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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC)
boosts network efficiency by using existing resources for diverse
sensing applications. In this work, we propose a cell-free mas-
sive MIMO (multiple-input multiple-output)-ISAC framework
to detect unauthorized drones while simultaneously ensuring
communication requirements. We develop a detector to identify
passive aerial targets by analyzing signals from distributed
access points (APs). In addition to the precision of the sensing,
timeliness of the sensing information is also crucial due to the
risk of drones leaving the area before the sensing procedure
is finished. We introduce the age of sensing (AoS) and sensing
coverage as our sensing performance metrics and propose a
joint sensing blocklength and power optimization algorithm to
minimize AoS and maximize sensing coverage while meeting
communication requirements. Moreover, we propose an adaptive
weight selection algorithm based on concave-convex procedure to
balance the inherent trade-off between AoS and sensing coverage.
Our numerical results show that increasing the communication
requirements would significantly reduce both the sensing cover-
age and the timeliness of the sensing. Furthermore, the proposed
adaptive weight selection algorithm can provide high sensing
coverage and reduce the AoS by 45% compared to the fixed
weights, demonstrating efficient utilization of both power and
sensing blocklength.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC),
cell-free massive MIMO, C-RAN, power allocation, multi-static
sensing, age of sensing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has emerged
as a promising paradigm in 6G and future wireless networks,
enabling simultaneous communication and sensing within the
same infrastructure. By leveraging ISAC, wireless systems
can efficiently detect and track terrestrial and aerial targets
while maintaining seamless communication services. Cell-
free massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems,
characterized by distributed antennas, achieve higher spectrum
efficiency than traditional small-cell setups supporting both
terrestrial and aerial user equipments (UEs) [1], [2]. The
distributed nature of cell-free systems offers unique advan-
tages for ISAC implementation by enhancing coverage, spatial
diversity, and improved detection accuracy, making them well-
suited for detecting unauthorized drones.

In the context of cell-free massive MIMO-ISAC systems,
previous studies have primarily focused on terrestrial targets.

This work was supported by Swedish Innovation Agency Funded (VIN-
NOVA) through the SweWIN center (2023-00572).

The work in [3] introduces a maximum a posteriori ratio test
detector and a power allocation strategy to enhance sensing
performance. However, aerial targets such as drones have
unique characteristics due to their altitude and distance from
APs. The authors in [4] propose a sensing-centric (SC) power
allocation strategy that maximizes the detection SNR to en-
hance detection performance for an aerial target in orthogonal
time frequency space (OTFS)-aided cell-free massive MIMO
ISAC systems.

For target detection, two key metrics are detection and
false alarm probabilities, reflecting the precision of sensing
information. With aerial targets, the system must ensure high
detection probability across a wide area. Thus, we define
sensing coverage as the percentage of the area where detec-
tion probability exceeds a threshold. Alongside precision and
coverage, the timeliness of sensing is crucial for detecting
drones before they leave the area. The age of sensing (AoS)
quantifies the freshness of sensing data, representing the
time between the current moment and when the data was
generated, as introduced in [5]. AoS depends on the time
required to update sensing information. In [6], two schemes
are proposed to minimize the peak age of information (PAoI)
in the internet of vehicles (IoV) environments: the sensing-
computing-computation (SCC) scheme, where vehicles handle
all tasks, and the partial-offloading SCC (PO-SCC) scheme,
where vehicles offload computational tasks to roadside units.
These algorithms optimize beamforming, resource allocation,
and offloading to reduce PAoI, but do not incorporate ISAC
or cell-free massive MIMO systems.

