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Abstract—Cooperative-integrated sensing and communication
(C-ISAC) networks have emerged as promising solutions for
communication and target sensing. However, imperfect channel
state information (CSI) estimation and time synchronization
(TS) errors degrade performance, affecting communication and
sensing accuracy. This paper addresses these challenges by
employing movable antennas (MAs) to enhance C-ISAC robust-
ness. We analyze the impact of CSI errors on achievable rates
and introduce a hybrid Cramer-Rao lower bound (HCRLB) to
evaluate the effect of TS errors on target localization accuracy.
Based on these models, we derive the worst-case achievable rate
and sensing precision under such errors. We optimize cooperative
beamforming, base station (BS) selection factor and MA position
to minimize power consumption while ensuring accuracy. We
then propose a constrained deep reinforcement learning (C-DRL)
approach to solve this non-convex optimization problem, using a
modified deep deterministic policy gradient (DDPG) algorithm
with a Wolpertinger architecture for efficient training under
complex constraints. Simulation results show that the proposed
method significantly improves system robustness against CSI and
TS errors, where robustness mean reliable data transmission
under poor channel conditions. These findings demonstrate the
potential of MA technology to reduce power consumption in
imperfect CSI and TS environments.

Index Terms—Cooperative integrated sensing and communi-
cation, channel state information, time synchronization, movable
antenna, constraint deep reinforcement learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE development of sixth-generation (6G) wireless net-

works aims to support emerging applications like smart
cities, autonomous driving, and intelligent manufacturing, re-
quiring massive connectivity and high-precision sensing [1]].
Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has become
a key enabler for 6G, attracting significant interest from
both academia and industry [2]. As wireless communication
and sensing systems evolve, they are expected to operate in
high-frequency broadband with increasing antennas, driving
the need for efficient resource utilization [3|]. Integrating
communication and sensing into a unified platform allows
for sharing resources like spectrum, energy, and hardware,
improving efficiency and reducing costs. Thus, ISAC offers
a promising solution for 6G, providing enhanced flexibility to
support complex applications.

Although ISAC has improved the synergy between com-
munication and sensing, it still faces challenges, especially
in dynamic environments and large-scale networks. For in-
stance, sensing capability of a single base station (BS) is
limited and vulnerable to interference and signal blockage in
complex settings. To overcome these issues, the cooperative
integrated communication and sensing (C-ISAC) network has
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emerged. By enabling collaboration among multiple BSs and
sensor nodes, C-ISAC breaks the limitations of single-base-
station systems, facilitating information sharing and cooper-
ative sensing. This approach enhances target detection accu-
racy, optimizes resource allocation, and reduces interference
and errors. Compared to traditional ISAC, C-ISAC offers
greater communication robustness and more precise sensing in
complex environments, significantly improving overall system
performance.

Motivation and Challenges. However, in C-ISAC net-
works, system design and optimization face several key chal-
lenges: (1) Power consumption. C-ISAC systems need to
simultaneously support communication and sensing tasks, re-
quiring the BSs to perform high-complexity signal processing
and collaborative beamforming. In scenarios involving dy-
namic movable antenna adjustments and multi-target tracking,
power consumption increases significantly, which is particu-
larly critical for energy-constrained devices such as drones or
IoT terminals. (2) Time synchronization error. In practical
operations, clock misalignment between devices can introduce
time synchronization (TS) errors. These errors degrade sensing
accuracy, affect the stability of communication links, and have
a significant adverse impact on overall system performance.
(3) CSI estimation error. Due to the dynamic nature of
wireless channels and the limited measurement capabilities,
obtaining accurate channel state information (CSI) is highly
challenging. CSI estimation errors lead to beamforming mis-
matches, reducing the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
(SINR) for communication and the resolution of sensing sig-
nals, thus impairing the performance of both communication
and sensing in the integrated system.

To address these challenges, we propose a novel movable
antenna (MA)-enabled C-ISAC system. The contributions of
this paper are summarized as follows

« First, we reduce the feasible region of the communication

rate constraint in the MA-aided C-ISAC system through
a worst-case analysis and examine an impact of TS
errors on this lower bound. We then use this lower
bound to analyze the hybrid Cramér-Rao lower Bound
(HCRLB) for target position estimation, considering the
joint effects of TS errors and target position on accuracy.
Our analysis shows that TS errors increase the HCRLB
for target position estimation. Based on this, we propose
a joint robust optimization strategy to minimize transmit
power while ensuring the target position estimation meets
the HCRLB requirements and satisfies the worst-case
communication rate constraint.

o Next, we consider the problem of minimizing power

while ensuring target sensing accuracy and meeting sys-



tem rate constraints. Due to the highly non-convex nature
of the problem, obtaining a global optimal solution is
challenging.

o To address this non-convex problem, we first reformu-
late the objective function and constraints into a more
tractable form using constraint deep reinforcement learn-
ing (CDRL) framework. Then, we use a modified deep
deterministic policy gradient (DDPG) algorithm with
the Wolpertinger architecture for efficient training under
complex constraints.

o Simulation results indicate that CSI and TS errors sig-
nificantly impact both communication and sensing per-
formance, thereby reducing the overall system efficiency.
The results also demonstrate that the proposed MA-
based approach outperforms traditional methods such as
FPA under various configurations. This highlights the
advantages of MA technology in terms of robustness
and adaptability, confirming its effectiveness in mitigating
CSI and TS errors while maintaining low power con-
sumption. The proposed design not only saves 30%-40%
of the power compared to existing algorithms but also
shows high reliability in handling TS error variance of
100 ns and CSI error of 0.01.

