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Abstract—The frequency-diverse array (FDA) offers a time-
varying beamforming capability without the use of phase
shifters. The autoscanning property is achieved by applying a
frequency offset between the antennas. This paper analyzes the
performance of an FDA joint communication and sensing system
with the orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM)
modulation. The performance of the system is evaluated against
the scanning frequency, number of antennas and number of
subcarriers. The utilized metrics; integrated sidelobe level (ISL)
and error vector magnitude (EVM) allow for straightforward
comparison with a standard single-input single-output (SISO)
OFDM system.

Index Terms—Frequency diverse array (FDA), frequency-
modulated array (FMA), orthogonal frequency-division multi-
plexing (OFDM), integrated sensing and communications (ISAC)

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Problem Statement

The move towards millimeter-wave communications and
sensing requires an extensive utilization of antenna arrays
to compensate for the free space path loss [1]. Ideally,
the number of signal chains has to scale according to the
number of antennas. However, that would translate into a
linear increase in the cost and power consumption of the
system. The constant effort to reduce the cost of wireless
systems, to enable their massive deployment, has led to the
concept of frequency-diverse arrays (FDA) (also known as
frequency-modulated arrays (FMA)). The FDA architecture is
similar to that of the analog phased array (PA). In a phased
array, each antenna is preceded by an analog phase shifter
and is connected to a single shared RF chain via a splitter
(TX) or combiner (RX). In the FDA architecture, a phase
shifter is replaced by a mixer, which introduces a frequency
offset between signals transmitted by each antenna. The FDA
concept offers yet another way to manipulate and explore the
spatial dimension of the radiated signals.

B. Relevant works

The frequency-diverse arrays have been mostly investigated
in the radar context [2f], [3], [4]. However, the analyses were
limited to pulsed or narrowband cases and did not consider
interference between the transmitted signals due to the overlap
in the frequency domain. In [5]] the concept of FDA radar with
linear frequency modulated (LFM) continuous-wave (CW)
signals was validated experimentally, showing the feasibility
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Fig. 1. Considered frequency diverse array system. Each antenna is fed with
the same signal shifted in frequency. The reference of the coordinate system
is set to the center of the array. d is the distance to a point of interest and 6
is the azimuth angle in regard to the array normal.

of the system. The work did not address the communica-
tion aspect of the FDA and experienced a loss in effective
sensing bandwidth due to the utilization of the FDA scheme
with an LFM waveform. The OFDM FDA communication
scheme where the subcarriers of the OFDM symbol were
split between antennas was analyzed in [6]. The scheme
was investigated in the context of secure communications
and requires a separate signal chain per antenna. A joint
communications and sensing system with orthogonal chirps
was presented in [7]]. It also requires a separate signal chain
per antenna and offers a low communication rate. In [§]], a
switched FDA and PA operation was investigated. The FDA
mode was used to detect the target/receiver, whose location
was later used during communications mode with a phased
array. A joint communications and sensing system based on
frequency index modulation with an FDA was considered in
[9]. The discussed work employed narrowband signals and
required complex processing at the receiver.

C. Contributions

In this paper, the FDA is combined with wideband OFDM,
where each antenna transmits all the subcarriers of the OFDM
symbol. The frequency offset between the antennas is much
smaller than the signal bandwidth, which results in interfer-
ence between the symbols, both for the communication and
radar modes. The time-varying beam pattern is investigated
and its effects on the sensing and communication perfor-
mances are discussed. Selected performance metrics, which
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are integrated sidelobe level (ISL) and error vector magnitude
(EVM), allow for a straightforward comparison between the
standard single-input single-output (SISO) OFDM communi-
cation and sensing system.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Frequency Diverse Array

Consider a uniform linear array (ULA) with M ele-
ments as shown in Fig. [[I The indexing of the antennas
is m € {0,£1,...,£(M — 1)/2} for odd M and m €
{£0.5,£1.5,...,£(M — 1)/2} for even M. Each antenna
transmits the same baseband signal at a distinct frequency
given by

fm:fc+mAf7 (D

where f. is the center operating frequency and Af is the
frequency offset between the antenna elements. The array is
assumed to operate in the far field with the center of the
array selected as the reference point. The path difference in
the direction 6 between the mth antenna and the reference is
then

Ady, = md,sin (0), )

where d, denotes the array inter-element spacing. Due to
the symmetric indexing of m, the operating frequencies of
antennas f,,, are symmetrically and uniformly distributed
around the f.. The same holds for the path differences Ad,,,
which are centered around 0.