In this paper, we define two key tasks for ISAC networks:
the communication task, ensuring that users meet a minimum
signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR), and the sensing
task, aimed at detecting unauthorized drones. Our main goal
is to minimize AoS while maximizing sensing coverage,
all while meeting communication requirements. To minimize
AoS, we reduce the observation period at each sensing loca-
tion, which is influenced by the sensing blocklength. Since
power is shared between sensing and communication, we
propose a joint optimization algorithm that adjusts sensing
blocklength and power to maximize sensing coverage and
minimize AoS while ensuring communication performance.
However, some locations may require longer observation times
for high sensing coverage. The main contribution of this paper
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the ISAC system setup.

is to balance this trade-off by introducing a novel weight selec-
tion algorithm that dynamically adjusts the trade-off between
sensing coverage and AoS. This algorithm efficiently allocates
power and blocklength to maintain high detection probability
while minimizing sensing time, ultimately improving network
performance.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an ISAC system in a cell-free massive MIMO
setup on top of the centralized radio access network (C-
RAN) architecture, as illustrated in Fig. 1, featuring down-
link communication and multi-static sensing, where sensing
transmitters and receivers are not co-located. The system
comprises L terrestrial ISAC transmit APs and R terrestrial
sensing receive APs, all interconnected through fronthaul links
to a central cloud and fully synchronized [1]. We define
L = {1, · · · , L} and R = {1, · · · , R} as the set of transmit
and receive APs, respectively. Each AP is equipped with M
antennas arranged in a horizontal uniform linear array (ULA).

All ISAC transmit APs jointly serve K terrestrial UEs
by transmitting centralized precoded signals. Simultaneously,
the APs contribute to the detection of aerial targets, such as
drones, by transmitting an additional sequence of τs sensing
symbols towards candidate sensing locations. The sensing
signal utilizes the same time-frequency resources as the com-
munication signal, with τs denoting the sensing blocklength.
A beam-searching method is employed, whereby the transmit
APs cooperatively direct a sensing beam towards a predeter-
mined location during a single observation period. In parallel,
the receive APs actively detect the presence of the target
before shifting their focus to the subsequent location. All
signal processing tasks are centralized in the cloud, with a
line-of-sight (LOS) connection assumed between each AP and
the target.

A. Signal Model and Downlink Communication

We define the communication/sensing channel from all
the LM transmit antennas to UE k and the target in
the network as h∗

k =
[
hH
k,1 . . . hH

k,L

]T ∈ CLM and
h∗
0 =

[
aT (φ1, ϑ1) . . . aT (φL, ϑL)

]T ∈ CLM , respec-
tively. Here, h∗

k,l ∈ CM denote the channel from transmit
AP l to UE k and a(φl, ϑl) ∈ CM is the antenna array
response vector corresponding to transmit AP l with φl

and ϑl as the azimuth and elevation angles from transmit

AP l to the target location, respectively. Assuming the an-
tennas at the APs are half-wavelength-spaced, a(φl, ϑl) =[
1 ejπ sin(φl) cos(ϑl) . . . ej(M−1)π sin(φl) cos(ϑl)

]T
[7]. We

define sk[m] as the zero-mean downlink communication sym-
bol for UE k at time instance m with unit power, i.e.,
E{|sk[m]|2} = 1. The sensing symbol, s0[m], is fixed at 1.
The transmitted signal xl[m] ∈ CM from transmit AP l at time
instance m can be written as

xl[m] =

K∑
k=0

√
ρkwk,lsk[m], l ∈ L (1)

where we use a common power control coefficient for each
UE, ρk ≥ 0, and for the target, ρ0 ≥ 0 and wk,l ∈ CM and
w0,l ∈ CM are the transmit precoding vectors for transmit AP
l corresponding to UE k and the sensing signal, respectively.
The precoding vectors for each UE and the target are jointly
selected based on the perfect channel state information (CSI)
from all the LM distributed transmit antennas. The average
transmit power for transmit AP l is computed as

Pl = E{∥xl[m]∥2} =

K∑
k=0

ρk∥wk,l∥2, l ∈ L. (2)

The precoding vectors for each transmit AP are extracted
from the concatenated centralized precoding vectors given
as wk =

[
wT

k,1 wT
k,2 . . . wT

k,L

]T ∈ CLM , for k =
0, 1, . . . ,K. Using the common coefficients and centralized
precoding approach ensure interference control based on the
overall channel from the LM antennas.