Organization: The paper is organized as follows: In Sec-
tion [ITI, we present the system model for the MA-enabled
C-ISAC system. Section [IV] derives the worst-case communi-
cation rate constraint for CSI errors and the HCRLB for TS
errors, followed by the problem formulation. In Section [V] we
propose a CDRL algorithm to solve the problem and analyze
its computational complexity. Section [VII] provides simulation
results that evaluate the performance of the proposed algorithm
in the MA-enabled C-ISAC system. Finally, we conclude the
paper in Section [V1]

II. LITERATURE REVIEW
A. ISAC and C-ISAC Communication Model

The ISAC system integrates communication and sensing
into a unified platform, optimizing resource utilization and
enhancing performance. Transmit beamforming is crucial in
these systems, as it directs signals toward the target, increasing
spatial degrees of freedom (DoF) and improving both data
transmission and sensing accuracy. Various studies have pro-
posed beamforming strategies to enhance ISAC performance.
For instance, [4] developed a joint beamforming scheme
based on signal-to-interference-noise ratio (SINR) constraints
to minimize sensing errors, while [5] focused on optimizing
beamforming to maximize sensing performance under SINR
requirements. However, these studies mainly address single-
BS ISAC systems, which face coverage limitations due to
obstacles and signal propagation losses. To overcome these
challenges, C-ISAC systems, which enable multi-BS col-
laboration, have gained attention. C-ISAC enhances spatial
diversity for communication and multi-viewpoint sensing, re-
ducing inter-cell interference, boosting communication rates,
and improving target detection accuracy and resolution. In
[6], coordinated beamforming was optimized to maximize
detection probability within a sensing region while meeting
SINR constraints. [7] proposed joint optimization of transmit

and receive beamforming to maximize sensing SINR while
adhering to communication SINR requirements.

In the C-ISAC system, both CSI estimation and TS errors
can significantly degrade communication and sensing perfor-
mance [8]]. In C-ISAC systems with multi-BS collaboration
[9]], CSI errors reduce beamforming gains and hinder resource
allocation and coordination. From a sensing standpoint, multi-
static sensing, which can be deployed without major network
changes, is especially susceptible to TS errors, leading to
performance degradation [10]. TS between BS clocks can
cause significant deviations in sensing delay and distance es-
timation, resulting in ambiguities [[11]. Sensing tasks demand
much higher synchronization accuracy than communication;
even nanosecond-level TS errors can lead to meter-level in-
accuracies in distance measurements, which is critical for
applications like autonomous driving and security monitoring.
Therefore, accurate CSI estimation and precise TS are crucial
to enhancing C-ISAC system performance.

B. C-ISAC network with TS error and CSI error

Numerous studies have proposed optimization strategies to
enhance the robustness of C-ISAC systems against CSI im-
perfections and TS issues [[12|—[14]. For example, [[12]] intro-
duced a resource allocation framework using variable-length
snapshots to address CSI inaccuracies, while [13] proposed
robust beamforming techniques to mitigate performance degra-
dation due to inaccurate CSI. Additionally, [14]] optimized
performance through coordinated transmit beamforming un-
der synchronization constraints. Despite these advancements,
challenges remain in large-scale, dynamic environments. Ro-
bust optimization techniques often involve high computational
overhead, affecting real-time performance, while many syn-
chronization strategies assume minimal delays, which can
have significant impacts in large networks. Furthermore, no
study has yet simultaneously addressed both CSI and synchro-
nization errors to minimize power consumption in C-ISAC
systems.

C. MA-enabled ISAC systems

Many studies have explored MA-enabled ISAC systems
[15]-[17]. For instance, [[15]] introduced a sparse optimization
method to optimize antenna positions and the precoding matrix
in traditional ISAC systems with MA, aiming to minimize
inter-user interference and transmit power. Similarly, [16]]
focused on improving transmission rates by optimizing an-
tenna positions in MA-enhanced ISAC systems. In [17]], a
novel MA-aided ISAC communication system was proposed,
where the MA position was optimized to enhance both com-
munication capacity and sensing accuracy. Unlike traditional
fixed-position antenna (FPA) multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) systems, this approach allows flexible adjustment of
transmit/receive MAs, enabling the reconfiguration of MIMO
channels for higher capacity. Beyond ISAC, MA technology
has been widely applied in various communication scenarios
(18]I-[21].

D. Comparison between Our Work and Related Studies

Despite extensive research on C-ISAC networks, TS and
CSI errors, and the use of MA technology, no prior work has



explored using MA to enhance C-ISAC performance while
addressing TS and CSI errors. Integrating MA into C-ISAC
systems can help mitigate these errors and improve robustness
and reliability, offering a promising research direction. Our
work highlights the unique contributions of MA technology:
it reduces synchronization discrepancies between BSs by im-
proving transmission and reception time alignment, enhancing
both communication and sensing accuracy. Additionally, MA
adapts to dynamic channel conditions by adjusting antenna po-
sitions based on real-time feedback, improving CSI estimation.
This adaptability helps mitigate channel variations and timing
errors, ensuring robust performance in C-ISAC networks.

III. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION
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Fig. 1. Ilustration of the MA-enabled C-ISAC system.

Transmit signal. As shown in Figl/ll we consider a C-
ISAC system that consists of B dual-function radar and
communication (DFRC) BSs. The set of BSs is denoted as
B ={1,---,B}. Each BS is equipped with a uniform planar
array (UPA) with N = N, x N, transmit MAs and M =
M, x M, sensing receive MAs, where N, (M,) represents
the number of horizontally transmit (receive sensing) MAs
and the other N, (MM,) represents the number of vertically
transmit (receive sensmg) MAs The transmit set of MAs is
represented as N = {1,---, N}, while the sensing receive
set is defined as M = {1,- 7M }. Each BS aims to transmit
downlink signals to its associated users in the C-ISAC system.
The BS collects echo signals reflected by point targets at
its sensing receiver. Subsequently, all BSs forward this data
to a central data processing center, where it undergoes joint
target location estimation through data-level fusion. Common
data-level approaches include maximum likelihood estimation
(MLE) based fusion and weighted fusion techniques [22].
The integration of sensing information is crucial for multi-
BS cooperative sensing [22]. Integrating sensing information
is crucial for multi-BS cooperative sensing. In the C-ISAC
system, the coordinates of the b-th BS are represented as
P = [T, Yp, 25)7. The C-ISAC system consists of U single-
antenna users and one sensing point target, where the set of
users is denoted as U = {1,---,U}. We assume that the
transmit signal of the b-th BS transmitter at time n is given
by

ss(n) = Wz(n),b € B, )

where W), = [wp1, - ,wppy] € CV*V and z(n) =
[z1(n), -+ ,zp(n)]T € CY*! denotes the communication
signal from the b-th BS, which follows an independent normal
distribution with mean O and variance 1. W, represents the
BS’s beamforming. n € (0,.5] and S denotes the duration of
the interval.

