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Abstract—The uncertainty of the sensing target brings great
challenge to the beamforming design of the integrated sensing
and communication (ISAC) system. To address this issue, we
model the scattering coefficient and azimuth angle of the target
as random variables and introduce a novel metric, expected
detection probability (F P;), to quantify the average detection per-
formance from a Bayesian perspective. Furthermore, we design a
Bayesian beamforming scheme to optimize the expected detection
probability under the limited power budget and communication
performance constraints. A successive convex approximation and
semidefinite relaxation based (SCA-SDR) algorithm is developed
for the complicated non-convex optimization problem correspond-
ing to the beamforming scheme. Simulation results show that
the proposed scheme outperforms other benchmarks and exhibits
robust detection performance when parameters of the target are
unknown and random.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communications (ISAC),
Bayesian beamforming, target with uncertainty.

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) is one of the
pivotal technologies for the next generation of mobile com-
munications [1]-[3]. By sharing wireless spectrum resources,
ISAC enables traditional network infrastructure to acquire
sensing capabilities in a low-cost manner. This integration of
sensing and communication capabilities is expected to enable
many promising emerging applications [4]—[6], such as smart
cities, autonomous driving, etc.

Beamforming technology has always been an important
research topic in the ISAC area [7]-[11]. By carefully designing
the beamformer, the communication and sensing performance
of the ISAC system can be effectively enhanced. Extensive
research on beamforming design has been conducted in both
academia and industry. For instance, the author in [8] proposed
a joint beamforming scheme to optimize the beampattern under
the constraint of communication signal-to-interference-plus-
noise ratio (SINR). In [9] the authors developed a scheme for
Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) optimization under the constraint of
communication SINR. A joint beamforming design is proposed
in [10] for robust CRB optimization in multi-target scenarios.
The authors in [11] proposed a joint beamforming scheme
to optimizie multi-target detection performance in multi-target
scenarios.

Most of existing works assume that the target parameter is
determined and known in advance, and design the beamformer
to optimize the performance of communication and sensing.
However, in practice, targets are always unknown and random.
Although we can’t know the true value of the parameter, we
may be able to obtain the prior distribution of the parameter
from historical data or motion models. Several works have
been carried out to explore this case. The authors in [12]
proposed an active beamforming scheme, using the posterior
distribution of parameters for beamforming design. In [13], the
authors modeled the target parameter as a random variable,
derived the upper bound of the posterior CRB (PCRB), and
proposed a transmit covariance matrix optimization scheme to
minimize the sensing PCRB. In [14]], the authors propose a
secure ISAC beamforming scheme aimed at maximizing the
worst-case secrecy rate across all possible target locations,
subject to a sensing PCRB threshold. However, in these works,
performance indicators such as expected SINR and PCRB are
considered. Research on the performance of target detection
from the Bayesian expectation perspective remains scarce.

In this paper, we address the challenge of target uncertainty
and focus on the scenario where the parameters are unknown
and random case. We model the scattering coefficient and
azimuth angle of the target as random variables with known
distributions. Moreover, we define a new sensing metric called
expected detection probability E'P; to measure the average
detection performance from a Bayesian perspective. Then,
we formulate the Bayesian beamforming scheme as a E Py
optimization problem under the communication performance
and power budget constraints, and develop a successive convex
approximation and semidefinite relaxation based (SCA-SDR)
algorithm to solve the non-convex problem. The simulation
results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed scheme.

Notation: In this paper, Bold italic lower-case and upper-
case letters denote vectors and matrices respectively. R and C
represent the real and complex sets respectively. | - |, || - ||,
and || - || are absolute value, Euclidean norm, and Frobenius
norm, respectively. (-) " and (-)' denote the inverse and pseudo
. . T * H
inverse, respectively. (-)", ()", and ()" represent transpose,
complex conjugate, and Hermitian transpose, respectively. E (-)
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the ISAC system with an uncertain target.

represents statistical expectation. Re {-} returns the real part
of a complex number. j is the imaginary unit, which means
j2 = —1.1Iy is the N x N identity matrix. 1 = [1,1,...,1]"
RY. A = 0 means that A is a positive semidefinite matrix. ®
represents the Hadamard product. diag (a) returns a diagonal
matrix, the vector composed of its diagonal elements is a.
Tr (A) and rank (A) compute the trace and rank of matrix
A respectively. chol (A) returns the Cholesky decomposition
of matrix A. vec (A) vectorize matrix A by column-stacking.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sect. [l
introduces the signal and system model. We propose the
Bayesian beamforming scheme in Sect. [[Ill and present numer-
ical results in Sect. [Vl Finally, the conclusions are drawn in

Sect. [V]