The unit-norm regularized zero-forcing (RZF) precoding
vector is constructed for UE k as wk = w̄k

∥w̄k∥ [1], where

w̄k=

 K∑
j=1

hjhH
j + λILM

−1

hk, k = 1, . . . ,K, (3)

and λ is the regularization parameter. For sensing signals, we
use unit-norm maximum ratio transmission (MRT) precoding
approach, as w0 = h0

∥h0∥ . The received signal at UE k is

zk[m] =
√
ρkhH

k wksk[m]︸ ︷︷ ︸
Desired signal

+

K∑
j=1,j ̸=k

√
ρjhH

k wjsj [m]︸ ︷︷ ︸
Interference signal due to the other UEs

+
√
ρ0hH

k w0s0[m]︸ ︷︷ ︸
Interference signal due to the sensing

+nk[m]︸ ︷︷ ︸
Noise

, (4)

where the thermal noise at the receiver of UE k is represented
by nk[m] ∼ CN (0, σ2

n). The SINR at UE k is given by

γk =
ρk
∣∣hH

k wk

∣∣2∑K
j=1,j ̸=k ρj

∣∣hH
k wj

∣∣2 + ρ0
∣∣hH

k w0

∣∣2 + σ2
n

. (5)



B. Target Detection
We consider multi-static sensing, meaning that the sensing

transmitters and the receivers are not co-located. We assume
that the target-free channel between transmit AP l and receive
AP r is acquired prior to sensing in the absence of the target.
The transmit signal xl[m] is also known at the central cloud.
Hence, except the noise, the undesired part of the received
signal at each receive AP can be cancelled. According to
s0[m] = 1, the received signal at AP r ∈ R in the presence
of the target can be expressed as1

yr[m] =

L∑
l=1

αr,l

√
βr,la(ϕr, θr)aT (φl, ϑl)

√
ρ0w0,l + nr[m],

where nr[m] ∼ CN (0, σ2
nIM ) is the receiver noise

at the M antennas of receive AP r. The matrix
αr,l

√
βr,l a(ϕr, θr) aT (φl, ϑl) represents the reflected path

through the target where ϕr and θr are the azimuth and
elevation angles from the target location to receive AP r.
Here, βr,l is the combined sensing channel gain that includes
the combined effect of the path-loss of the path through the
target and the radar cross section (RCS) variance of the target
and αr,l ∼ CN (0, 1) represents the variation of RCS values,
following the Swerling-I model, in which the velocity of the
target is low compared to the total sensing duration. Hence,
αr,l is constant throughout the consecutive symbols collected
for sensing. Moreover, we assume that they are independent
for different APs. In accordance with the previous literature
[8], we neglect the paths resulting from multi-reflections from
the other objects due to the presence of the target. Moreover,
reflections due to communication signals are disregarded, as
they are primarily directed toward terrestrial UEs, making their
impact on aerial target negligible.

For notational simplicity, we define βr ≜[√
βr,1aT (φ1, ϑ1)w0,1 . . .

√
βr,LaT (φL, ϑL)w0,L

]T ∈
CL and αr ≜

[
αr,1 αr,2 . . . αr,L

]T ∈ CL. We use
distributed maximum ratio combining (MRC) approach at
each receive AP r ∈ R by multiplying the combining vector
vH
r = aH(ϕr,θr)

∥a(ϕr,θr)∥ with the received signal, resulting in
yr[m] =

√
Mρ0 β

T
r αr + n′

r[m], (6)

where n′
r[m] = aH(ϕr,θr)

∥a(ϕr,θr)∥nr[m] ∼ CN (0, σ2
n). Finally, we

form the concatenated received signal y[m] ∈ CR by all R
receive APs involved in the sensing, i.e., r ∈ R, as follows

y[m] =
√

Mρ0β
Tα+ n[m], (7)

where βT = bdiag
(
βT
1 , . . . ,β

T
R

)
∈ CR×RL,

α =
[
αT

1 . . . αT
R

]T ∈ CRL, and n[m] =[
n′
1[m] . . . n′

R[m]
]T ∈ CR.