MA channel. Let hb’u(ib)

e CN*1 and Hb’,b(lf.b’uib) S
(CN><M

represent the downlink communication channel and
the sensing channel, respectively, where &, = [t;,-- tb N e
R3*XN ¢ = [xtb,ytb]T € Cip and 7 = [ri,--- rM] e
R?’XN, ryt = [,y € Cpp denote the 3D coordinates
of the pos1t10ns of the communication transmit MA and the
sensing receive MA of the b-th BS. C;p, = [xf‘b T X
[, ] and Cpp = o, @) x [y, yi). Both
hb,u(tb) and Hb/,b(f"bz’tb) are assumed to be quasi-static
block fading channels, with multipath components concen-
trated within a given region at a specific fading block located
at an arbitrary position [23]. hy u(tb) and Hy (7p,tp) are
characterized by the elevation angle and az1muth angle of
departure (AoD), angle of arrival (AoAs) and MA position.
Based on the field response channel model [24], h; ,,(¢;) and
Hyy (7, t,) are expressed as

hou(ts) = Py A (B),

Hy (7, t) = ava(Fy) " a(ty), b, b’ € B. @)

Since the users are single-antenna, the field response matrix
(FRM) only exists at the transmitting end of the commu-
nication channel. hy, € CLvwx1 is the complex channel
gain, and Ly , represents the number of communication paths

from the downlink the b-th BS to the u-th user. Ab_,u(ib) is
the transmit FRM of the downlink channel. For the signal
propagation distance difference of the [, ,-th transmit path

1 < by < Lb «) between pos1t10n t, and the origin of
the transmlt region (i.e., Op in FlgEI) it can be expressed
as plb (ty) = xtbcosﬁ cos @y 4y, cos 0, sln(blb

where the elevation and azimuth AoDs as Gf’b'i,qblb "€ 0,7]

respectively. Similarly, for the sensing signal between the
target and the origin of the transmlt region (i.e., Op in

Flg , it can be expressed as p* (rj}) = x m, cos 0° cos ¢ +
Yy, cos 0” sin ¢°, where the elevation and azimuth AoAs are
denoted as 0%, 4" € [0, 7] respectlvely Accordlng to the BS

coordinates and target coordinates, p®(¢}) and p® ( 7r) can be
rewritten as (9) at the top of next page. Let A denote the carrier
wavelength, and the phase difference of transmit MA and
sensing receive MA can be calculated as 2m/Ap} (%) and

21/ \p® (), respectively. Therefore, the transmit and receive
FRV characterizing the phase difference of L, ,, transmit paths
and sensing receive paths are expressed as

T
j27 / Ap? (£ J2m/aph, () Ly 4 X1
anlth) = [, D g,

a(ry’) = ejQW/APbI(T;:’L) e 3)
Then, Ay, (t,) and a(#;) are computed as
Apu(ly) = [avu(ty), -

: {em/xp?(ré) ..
b

s ab,u(t[])\,)} € CLb,u xN

T
: b (m
a(’!‘b) _ 7ejQ'/r/Ap (rb,):| e C]MXI. (4)

Similarly, the transmit FRV for the sensing channel is ex-
pressed as

a(fb) _ [63'27r/Ap’1’<t§))7 o ’ej%/pr(té\’)]T c cMx1 (5)
Moreover, «; denotes the reflection coefficient incorporating
the effects of the radar cross section (RCS) from the transmit
MAs at the b-th BS to the target to the sensing receive MAs at
the &’-th BS. This study investigates multi-static sensing in a

C-ISAC system, where the BS ISAC transmitter and receiver



are co-located. The receiver collects target reflection signals,
and sends the results to the cloud server for collaborative
sensing through data fusion. We focus on the stage where
the BS has prior knowledge of the target parameters, obtained
during detection. Using these parameters, the BS ISAC trans-
mitter optimizes beamforming for target estimation and other
sensing tasks. The cloud server also helps the BS determine
its location, while the receiver reduces unwanted signals from
the LoS path and clutter from static objects, assuming known
NLoS paths. An LoS channel model in (2)) is used to describe
the BS-target link.

A. Cooperative Communication Model

In the n-th time slot, the receive signal for the u-th user is
represented as

B ~
Yu(n) = Zb:l cbubnu(ts)ss(n) + zu(n), cou € {0,1}, (6)

where 2, (n) ~ CN(0,02) represents the additive white Gaus-
sian noise (AWGN) experienced by user u. Equation (€) shows
that each user is influenced by interference from neighbour-
ing BSs, highlighting the need for coordinated transmission
beamforming to reduce this interference. In this context, ¢,
serves as the selection variable. This communication link is
not established if ¢, , = 0 indicates the downlink from the
b-th BS to the u-th user. In contrast, this communication link
is established if ¢, = 1 represents the downlink from the
b-th BS to the u-th user.

B. Cooperative Sensing Model

The BS sensing receiver analyzes the receive target reflec-
tion signals and transmits the estimated results to the central
processing unit (CPU). Utilizing previous target parameters
and beamforming design enhances target estimation while
considering the LoS channel model without considering clutter
and non-target signals [25]. Thus, the receive sensing signal
at the b-th BS during the n-th time slot is denoted as

B _ .
Yp(n) = Zb,:1 e Huy b (Ty, o) s(n — T1) + 26(n),

0, b=V
Tb.p! —
bb Tb,b’, b 75 bl

where t;/ ; denotes the propagation delay measurement from
the b-th BS ISAC transmitter to the target and from the target
to the &’-th BS sensing receiver [25]], and 74 is given by

b,b' € B, @)

Thp! = ib,b’ + &y + gb?b/:gb,b/ = A& — A&y, ®)
where A&, and A&, denote the TS error between the b/b'-
th BS and the reference clock. According to [25], the TS
error &, is a random variable, and it can be modeled as
following a Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and variance

tb p represents the transmission delay from the b-th BS,
passmg through the target and reflecting the &’-th BS. fb p 1S
the measurement noise. Finally, all mathematical symbols are
defined in TABLE[Il

Symbol Description

B/U Set of all BSs/users

B/U Number of BSs/users

N /M Set of all transmit MAs/receive MAs

N/M Number of transmit MAs/receive MAs

Wy Beamforming of the b-th BS

S Symbol duration

ty /Ty Position of transmit MAs/receive MAs

Cep/Crp Movable region of transmit MAs/receive
MAs

hbm(ib) Channel BS-to-user

Hy ,(7,%5) | Channel BS-to-BS

Lb w Number of channel paths

lb N /¢ Elevation and azimuth AoDs of

communication signal

6b/¢b Elevation and azimuth AoDs of sensing signal

04/t Elevation and azimuth AoAs of sensing signal

Ch,u/Ch Selection factor

Ty b Propagation delay measurement

VANGYVANTY, TS error

TABLE I: Summary of Notations.