Because of the different operating frequencies, the shared
path distance across antennas to some point of interest in
space does not introduce a common phase shift. Therefore
the total distance to the point of interest has to be taken into
account. Considering a point of interest at a distance d and
angle 6 the total phase shift between the mth antenna and the
reference is
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where c is the speed of light. To obtain a closed-form expres-
sion of the array factor (AF) the quadratic term in (B) has to
be either approximated [2] or neglected in the derivations [3].
Given the maximum frequency offset Af(M —1)/2 < f. is
much smaller than the carrier frequency, the contribution of
the quadratic term is considered negligible. Substituting the
range dependency with d = tc the total phase shift between
the antenna elements is

A, = 2mm (Aft + % sin (9)) , 4
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Fig. 2. Evolution of the FDA beam pattern and gain [dB] over time for ULA
with M = 8 antennas and Af = 1 kHz.

where \. = c¢/f.. The array factor of the FDA without
tapering is then given by
(M-1)/2
AFppa(0,t) = >
m=—(M—1)/2
sin (MW (Aft + % sin (9)))
= = . 5)
sin (ﬂ' (Aft + ;l—"c‘ sin (9)))

In contrast to conventional PAs, the time-varying phase shift
due to different operating frequencies of the antennas intro-
duces a time-varying beam pattern. The beamforming angle
of FDA at time ¢ is

O(t) = —sin™* <%Aft>. (6)

ejQﬂm(AftJri—"; sin (9))

The periodicity of the beam pattern in time is 1/Af with
lobe width 2/(M A f). The lobe width and periodicity of the
beam pattern in angle are the same as for a standard ULA
[LO]. An example of an FDA beam pattern evolution over time
is shown in Fig. [2| for an 8-element ULA with the frequency

offset of 1 KHZ 1~ gysTEM ANALYSIS

To investigate the limitations imposed by the FDA au-
toscanning property, a system analysis is performed. Consid-
ering an OFDM system with K subcarriers and bandwidth
B, the subcarrier spacing is Af,. = B/K. Given these
parameters, the duration of an OFDM symbol is

K + Ny

B )
where N, is the number of samples of the cyclic prefix (CP).
The cyclic prefix is taken into account as the system is also
considered for communications. The ULA angular resolution
can be approximated by [11]
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For \./2 spacing considered in this paper, the FDA beam
pattern is periodical within 180°. During a single FDA scan,
the system sends L OFDM symbols. The minimal number of
OFDM symbols to guarantee at least one full OFDM symbol
per beam is given by
180°
A6
The minimum duration of the angular scan corresponds to the
minimum Pulse Repetition Interval (PRI) and is calculated as
T, = LTy = L(K;%Cp). (10)
The increased PRI as compared to a system without scanning
reduces the maximum Doppler velocity and resolution by a
factor of L
_ )\C _ AC _ AC _ )\C
Umax—ﬁ m; 'Urcs—rj—,p—z[LTsv

where [ is the number of aggregated scans. The maximum
unambiguous range and resolution of the FDA OFDM system
are identical to that of the standard OFDM system

cK cNep
Tmax,noCP = ﬁu Tmax,wCP = 2B’

Note that, when a CP is used, the maximum unambiguous
range is limited by its duration. The minimum duration of the
angular scan (I0) determines the maximum frequency offset
Af between antenna elements Afyax = 1/7,. With this
formulation, it becomes apparent that the antenna frequency
offset is always smaller than the subcarrier spacing A f..

Assuming that M and B are fixed parameters, the radar
metrics can be evaluated against the number of subcarriers
K. Fig. [ shows that reducing the number of subcarriers
increases the maximum scanning frequency and maximum
unambiguous velocity, at the cost of reduced maximum un-
ambiguous range. Moreover with the increasing number of
antennas more OFDM symbols per scan are required, which
translates to reduced vpax and A fiiax.

One of the key features of the FDA is the array gain, which
naturally increases with the number of antennas. The array
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Fig. 3. Scanning frequency, maximum unambiguous range and velocity as
a function of a number of subcarriers K for B = 100 MHz, f. = 60 GHz
and a selected number of antennas. (N¢p = 0.25K)
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Fig. 4. Antenna array gain and normalized maximum symbol rate as a
function of the number of antennas. (N¢p = 0.25K)

gain allows for improved SNR at the sensing or communica-
tion receiver. As the number of antennas increases, so does
the minimum number of OFDM symbols per scan (9), due to
narrowed beamwidth. As a result, a receiver located at some
angle only intercepts 1/L of the transmitted OFDM symbols.
The received symbol rate is then

KB
R = L(K + Ngp) (13)

The achievable maximum symbol rate is inversely propor-
tional to the number of OFDM symbols per scan. FigHdl

shows the array gain and maximum achievable symbol rate,
normalized with respect to that of the SISO system (L = 1).