To detect the target we have two hypotheses as follows:

H0 : y[m] = n[m], m = 1, . . . , τs, (8)

H1 : y[m] =
√
Mρ0β

Tα+ n[m], m = 1, . . . , τs, (9)

1In practice, one should also take the cancellation error into account, which
is left as future work.

where H0 represents the hypothesis that there is no target and
H1 represents the hypothesis that the target exists and the
reflected signals from the target are received by the receive
APs. We employ a maximum a posteriori ratio test (MAPRT)
detector with the derived test statistic

T =

(
τs∑

m=1

yH [m]

)
B

(
τs∑

m=1

y[m]

)
(10)

where

B = Mρ0β
T
(
Mρ0τsβ

∗βT + σ2
nIRL

)−1

β∗. (11)

We define the detector threshold as λ, determined for a
given false alarm probability. Finally, the true hypothesis Ĥ is
estimated as

Ĥ =

{
H0, if T < λ,
H1, if T ≥ λ.

(12)

The expectation of test statistics under hypothesis H0 and H1

are given as

E{T |H0} = τs E
{

nH [m]Bn[m])
}
= τs σ

2
n tr(B) (13)

= τs σ
2
nM ρ0 tr

(
β∗βT

(
Mρ0τsβ

∗βT + σ2
nIRL

)−1
)
,

E{T |H1} = τ2sMρ0 E
{
αHβ∗ BβT α

}
(14)

+ τs E
{

nH [m]Bn[m])
}
,

= (τsMρ0)
2 tr

(
β∗βT

(
Mρ0τsβ

∗βT + σ2
nIRL

)−1

β∗βT

)
+ τs σ

2
nM ρ0 tr

(
β∗βT

(
Mρ0τsβ

∗βT + σ2
nIRL

)−1
)
,

respectively, where we have used the cyclic shift property of
the trace operation and inserted B in obtaining (14) and used
E{ααH} = IRL.

III. DRONE DETECTION WITH ISAC

As discussed in the previous section, we consider two main
goals for designing an ISAC system for unauthorized drone
detection: (i) high precision, and (ii) freshness of the decision.
Aiming the wide area drone detection, we consider sensing
coverage as the main metric modeling the precision, while the
age of sensing models the freshness of the decision. Below,
we detail our sensing performance metrics.

A. Age of Sensing

The freshness of the decision is important especially for
drones. Due to their high speed, a taken decision should be
refreshed with a high speed. For example, if the drone moves
faster than the sensing duration of the whole map, it can
be completely undetected by the ISAC system. This brings
the necessity to model the freshness of the sensing decision.
Inspired by [5], we define the AoS as the elapsed time since
the latest target existence decision at a specific location. We
express AoS at time t as: ∆(t) = t−Uu(t), where Uu(t) marks
the time of the latest decision at that specific location. Here,



the subscript u represents the index of the latest update. We
consider a wide-area sensing scenario in which the proposed
system scans S equidistant points across the area. Our system
scans distributed points sequentially, making the maximum
AoS the interval until all points are checked—equivalent to
the total observation time. Since in the considered procedure,
area and locations are predetermined, the total AoS of the
system can be modeled deterministically as

∆total =

S∑
s=1

Ts(τs) ≈
S∑

s=1

τs
B
, (15)

where Ts is the time to observe location s, depending on the
sensing blocklength τs. Since the major influencing factor for
the AoS is sensing blocklength τs, we can approximate AoS
as the right term above, where B is the symbol rate.

B. Sensing Coverage

We let Pd(s) denote the detection probability in the sens-
ing location s and Pth be the desired detection probability
threshold. Given that the system senses S sensing locations, we
define the sensing coverage as the percentage that the system
can achieve detection probability over the threshold, given by

Ac =

∑S
s=1 u(Pd(s)− Pth)

S
× 100, (16)

where u(xs) is the unit step function, the value of which is
equal to one if xs ≥ 0 and zero otherwise.