IV. C-ISAC WITH IMPERFECT CSI AND TS ERROR

The practical deployment of the C-ISAC system depends
heavily on the availability of CSI and TS between different
BSs. However, due to imperfect CSI and TS data at these
BSs, both are prone to errors. This section analyzes the worst-
case communication rate constraints related to CSI estimation
errors and the HCRLB concerning TS errors and their impact
on sensing accuracy under imperfect conditions.

A. Worst-case Achievable Rate with Imperfect CSI

According to [26]], introducing a communication rate con-
straint is essential to ensure the system meets required through-
put and reliability. This constraint ensures the system operates
within available bandwidth and power while maintaining ac-
ceptable quality of service (QoS) for users [27]. We aim to
balance power consumption and system robustness, particu-
larly in the presence of interference and noise. This balance is
the key to optimizing resource allocation and achieving desired
performance in practical systems [14]]. In summary, this paper
introduces a communication rate constraint, which is expressed

as based on the receive signal in @)
(Zb 1 Zu’ 1,0’

R, = log, (1 n Z
bt Pt (B) Wb, | ) +04) > Y (10)

Based on [28]], the relationship between the actual CSI, the
estimated CSI error, and the true CSI is expressed as

hou(ty) = (1D

The existing MA-based channel estimation techniques recon-
struct the channel by obtaining the AoA, AoD, and channel
gain [29]. Therefore, we have

‘Cb uhb u

R (E) + Ahg o, | Ahy || < €bu

= qg?b,u + A(}b?b’u, ilb,u = ’N"/b,u + Ai—'/b,zu
12)

e?b,u = é?b,u + A6lbb,u’ (z)?b,u
|AG], | < €0, |AG], | < g, [[Abpwl| < &

Although €g, €4 and €&,, are known, due to the nonlinear
relationship between the estimation errors €y, €4 and €, ,, and

true channel hy ,, (ib), the range of the channel estimation error



PP (1) = 28 sin (arctan ((z7 — 3) /(27 — ) + 7) cos (arctan (zb/\/(:pT —x)? + (xr — yb)2> + 71') +1 cos(arctan((zr — x3)/
Oy

Db

(x7 — y»)) + 7) sin (arctan (zb/\/(xT — )2 + (21 — yb)z) + 7r) 7

pb/(rgf) =z sin (arctan ((z7 — xp ) /(x7 — yp)) + ) oS (arctan (zb//\/(:cT —zy)? + (xr — yb/)Q) + 7r) —&—yf,ll cos(arctan((xr — xpr)/

I’} ™
1% b

(x7 — yp)) + ) sin (arctan (zb//\/(azT —zy)? + (7 — yb')2) + 7r) . 9)

€, remains uncertain. According to (I1)), communication rate  Based on Section@ TS errors are inevitable and significantly
constraint (I 1] is rewritten as affect target estimation. Therefore, we derive the CRLB with

B B TS errors to establish tight performance bounds. Specifically,
h i H 2 . . A . —
R, =log, (1 + E - Ico,u(Pou(ts) + Ahpw)” Wewu|”/ ( E - each BS sensing receiver samples the receive signal S over S,

v - o , , yielding samples y,(n1),- -+ ,y,(ng). Let S = {ny, - ,ng}
Z o e (R (B6) + Ahg ) wh | ) + ab) > Yu. denote the sampling times. The frequency domain signal
w'=1,u'#u (13) y,(ns) is obtained via discrete Fourier transform (DFT) [8],
the frequency-domain signal of y,(ns), Vt; € S is obtained
From the communication rate constraint in [28]], we note that as
Ahy, .+ appears in both the interference and signal gain terms. B . .

’ Y = C (T 7‘7f37—b’b/ Z
According to the worst-case robust optimization theory derived Us(fs) Zb’:l CoHppr (For,to)Woe so(fs) + 2o(fs).
in [28], if the feasible region of the worst-case communication (16)
rate constraint is smaller than that of the actual communica-  Then, the signal receive by the b-th ISAC BS sensing receiver
tion rate constraint, then the worst-case communication rate is expressed in the frequency domain as
constraint encountered during the optimization process will

.. . . 7 B = =, F —3 17y
be more restrictive than the actual worst-case constraint. This y,(f1) 21 CoHpp (T ) Wipe™ 700 54 (f1)
situation leads to a more robust and feasible region for the = +2p,
communication rate constraint. A smaller feasible set means _ ~ - —if5Ty b
. o . Yy (f3) 25:1 e Hy (7o, Tp) We 15700 5 (f5)
which reduces the sensitivity of the problem to variations or
uncertainties in the input data. With fewer options, the influ- Yo oo 17
ence of data fluctuations on the optimal solution is minimized,
resulting in more consistent performance [28]. Consequently, where Z, = [Z5(f1),- ", Zs( fﬁ)]T’ z, ~C N(0,021). Ac-
we present the following theorem. cording to the frequency-domain sensing signal expression
.. . in (I7), both the position parameter and synchronization
Theorem 1. The communication rate constraint in ({I3) can arter ¢, = [gp g I~ ,/\I/?(TO o2 I)yare unknown
be scaled as a worst-case communication rate constraint, and p b= 1SLb »6Bb 17 E )

In this case, the sensing receiver signal at the b-th BS is

it is expressed as g X .
P used to jointly estimate a total of B + 2 parameters. As is