IV. SIGNAL MODEL

A. Modulation

The system utilizes OFDM modulation with K subcarriers
with indices & € {0,..., K — 1}. The complex modulation
symbols s(k) are chosen from a QPSK constellation. The
time domain (TD) signal is obtained by performing an inverse
discrete Fourier transform (IDFT) of the modulation symbols

1 V-1 _
y(n) = 5 D s(k)e FE, (14)
N
k=0
where n € {0,..., N — 1} are discrete-time indices.

B. Frequency shift

The signal transmitted by the mth antenna is a frequency-
shifted version of the original signal

ym(n) = y(n)e?mm ", (15)
where ¢ = AATf is the frequency offset normalized by the
subcarrier spacing. The frequency domain representation of
the frequency-shifted signal is obtained by performing a DFT



of the same length as in (I4). Following the formulation in
[12], the signal at antenna m can be expressed as

N-1

Ym (k) = > ym(n)e27wn

0
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where [ is another subcarrier index. Due to frequency shift
the subcarriers are no longer orthogonal and intercarrier
interference (ICI) appears. The ICI component between the
[th and kth subcarrier can be written as [[12]
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Rewriting the transmitted signal with the use of (17) results
in
N-—

Ym (k) = s(
=0
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N—-1

= )+ > sWpm—k).  (18)
128

As a result of frequency shift, the modulation symbol at
the kth subcarrier is scaled and rotated. Moreover, the inter-
carrier interference appears as a result of the loss of orthog-
onality. To include the effects of FDA beamforming on the
transmitted signal, it has to be considered for some moment
in time ¢ when the AF of the FDA is pointing in the direction
Orx(t) given by (B). The transmitted signal for the mth
antenna is then

Ym (k1) = ym(k)e—j%(kAfSCerAf)(’“5& sin (frx (1)) (19)

C. Communications

The communication system is considered in the line-of-
sight scenario. A single antenna receiver is located at dis-
tance d and angle Orx. Assuming a narrow band system
A fsc < fc, the attenuation is identical for all subcarriers and
antennas. Following the per-subcarrier flat-fading assumption,
the channel can be modeled as a single complex coefficient

hm(k) _ aeijﬁ(kAfstrmAf)(%f% sin (GRX))' (20)

The received signal from mth antenna can be written as

o~ 327 (kA foctmAf) (44

rm(k, 1)
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The received signal can be further simplified by assuming that
MAf < A fy, resulting in

P (s 1) = Q€9 (1) IR B2 000 (22
where ¢ = —2mkAfsd/c is the phase rotation at the
kth subcarrier due to propagation delay and A¢(t) =
sin (O1x (t)) — sin (0rx). The sum of the received signals
is then

(M—1)/2
Z ym(k)eszmfscmf%ab(t)j (23)
—(M—1)/2

r(k,t) = el ?*

The attenuation o and e/#* components are subject to
equalization at the receiver. The received signal formulation
reveals that, when the FDA beamforming direction is not
aligned with the receiver, there is an additional antenna-
dependent phase rotation per subcarrier. This introduces un-
recoverable signal distortion at other angles, hampering the
reception quality. As the beamforming direction of the FDA
is time-dependent, O1x(¢) the quality of the received signal
suffers periodic variations.

In the simulation results section, the communication per-
formance is quantified by the error vector magnitude (EVM)
defined as

2

g VETESs0) — rea(h)
| | ’
where req(k) is the equalized received symbol. The EVM

allows to asses how the performance of the standard OFDM
system is degraded by combining it with the FDA.

(24)

D. Sensing

In the sensing scenario, an isotropic scatterer ¢ is con-
sidered, located at angle 6, and distance d, with complex
scattering coefficient v and velocity v. The radar receiver
is located at the center of the array. The observed relative
velocity across all antennas is assumed to be the same. The
effects of the scatterer on the received signal in the frequency
domain can be formulated as

gm(k,1) =

The reflection signal from the mth antenna is then

e 2T oI (MASTRA L) (HHERE) 5y

:’767j27rlTp )\LC
eijﬁ(mAerkAfsc)(szJr mcda (sin (0Tx (t))—sin (eq)))
(26)
Simplifying the signal as in 22) results in
m(k, 1, 1) = e (9200 02Tk A S B2 860 (1) (97)



where ¢; = —j2mlT,v/ X is the phase shift due to the target
velocity and A¢y(t) = sin (frx(t)) — sin (,). The sum of
the reflected signals is then
(M—1)/2
x(k,1,t) :,763'(¢L+2<Pk) Z
—(M—1)/2

(28)

The channel estimate is obtained by processing the return
signal with a zero-forcing estimator

R x(k,1,t)

q(k,t) = s D) (29)
The range profile is obtained by performing an IDFT on
the obtained channel estimate. By inspecting the received
sensing signal in (28), conclusions similar to those in the
communications scenario can be drawn. An offset between
the FDA beamforming angle and the target angle results in
antenna-dependent subcarrier rotation, distorting the signal
and increasing the sidelobe levels. Moreover, the presence
of ICI due to frequency offset also contributes to the sidelobe
levels and might introduce bias in target estimation.