C. Multi-Objective Optimization Problem

An ideal ISAC system for wide area drone sensing aims
maximizing the sensing coverage while minimizing the AoS
subject to the communication constraints. These two goals
conflict with each other since higher sensing duration increases
the detection probability while also increasing the AoS. There-
fore, we cast the ISAC wide area drone detection problem as
a multi-objective problem as below:

maximize
τs,{ρk}K

k=0

ω0

(∑S
s=1 u(Pd(s)− Pth)

S

)
− ω1

S∑
s=1

τs
B

(17a)
subject to γk ≥ γc, k = 1, . . . ,K (17b)

Pl ≤ ρmax, l = 1, . . . , L (17c)
τs,min ≤ τs ≤ τs,max, s = 1, . . . , S, (17d)

where ω0 and ω1 are the weights for the sensing coverage
and the AoS, respectively. As w0 increases, the problem is
more focused on maximizing the sensing coverage, while as
w0 gets close to 0, the problem will minimize the AoS. γc
is the SINR constraint that maintains the communication link,
which means if the total downlink power is fixed, the higher
γc is, the lower the sensing power will be allocated. ρmax is
the per-AP power budget.

Remark 1: Given that there is no resource sharing between
sensing points, maximizing the sensing coverage is equivalent
to maximizing the detection probability at each sensing point
s. Similarly, minimizing AoS corresponds to minimizing the

sensing duration at each point. Therefore, the optimization
problem can be addressed independently for each of the S
sensing points, where τ∗s and P ∗

d (s) are the optimal sensing
blocklength and detection probability for the sensing point
s. In this case, the optimal AoS and sensing coverage can
be respectively given as ∆∗

total =
∑S

s=1
τ∗
s

B , and A∗
c =∑S

s=1 u(P∗
d (s)−Pth)

S .
Due to the analytical intractability of the detection prob-

ability and false alarm probability, we will utilize the test
statistic, E{T |H1} −E{T |H0}, as a measure of precision. In
this case, for an arbitrary sensing point s, the multi-objective
optimization problem can be given as

maximize
τs,{ρk}K

k=0

ω0 (E{T |H1} − E{T |H0})− ω1τs (18a)

subject to γk ≥ γc, k = 1, . . . ,K (18b)
Pl ≤ ρmax, l = 1, . . . , L (18c)
τs,min ≤ τs ≤ τs,max. (18d)

The first objective is to maximize E{T |H1} − E{T |H0} and
the second objective is to minimize the sensing blocklength,
τs. We first define a new optimization variable ρk ≜ ρkτs.
Expanding (18b), we get

K∑
j=1,j ̸=k

ρj |hH
k wj |2 + ρ0|hH

k w0|2 + σ2
nτs ≤ ρk

|hH
k wk|2

γc
(19)

and expanding (18c), we get
K∑

k=0

ρk∥wk,l∥2 ≤ ρmaxτs, l = 1, . . . , L. (20)

We also denote the eigenvalue decomposition of β∗βT by
β∗βT = UDUH where D is the diagonal matrix with real-
valued non-negative eigenvalues in descending order along its
diagonal. We denote the ith eigenvalue by di. Then, the first
term in the objective function can be written as

E{T |H1} − E{T |H0} = (Mτsρ0)
2

× tr
(
UDUH

(
Mρ0τsUDUH + σ2

nUUH
)−1

UDUH
)

= (Mτsρ0)
2

R∑
i=1

d2i
Mρ0τsdi + σ2

n

(21)

Defining xi = Mρ0τsdi, the objective function becomes
R∑
i=1

x2
i

xi + σ2
n

. (22)

To solve the optimization problem, we define x2
i

xi+σ2
n
≥ yi and

maximize
∑R

i=1 yi, instead, with the constraints
x2
i ≥ yixi + yiσ

2
n, ∀i (23)

which is equivalent to
3x2

i + y2i ≥ (xi + yi)
2 + 2yiσ

2
n, ∀i. (24)

This constraint is non-convex. Applying convex-concave pro-
cedure (CCP) to the left-hand side of (24), we can linearize
the second-order terms as