A(wp,)/Blwp ) > (27 — 1), (14) well known, the HCRLB is more suitable for determining
—_— the lower bound of the estimation accuracy for multi-source
Clwp,uwp, ) parameters [30], [31]. Since the HCRLB provides a lower

bound on the mean squared error (MSE) for any unbiased
estimator of deterministic parameters and any estimator of
A(wp,) = stochastic parameters, deriving the HCRLB for parameters

B N pr and &, requires first determining the MSE based on
Zb—l(Cb’u )2 — (cou(N|[Poul® + 2N Ly wEb)) the sensing receive signal. Therefore, the MSE lower bound
w0,0[%) = 268 o (B [V (Vi

where A(wy,,) and B(wy,,) are given by

~H -~
hb,u (tb)wb,u

for the position parameter p, and synchronization parameter
2 + 2N Ly u@ou) || wp.u |2 &, based on the sensing receive signal ¥,, is expressed as

B U o y follows:
B(wb’UI) = (Z = Z I—1 ot (Cbau/|h’b,u' (tb)wb,u’D + Chu ~
' b=1 Letu/=1,u' £u . Covg, (&, — )& — ¢)T) >_E{(alogp(yb7Cb)>
(N llBo,ur|* + 2N Lyr @) X[ [wp,ur|* + 265 [P () w, | ' - ¢,
2 _ 2 hybrid Fisher information matrix
\/(N||hb,u’|‘2 +QNLb,u’eb,u’)”wb,u/”Q) +O’b) . (15) - T
This proof is given in Appendix A. G,
hybrid FIM
B. Sensing Accuracy with TS Errors The HFIM can be divided into the observed FIM (OFIM) and
In the fo]lowing, we focus on the target position p = the prior FIM (PFIM), and the expression 18 given as follows:

[pz, py)” as the interested parameters. The Cramér-Rao Lower ~ ~ -
Bound (CRLB) is used to quantify estimation performance as g d (2108P(Hy:Co) | (910 p(9;Ch) _
the lower bound on the variance of any unbiased estimator. ¢, ¢, B




g { (PG| {(Psrae))
we A\ oo “\\Tagacl )

OFIM Ep PFIM Ep
(19)
in which p(9,;¢,) and p(AE,) are expressed as
- Lr/2\ = @—20)T (G, —&)
i) = (1 (2ot ) ) 0)
and
p(A&) = (1/(2rof")M/?) eoe2asize

Then, the HCRLB matrix corresponding to the sensing re-
ceiver at the b-th BS can be expressed as

HCRLB,(¢,) = [HFIM,(¢,)] " (22)

Based on the analysis, the OFIM and the PFIM represent the
contributions of the observed data and prior knowledge to the
estimation error bounds, respectively. Therefore, compared to
the CRLB, the HCRLB incorporates additional prior Fisher
information, which enables a more accurate determination of
the lower bound of the estimation error, thereby providing a
more precise performance evaluation. To simplify the deriva-
tion of the HCRLB for estimating the target position §,, we
divide the hybrid FIM used for estimating ¢, into multiple
sub-blocks

82 log p(F:¢n) 8% log p(p;¢s)

_ dpdp OpOAE,,
HFIM,(C,) = | /42 log p(#y:6,) T 0% log p(#yicy) | @3)
OpIAE, OAE,OAE,
2 ~
where the elements of - logz g;;’ o) 2 laoigfgfb) , and
9 log p(#,:C,) are derived in the Appendix It is worth

OAE, DA
notmif thflt according to the derivations in the  Appendix @
each element of HFIM,;(¢,) is a quadratic function of w =
[wh .. wH]H . Then, the HCRLB matrix of target position
p correspondlng to the b-th BS sensing receiver is calculated
as

_ (82 log p(94;€s) 9 1og p(74;¢s)

HORLE () opop OpOAE,
=b =b
PP '_'pAgb
(62 log p(9y,; €p) \—1 0? lng('gb;Cb))T)fl (24)
OAE,0AE, OpOAE, '
| S
EbAEbAEb

To rigorously investigate an impact of TS errors on target
position estimation, we apply the matrix inversion Theorem 2
[30] to expand equation (I9)) into equation at the top of
the next page. It is well known that the CRLB is asymptotically
tight under certain conditions, which is typically achieved
through maximum likelihood estimation when the signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) and/or observation time are sufficiently
large. However, the HCRLB is not always asymptotically tight,
even though it may approach the optimal lower bound under
certain conditions. Before using the HCRLB to assess esti-
mation performance, its asymptotic tightness must be verified,
ensuring the existence of an unbiased estimator whose MSE
equals the HCRLB [8]]. Consequently, according to [32], the
HCRLB is given in at the top of the next page and the
asymptotically tight is proved in [30]].

The HCRLB matrix represents the minimum variance of

an unbiased estimator for a parameter, with its trace pro-
viding a lower bound on overall estimation performance. In

a communication and sensing integration system, the goal
is to minimize power through coordinated beamforming at
the BS while accounting for TS errors. The HCRLB matrix
is used to evaluate target estimation performance and as a
constraint to balance sensing and communication within the
power budget. The optimization problem is framed as a robust
power minimization problem, where the HCRLB constraint
limits sensing error and the power allocation meets the worst-
case communication rate constraint. Thus, the problem is given
by

. B 2

vafbr»gzl)ryl%a%,u Zb:l HWbH ’ (262
s.t. tr{HCRLBy(p)} <, VbEB (26b)
C(Wp,u, wp ) > (27 = 1), (26¢)

chu=cpr €{0,1},VbE B,ucl, (264d)

ib S Ct,b7 Ty € Cr,b (266)

;" — %2 = D, (26f)

[y — 7,22 > D, (26g)

where -y, is the sensing accuracy constraint of BS sensing
receiver b. It is observed that problem 1S non-convex,
which is difficult to tackle due to the transmit power mini-
mization problem. Moreover, communication constraint
is non-convex. is the BS selection constraint. is
the movable region constraint of the MAs. and are
the minimum spacing constraints for MAs.

