41) can be

further derived following similar procedures in [18, 38]. ■
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