6x
(c−1)
i xi + 2 y

(c−1)
i yi − 3

(
x
(c−1)
i

)2
−
(
y
(c−1)
i

)2
≥ (xi + yi)

2 + 2yiσ
2
n, ∀i, (25)

where c is the iteration index. CCP helps to transform the con-
straint into a quadratic convex constraint. The feasible point
pursuit (FPP) approach can also be employed to guarantee a
feasible start [9]. The optimization problem can be given as

maximize
τs,{yi,xi}R

i=1,{ρk}K
k=0

ω0

R∑
i=1

yi − ω1τs (26a)

subject to (19), (20), (18d), (25)
xi = Mdiρ0, ∀i, (26b)

where it is in a convex form and can be solved iteratively by
any convex program solver until the convergence is satisfied.
Note that, the solution of (26) is not the global optimal of
the original problem due to the CCP relaxation, however, it
is guaranteed to be a Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) point if the
original problem is feasible [9].

D. Adaptive Weight Selection Algorithm

In the optimization problem (18), the values of ω0 and
ω1 dictate the trade-off between precision and speed in sens-
ing. Based on the chosen sensing point, assigning the same
weights can give different detection probabilities and sensing
blocklengths. To ensure high coverage while minimizing the
AoS, we propose an iterative algorithm that selects the optimal
weights for each sensing location. This results in a minimized
sensing blocklength while ensuring the detection probability
meets a minimum threshold. The steps of the algorithm are
outlined in Algorithm 1. The algorithm starts by assigning
the full weight to the precision, trying to utilize all sensing
blocklength to satisfy the aimed detection probability. If it
is not satisfied, that point is assumed to be under outage. If
the threshold is satisfied, the algorithm gradually improves the
weight of the AoS minimization until the detection probability
is not satisfied. It is worth noting that, after going through
all locations in the map, there might be some points whose
detection probability cannot reach the threshold even using
maximum blocklength.

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, the numerical analysis is provided. There
are L = 5 transmit APs and R = 16 receive APs with the
height of 20m and 50m, respectively. The altitude of the
target is 100m, unless otherwise stated. The considered setup
is depicted in Fig. 2 with S = 100 sensing locations. The
number of antenna elements per AP is M = 16. There are
K = 8 UEs in the system, randomly located in a 500m×500m
area. The sensing area is 400m×400m. Downlink transmit
power at each AP is 1 W and the minimum and maximum
sensing blocklength are 50 and 300 symbols, respectively. The
system is operating at 1.9GHz with a bandwidth of 20MHz
and noise figure of 7 dB. False alarm probability threshold is

Algorithm 1 Adaptive weight selection for one sensing loca-
tion

1: Initialization: Set initial weight w0 = 0, w1 = 1, step
size r and iteration count ζ = 0 ≤ ζmax

2: ζ = ζ + 1, w0 = 1− r ∗ (ζmax − ζ) and w1 = 1− w0

3: Using CCP to solve (26) and obtain optimized blocklength
τs and power coefficients ρk, for k = 0, 1, · · · ,K.

4: Calculate test statistic T from (10) and obtain detection
probability Pd using Monte Carlo trials.

5: If Pd > Pth or ζ = ζmax , proceed to Step 6. Otherwise,
return to Step 2.

6: Output: Optimal weights ω0, ω1, blocklength τs, power
coefficients ρk and detection probability Pd.
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Fig. 2: Locations of sensing points, TX APs and RX APs for
the considered setup.

set to 0.1 and communication SINR threshold is γc = 10 dB,
unless otherwise stated.