V. PROPOSED CDRL ALGORITHM

This paper models the optimization problem of the C-ISAC
system as a constrained Markov decision process (CMDP),
considering both communication and sensing channels. In a
time slot n, each BS selects an action based on the observed
state. After the action, the BS receives feedback in the form
of a reward and a cost, and the environment transits to the
next state with a certain probability. This process repeats as
the BS observes a new state and makes decisions based on it.
The following sections will describe the key components of
the proposed CMDP model.

A. Proposed CMDP Model

State Space: The state observed by the BS can be repre-
sented as s(™ = {hpu, Hy p|b € B,u € U}, which includes
the acquired communication and sensing channels.

Action Space: Since the environment typically does not
undergo drastic changes between consecutive time slots, we set
action space as a(™ = {Re(W),Im(W), ty, 7, cp, cpulb €
B,u € U}.

Reward and cost functions: In order to enable all BSs
to minimize transmit power while satisfying the sensing and
communication rate constraints, we design the instantaneous
reward and cost functions as follows:

7”(”):72 751221_[11’01,”—0;,,1_[:1
b=1 u=1 b,u u
B
elseH—O —(522H1ftbectb,1—[—1else H:O)—
b

b=1 t,b

ngH (if 7, € Crp else H—O

b=1 r,b

W



HCRLB,(p) =

(Epp)

—=b \—1leb —_b —_b T jmb \—1 b —1 /b Tim \—1
+ (Epp) :PA$b<:AEbAub_('=PA$b) (Epp) FpAﬁb) (Epau,) Epp) ™ -

(25)

CRLB with target position

Extra component due to TS errors

¢™ = tr{HCRLBy(p)}") — C(wp,u, wp )™ — |87t — 72| objective maximization while the critics 7, and 7 are updated

— =), 27)
where 01, d2, and J3 are weighting factors that control the
influence of BS selection and movable region of MAs in the
overall reward. Following the strategy parameterized by p, the
long-term cumulative reward and cost starting from n are

where 7 denotes the discounting factor. The objective of the
BS in this CMDP is

for more precise policy evaluation. To be specific, a batch of
Nb transition tuples are randomly sampled from M, and the
target reward y; and target cost z; are calculated as

yi =i + Q1 (8ix1, K (siv1]m3) M),

zi = ci + Qo (Sit1, K (six1[n5)m2), (32)
s n—no.(n) s n—no (n) where ¢ = 1, --- , Np. Then the reward and cost critic networks
R(p) =E, [anno v r ] ,C(p) =E, [Zn:no 2 c ] .are updated by minimizing the mean square error
(28)
fi= ij:bl(yi - Qu(si,ailm))*/No,
N,
f2= Zi;(zz’ — Qa(si, ailm2))* /No, (33)

* . T n—ngo
u" = argmin R(), C(p) < Te = Zn:nu —" "0, (29)

where 7. = (75 + 2™ — 14 2D) is the threshold for SE in
each subframe, corresponding to the constraint in (9a).

4) Reward and cost functions: In the n-th time slot, the
state s+ = {STDY i evolved as ST = ).

B. Proposed Algorithm

As the number of users and BSs grows, the action space ex-
pands exponentially, making training harder [33]]. Traditional
algorithms like DQN struggle with high-dimensional spaces
and cost constraints. To tackle this, we use an actor-critic
framework with primal-dual updates and Wolpertinger-based
action selection.

To address this constrained optimization problem, we design
reward and cost evaluation networks parameterized by 77; and
72, which map from the joint state and action spaces to the
corresponding rewards and costs, thus serving the purpose
of action evaluation: Q;(s(™,a™|n;) and Q2(s®,a™ |n,).
The actor network ~ is parameterized by 73, which maps
the state space to actions k(s |n3) = a(™. To reduce
fluctuations in the target values during training and accel-
erate convergence, we employ target networks @7, @5, and
k', parameterized by nj, n5, and 75, respectively. To solve
the CMDP presented in (éf%]}, we first apply the Lagrangian
relaxation method to transform the problem in into an
unconstrained problem as follows:

min H};}X[R(ns) —¢(C(n3) = To)], (30)

where the dual variable ( acts as an additional parameter that

is updated during the optimization process.

Action Selection: With x held constant, the BS aims
to maximize the unconstrained objective in Eq.(30). Conse-
quently, one action a* is chosen from the set of K possible
actions and executed by the BS at time slot n, based on the
current feedback from the critic networks.

a"® =arg ma}[Ql(s(">7 alm) — XQ2(s" ., a|n2) = Tc)]. 31)
ac

The transition tuple (s("), a™ () ) s("“)) is stored in
a memory replay buffer M for network updating.
Primal-Dual Network Update: To facilitate the model
training, we adopt a primal dual-deep deterministic policy
gradient (PD-DDPG) method, where the policy parameterized
by 73 and the dual variable )\ are updated alternately for

with the learning rates x; and k4 respectively, followed by the
actor updating through the sampled policy gradient ascend as

05" =05 4 sy [R(s) = w(Cns) =Tl (34)
with  the gradient being > . A, [Qi(s;,ailm) —

KkQ2(8;,a;m2)]|s=s,/Np and the learning rate as kKq.
Next, the dual variable is updated by gradient descent as

£ = max (k™ + peAs, 0), (35)

with A, = Zf\i’l [Q2(84, k(8i]m1)) —T'c] /Ny and the step size
pr- Finally, we perform the soft updating of the target networks
as [34]. The pseudo-code of the training stage of the proposed
scheme is illustrated in Alg. 1. After completing the offline
training, the proposed scheme applies the trained actor to per-
form online updates of {Re(W},), Re(Wy),ty, 7, Cb, Cou}-
The framework of the CDRL is demonstrated in Fig@ Finally,

C-ISAC
environment
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Fig. 2. The proposed robust algorithm based on CDRL.
the proposed algorithm is summarized in Algorithm [I]

C. Computation Complexity Analysis

Denote N; as the maximal number of convolutional layers,
Ny as the maximal number of input and output feature maps,
and N3 as the maximal side length of the filters in convo-
lutional neural networks (CNN). N4 and Ny as the maximal
number of neurons in the hidden layers and the number of
hidden layers in fully-connected networks(FCN). Then the
complexity in the forward pass of the actor-network in online
deployment is O(Ny(NBU + NMB)N3N3 + NZNy) [35],
[36].