In the simulation results section, the sensing performance is

evaluated based on the integrated sidelobe level (ISL) defined

as
K-1
_ Zk:o, k#kmas Ip(k)|
[P(kmaz) ? ’

where p(k) is the range profile obtained by processing the
channel estimate and k,,,,; is the index of the maximum of
the range profile.

2
ISL

(30)

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

The performance of the FDA OFDM system was evaluated
with the use of numerical simulations. The FDA is a dynamic
system with time-variant beamforming and a limited number
of OFDM symbols transmitted during each scan. Each OFDM
symbol covers some angular extent and, as shown in Sec.
the difference between the beamforming angle and target
or receiver angle degrades the performance of the system.
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Fig. 5. EVM at the communications receiver as a function of angle and
OFDM symbol index, for M = 2 antennas and L = 3 OFDM symbols.
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The performance dependency on target or receiver angle
was investigated for a system with M = 2 antennas and
L = 3 transmitted OFDM symbols during a scan (maximum
scanning frequency).

Fig. 3] shows the EVM against the receiver angle for each
of the transmitted OFDM symbols during a scan. The symbol
index denotes the order in which the OFDM symbols were
transmitted. The plot shows that the EVM greatly varies with
the receiver angle. Moreover, depending on the symbol index
the EVM reaches a minimum for different angles. This is a
result of each OFDM symbol being beamformed in different
directions as the FDA scan progresses. The system’s perfor-
mance across the whole angular extent is visualized by the
dashed line which corresponds to the minimum of the EVM
across all symbols. The per-frame angle-dependent EVM can
be considered in the secure communications context. The
EVM is degraded in directions other than the intended one,
improving the secrecy rate and preventing an eavesdropper at
other angles from intercepting the information.

Fig. [@ presents the ISL as a function of the target angle
for each OFDM symbol. Similarly, as in the communications
scenario, the ISL is degraded for targets at angles other
than those to which the FDA beam is directed. The system
performance across all angles is visualized by the dashed line,
which corresponds to the minimum of ISL across all OFDM
symbols. The increased ISL for other angular directions might
introduce problems as the sidelobes from closer targets at an
offset angle can dominate the return of a small target at the
beamforming angle.

The performance of the FDA OFDM system is dependent
on the angle of the target or receiver. Therefore in the
following analyses, the maximum ISL and EVM values across
angles are considered, which correspond to the worst-case
performance. Fig. [7] depicts the maximum ISL and EVM vs
the scanning frequency normalized to the maximum scanning
frequency for a given number of antennas. As expected,
the lower the frequency offset between the antennas, the
smaller the ICI contribution and both performance metrics
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Fig. 6. ISL at radar receiver as a function of target angle and OFDM symbol
index, for M = 2 antennas and L = 3 OFDM symbols.
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Fig. 7. Maximum ISL and EVM as a function of the scanning frequency
(frequency offset) between antennas - normalized to the maximum scanning
frequency, for a selected number of antennas M.

improve. A better performance can be achieved at the cost
of slower scanning. One should notice that the performance
also depends on the number of antennas. As the number of
antennas grows - the maximum scanning frequency is lowered
- reducing the power of ICI. However, the interference from
multiple antennas sums up coherently to some extent. Those
two effects approximately cancel one another. Therefore, the
performance of the system can be considered agnostic of the
number of antennas for fast scanning. The most considerable
differences in performance can be observed for a low number
of antennas (i.e. 2) or slow scanning when the performance
of the system becomes limited by the number of antennas.

Fig. [8 shows the maximum ISL and EVM as a function of
the number of subcarriers. Both communications and sensing
performance are unaffected by the number of subcarriers
since the ratio of the frequency offset and subcarrier spacing
is constant for a given M, regardless of the number of
subcarriers.

One key property of the FDA that should not be overlooked
is the ability to resolve the targets in the angular domain.
From each scan, a range-angle map can be produced, which
allows to resolve targets in the angular domain with a reso-
lution similar to that of the PA [10].

VI. CONCLUSION

The FDAs offer an interesting alternative to manipulate the
spatial properties of the signals radiated by antenna arrays. In
this paper, the key features of the FDA OFDM system were
discussed in the context of joint communication and sensing.
The number of antennas in the FDA system effectively limits
the maximum scanning frequency and throughput. On the
other hand, it has a negligible impact on the system’s perfor-
mance and scales the array gain. By reducing the scanning
frequency the ISL and EVM can be improved to meet the
requirements of a specific application. For instance, a tenfold
reduction scanning frequency in regard to maximum allows
for a 40 dB improvement in EVM and ISL, rendering the
impact of interference due to frequency shift negligible.
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Fig. 8. Maximum ISL and EVM for maximum scanning frequency as a
function of the number of subcarriers for a selected number of antennas M.
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