Fig. 3a shows the relationship between sensing coverage and
AoS for S = 100 sensing locations, under three different com-
munication SINR threshold values. The detection probability
threshold is 0.9, and the curves are generated by adjusting the
weights (ω0 and ω1). As expected, sensing coverage increases
with longer sensing durations, highlighting the trade-off be-
tween sensing coverage and timeliness of sensing informa-
tion. Higher communication SINR thresholds reduce sensing
coverage due to the need for higher power allocation for
terrestrial UEs, leaving less power for sensing. For γc = 5 dB,
sensing coverage starts at 40% and rapidly approaches 100%,
showing fast growth. For γc = 10 dB, the initial coverage is
lower (around 10%), but it accelerates notably between 0.4
and 1ms, eventually reaching approximately 100% when total
sensing time is larger than 1.2ms. In contrast, γc = 15 dB
demonstrates the slowest growth. Although coverage increases
after 1ms, it peaks at around 60% reaching the maximum
sensing blocklength. This behavior underscores the limitations
of higher SINR thresholds on sensing coverage. This illustrates
how lower SINR thresholds enable faster sensing coverage,
while higher SINR thresholds, despite providing better signal
quality, require significantly longer sensing times to achieve
similar coverage.

The relationship between sensing coverage and target al-
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Fig. 3: (a) Sensing coverage vs. total sensing time for γc = 5, 10, 15 dB and Pth = 0.9, (b) sensing coverage vs. target altitude
for Pth = 0.8, 0.9, 0.99, without adaptive weight selection algorithm and (c) minimum sensing blocklength with adaptive
weight selection and Pth= 0.9.

titude is depicted in Fig. 3b for three different detection
probability thresholds. Across all detection probability thresh-
olds, sensing coverage decreases as altitude rises, indicating
the challenge of maintaining coverage at higher altitudes. At
Pth = 0.8, coverage starts at 100% and decreases gradually,
while for Pth = 0.9, coverage starts slightly lower and follows
a similar decline. The most stringent threshold, Pth = 0.99,
shows the steepest drop, starting at about 60% coverage and
quickly decreasing to near zero at higher altitudes, highlighting
the trade-off between detection accuracy and sensing coverage.

Fig. 3c presents the minimum sensing blocklength using
the proposed adaptive weight selection algorithm, under the
conditions of γc = 10 dB, target altitude of 100m, and a
detection probability threshold of Pth = 0.9. The x- and y-axis
represent the simulation area, with the color gradient showing
the optimized sensing blocklength required to meet the sensing
performance criteria. The yellow and green regions signify
shorter blocklengths, reflecting better sensing performance
in terms of AoS. A significant portion of the map appears
yellow, forming a cross-like pattern between the transmit APs,
where the sensing blocklength varies between 60 and 100
symbols in areas close to the APs. However, as the distance
from the APs increases, the blocklength becomes considerably
longer, reaching its maximum in the corner regions to meet
the detection probability threshold. This demonstrates the
spatial dependency of sensing performance on proximity to
the transmit APs.

Table. I compares the sensing coverage (Ac) and AoS
(∆total) using the proposed adaptive weight selection algo-
rithm versus fixed weights for two points from Fig. 3a when
Pth = 0.9 and γc = 10 dB. With the proposed Algorithm
1, the total sensing time is ∆total = 0.757ms, achieving a
sensing coverage of 98%. In contrast, without the algorithm,
the same sensing time of approximately 0.75ms results in
around 65% coverage. To achieve the same 98% coverage with
fixed weights, the total sensing time increases significantly to
1.4ms. The results demonstrate the advantage of the proposed
algorithm, achieving up to a 45% reduction in AoS compared
to using fixed weights.

TABLE I: Comparison of sensing coverage and age of sensing.
Ac [%] AoS [ms]

With Algorithm 1 98 0.757

With fixed weights ≈ 65 0.75

With fixed weights ≈ 98 1.4

V. CONCLUSION
In this work, we have proposed a cell-free massive MIMO-

ISAC framework that aims unauthorized drone detection. The
proposed framework optimizes jointly the power allocated to
communication and sensing signals, and the sensing block-
length to balance between two main goals: (i) precision and (ii)
timeliness, while guaranteeing communication requirements.
We modeled the precision with the sensing coverage and time-
liness with the AoS. The results demonstrate that the proposed
method reduces AoS up to 45%, while maintaining over 98%
sensing coverage, demonstrating the efficient utilization of the
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