Algorithm 1: Proposed CDRL algorithm for (26)

1 Inmitialize: <(s|n1), Q1(s, aln2), Q2(s, aln:),
n = Mns = N2 = 2, k=0, M =10, Ny, = 64,
~ = 0.5, random Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process A/ and
initial state (%),

Repeat: n =n + 1.

a™ = k(s ).

a(™ is selected based on .

Computing (™), c(ln) and s("+1)

Store the transition (s(™), a(™ (™) ") s(n+1))in M

Sample a random batch of N, transitions fromM

Computing , , and .

Updating the network parameters.
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VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS
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©.0) User 1

_-(-60,0) (60,0)
BS 1 BS2 . X(m)

Fig. 3. Simulation setup of the MA-enabled C-ISAC system.

In the simulation, the positions of the BSs, users, and targets
are shown in Fig@ where B =3, U = 2,and T' = 1. Each BS
is equipped with NV = 8 MAs and M = 4 receive MAs, where
N, =4,N, =2, M, = 2,and M, = 2. The channel path loss
is modeled as PL(d) = PLqy(d/dy)~%}, where PLq denotes
the path loss factor, dy represents the reference distance, d
indicates the link distance, and €2 represents the path loss, with
PLy = —-30 dB, dy = 1 m. The number of channel paths is
Ly, = 3. The noise power level is —120 dBm. The minimum
distance between MAs is set to D = A/2. The transmission
range of the MAs is ;U;”g" = =2\, :E;”b‘“ = 2\, and y;”bm =
—2\. The range for the receive MAs is x;”g” =2\ 4yt =
2, and y™i" = —2), y™® = 2). The path loss exponent for
the BS-user link is set to 2.8, while the path loss exponent for
the BS-target link is set to 2.2. The target’s radar cross section
(RCS) is given as a = 10. Sensing accuracy ~, = 0.05, and
communication rate v, = 2 bit/s/Hz

We validate the proposed scheme in FigH] by examining
the cumulative reward and cost achieved by the agent during
training. In the experiment, we set the TS error to o¢ = 100
ns and €, = 0.01. As the training progresses, the cumu-
lative reward increases, indicating that the agent learns to
optimize its strategy to meet the system’s goals. Meanwhile,
the BS adjusts its behavior to reduce the cumulative cost
while satisfying both the communication rate and sensing
accuracy constraints. As training continues, the agent refines
its decision-making, reducing the cumulative cost below the
threshold, demonstrating that the agent can find a near-optimal
solution without exhaustive search. By adjusting its policy,
the agent balances reward and cost, optimizing performance
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Fig. 4. (a) Cumulative reward of the CDRL versus epochs.
(b) Cumulative cost of the CDRL versus epochs.

under the system’s constraints. As shown in FigH]a), despite
the presence of TS and CSI errors, the reward values of the
CDRL algorithm decrease slightly but remain close to those
of the three alternative schemes. This indicates that, even
in the intermediate stages before the policy fully converges,
the algorithm can maintain a high level of stability and
robustness. The reason for this lies in the robust optimization
design of the CDRL algorithm, which incorporates worst-
case communication rate constraints. This design enables the
algorithm to perform well in the presence of environmental
errors and effectively mitigates the negative impact of errors.
Therefore, even when errors are present and the policy has
not fully converged, the CDRL algorithm still demonstrates
high robustness and stability. Additionally, Fig[|b) shows that
TS and CSI errors cause a significant increase in cumulative
cost and a decrease in cumulative reward. These errors require
more resources to meet the constraints, increasing the number
of episodes needed for convergence.
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Fig. 5. (a) Average transmit power versus the number of MAs
with CSI error. (b) Average transmit power versus the number
of MAs with TS error.

As shown in Fig[y the simulation investigates the re-
lationship between the number of MAs and the system’s
transmit power. The results indicate that as the number of
MAs increases, the system’s transmit power decreases. This
is because additional MAs enhance the system’s spatial diver-
sity performance. By increasing the number of antennas, the
simulation models the signal reception process under various
channel environments and finds that multiple antennas at
different locations receiving signals can effectively mitigate
multipath effects. By adjusting the antenna positions and
utilizing beamforming techniques, the system can enhance



signal directionality and suppress interference, ensuring good
communication quality and target tracking accuracy under
lower transmit power. The simulation results show that under
the same power consumption when there is a CSI error,
only 16 MAs are required to achieve an FPA of 32. This
indicates that the number of MAs can not only reduce power
consumption but also lower the BS cost. When TS errors are
present, only 20 MAs are needed to achieve an FPA of 32,
demonstrating that a small number of MAs can effectively
resist TS errors. The above simulation results suggest that
as the number of MAs increases, the system can meet the
communication robustness requirements with lower power
consumption, achieving both energy savings and resource
optimization.
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Fig. 6. (a) Average transmit power versus the CSI error. (b)
Average transmit power versus the TS error.

In Fig[6[a), we illustrate the relationship between the trans-
mit power and the CSI error. It can be observed that as the
CSI error increases, the transmit power of the system increases
significantly. This is because CSI error reduces the accuracy
of the channel state information, which in turn degrades the
quality of the receive signal, leading to a decrease in SINR.
To compensate for the reduction in SINR, the system must
increase the transmit power to enhance the signal strength,
thereby ensuring sufficient signal quality to overcome noise
and interference, and maintaining the reliability of the com-
munication link as well as the accuracy of target tracking. By
increasing the transmit power, the system effectively improves
SINR, reduces the estimation bias caused by CSI errors, and
ensures the system can maintain high performance. In Fig[6b),
we demonstrate the relationship between the consumed power
and the TS error under the same parameter settings as in
Fig[6{a). Power consumption with a TS error is significantly
higher than without, and the gap increases as the TS error
grows. This is because TS errors force the system to consume
more power to meet the HCRLB constraint, which minimizes
estimation error for optimal performance. As TS error in-
creases, uncertainty in the system’s estimation grows, requiring
more power to maintain reliable and accurate tracking. The re-
ceive signal becomes more distorted, reducing the accuracy of
target state estimation. To compensate for this loss in precision,
the system invests additional power to boost signal strength,
reducing estimation bias caused by TS errors and ensuring
high performance under the HCRLB constraint. Therefore, as
TS error increases, power consumption rises, reflecting the
extra resources needed for high-precision tracking in the face
of growing estimation errors.
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Fig. 7. (a) Average transmit power versus the communica-
tion rate constraint with proposed algorithm and nonrobust
algorithms. (b) Average transmit power versus the HCRLB
constraint with proposed algorithm and nonrobust algorithms.

Finally, to further validate the performance of the pro-
posed coordinated transmission beamforming algorithm un-
der different communication rates, this section compares it
with existing beamforming methods based on semidefinite
relaxation (SDR) and zero-forcing (ZF). Figa) illustrates
the relationship between transmit power, communication rate,
and sensing accuracy under the conditions of o = 100 ns
and &, = 0.01. The simulation results show that as the
communication rate increases, the system’s transmit power
also increases. This is because higher communication rates
require stronger signal strength to maintain a sufficient SINR
that satisfies the communication demand. Additionally, the
simulation results indicate that, under poor CSI conditions, the
proposed robust design achieves better performance in increas-
ing the communication rate while keeping power consumption
lower compared to both the SDR and ZF-based methods. To
further investigate the relationship between transmit power and
HCRLB constraints, Figb) shows the correlation between
transmit power and HCRLB constraints. The results indicate
that as the HCRLB constraint becomes more stringent, the
system’s transmit power increases significantly. This is be-
cause a stricter HCRLB constraint requires more precise target
state estimation, thus demanding higher power to meet the
more stringent sensing accuracy requirements. Conversely, as
the HCRLB constraint is relaxed, the system’s transmit power
decreases, while still being able to satisfy less strict estimation
requirements with lower power. The simulation results further
demonstrate that, in the presence of TS errors, the proposed
robust design adapts better to different HCRLB constraints
compared to the non-robust design, thereby reducing power
consumption while maintaining other system performance.
Furthermore, it outperforms both SDR- and ZF-based methods
in terms of power efficiency and performance.

Based on the results shown in simulation Fig. [8(a), this
paper compares three schemes: the CDRL scheme, the Adap-
tive Portable Antenna (APS) scheme, and the FPA scheme,
with a CSI error of 0.01 in the simulation. The results show
that, under a 100 ns synchronization error, the CDRL scheme
achieves the desired performance with only 3 BSs, while the
APS scheme needs 4 BSs and the FPA scheme requires 6 BSs.
This demonstrates the CDRL scheme’s strong adaptability and
lower BS requirements, achieving the same performance with
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Fig. 8. (a) BS selection versus the proposed algorithm and
existing algorithms with ¢, = 0.01 and o¢ = 100 ns.

(b) BS selection versus the proposed algorithm and existing
algorithms with &, , = 0.01 and o¢ = 200 ns.

fewer resources. The CDRL scheme optimizes MAs, allowing
flexible adjustment of antenna positions and beamforming,
improving signal diversity and mitigating errors. In contrast,
the APS scheme, though using MAs, is less flexible and re-
quires more BSs to maintain accuracy. The FPA scheme, with
fixed antennas, cannot adjust dynamically and needs more BSs
to ensure performance under error conditions. In Fig. [8(b),
when the synchronization error increases to 200 ns, the CDRL
scheme still only requires 3 BSs, while the APS scheme
requires 5 BSs, and the FPA scheme still requires 6 BSs.
This confirms the superiority of the CDRL scheme, especially
when synchronization errors are large. The CDRL scheme
effectively mitigates the impact of these errors, keeping BS
demand low. This is due to its flexibility, which leverages MAs
to maintain low BS requirements under varying error condi-
tions. In contrast, while the APS scheme also uses MAs, its
error tolerance is weaker, requiring more BSs to compensate
for performance loss. The FPA scheme, with its fixed antenna
configuration, cannot adjust dynamically and relies on adding
more BSs to maintain performance, especially under large
errors. In conclusion, the CDRL scheme outperforms others
by reducing BSs, cutting power consumption, and ensuring
high robustness and efficiency in error-prone environments.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper investigates the performance of a C-ISAC net-
work, where distributed BSs coordinate beamforming for user
communication while simultaneously performing static target
sensing. We have addressed the challenges introduced by
imperfect CSI and TS errors, which degrade system perfor-
mance. To improve robustness, we have proposed the use
of MAs, which can enhance the system’s resilience to these
errors. Through the analysis of CSI and TS errors, we have
derived models for the worst-case achievable rate and sensing
precision. To reduce power consumption, we have optimized
beamforming, MA position, and BS selection, ensuring that
the system meets the required performance under these errors.
The optimization problem, being non-convex, has been tackled
using a constrained C-DRL approach, incorporating a tailored
DDPG algorithm with Wolpertinger architecture. Simulation
results have shown that our proposed method significantly
improves system robustness and outperforms traditional fixed-
antenna systems. Future work will explore the integration of

dynamic environmental factors, such as user mobility and
varying interference conditions, into the optimization process.
Additionally, the use of advanced machine learning algorithms
to further optimize MA-aided C-ISAC systems will be inves-
tigated, aiming for even greater performance improvements in
real-world scenarios.

APPENDIX A
THE PROOF OF THEOREM [1]

The communication rate constraint in (I3) can be rewritten
as

B ~ ~ B U
S levalsa(®) + Ahu) Twiul?/ (szl >

b (s (B5) + Ah) M P) +07) 227 =1 (36)
The constraint in (36) is further expressed as
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According to the triangle inequality, we have
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Thus, based on @, we can scale expression (37) as
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Therefore, the left hand side of (39) is denoted as
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Similarly, the right hand side of (39) is denoted as
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To obtain worst-case communication rate constraint, we fur-
ther rewritten as at the top of this page, then we
use the Cauchy-Schwarz mequality to obtain the lower bound
of (#0) and the upper bound of (@I}, the constraint in
is finally given in . However, since ¢, is unknown, we
consider how to determine ¢, ,,. Next, we address |Ahy, | in
equation @, and we have Then, ||Ah;y ,||? is rewritten as
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