II. SYSTEM AND SIGNAL MODEL

A. System Model

We consider an ISAC base station with V; transmit antennas
and N, receive antennas intending to provide downlink com-
munication services for K single antenna user equipment (UEs)
and sensing a target with uncertainty simultaneously, as shown
in Fig [Il The transmit signal X can be expressed as

X =W.S, + W,S, = WS, (1)

where W, = [wy,ws, ..., wg| € CNeXK and W, € CNex N
are communication and sensing beamformer, respectively. S, €
CKEXL and S, € CM*L are communication data and a
dedicated sensing waveform of length L. So, W = [W,., W] €
CNex(NAK) and § = [S,,S,]" € CWHE)*XL gre joint
beamformer and joint data augmentation matrix. When signal
length is sufficiently large, it is assumed that there is no
correlation between dedicated sensing waveforms and random
communication data. The sample covariance matrix of X is
given by [9]

1
Rx = zXXH ~ WWH ¢ CNexNe, 2)

B. Sensing Model
The echo signals at the ISAC base station are denoted by

Y, = H,X + Z,, @)

where H = ab(0) a” (0) = aA (0) € CN-*Nt is the target
response matrix. « and 6 are the complex scattering coefficient
and azimuth angle of the target. a () and b (6) are steering
vectors of the transmit and receive array. Z, € CV~*Z denotes
an additive noise matrix with each entry following complex
Gaussian distribution CA(0,02). Since the position of the
target is uncertain, we model « and 6 as independent random
variables.

By defining V' () = I, ® (b () a’ ()), and & = vec (X)),
zs = vec (Zs), the ys can be rewritten as

ys 2 vec (Y,) = aV (0) = + z,. @)

We consider the detection task of the target, which can be easily
formulated as a hypothesis testing problem as follows

7_[0 ‘Ys = Zs
®)
Hi:ys =aV (0)x + zs,

where 7o means there is no target echo signal, /{1 means there
is target echo. Since both o and 6 are unknown parameters, the
generalized likelihood ratio test (GLRT) can be used for target
detection.

Proposition 1. In this case, the generalized likelihood ratio
test (GLRT) detector can be expressed as,

2 Ha
max 7|yfv 9) :c\ > n (6)
o Ive)z|r < 7

Ho
where Yy is the received signal, x is the transmitted signal,
and n is the detection threshold. The detector achieves con-
stant false alarm rate (CFAR) performance by controlling the

threshold I

Proof. See Appendix [Al [ ]
In an actual system, it is usually impossible to know at what
angle the detection statistic obtains the maximum value. More
practical, the scheme usually adopted is to perform separate
detections at multiple angle grid points. For the angle 6; , we

can get the following detector [16]-[19]

Hi
Re{y'V(@))a} Z I ™
Ho
and I is the detection threshold. Since the angle to be detected
is completely known at this time, the denominator of the
GLRT statistic becomes a constant, and the GLRT detection is
completely degenerated into the above matched filter detector.
The detection probability of the target at angle 6; is denoted
as

Py(lal, 0;) = %erfc (erfc1 (2Py) — \/|a|2tr(F gej) RX))

US
®)




where erfc (z) = % L e~*dt is the complementary error
function, the constant Py is the probability of false alarm, and
F(0)=A(0) A" (9).

In this work, we consider that «« and 6 are random variables,
we define a new expected detection probability (£ FP,;) metric,
measuring the average detection performance, which is given

by
EPy = By 6 (Pa(|al,0)) //f £ (lal) Pa(a, 0)dlaldd
©

where f (|a|) and f (@) are the probability density function of
the random variable |« and 6.
C. Communication Model

The received signal by the k-th UE can be expressed as
=hilX + z,, (10)

where th € C'*N: ig the channel from the transmit antenna
array to the k-th UEfor k = 1,2,..., K. z. ~ CN (0,021 is
the communication noise. We assume that the communication
channel experience both small-scale and large-scale fading. The
channel th can be expressed as [15]

K K
h = /i g g 11
where 7, is the large-scale fading coefficient and  /5g;, +

719 is the small-scale Rician fading model. 7, is modeled

—201logyo (A/ (47mdp))+10nlogy (di/do) (in dB), where d,
is the distance between transmit array and k-th UE, dp =1 m
is reference distance, n = 2.2 is the path loss exponent, and A
is the wavelength of the carrier frequency. in small-scale fading
part, x is the energy ratio between the line-of-sight (LoS) path
and none-LoS (NLoS) paths, g, = a(8) is the LoS channel,
and g, ~ CN (0,Iy,) is the NLoS channel.

The communication SINR of the k-th UE is given by

|hHwk|2

St I wil? + R W12 + 02

Ve = 12)

where ZZ Listk |hHw;|> is the multi-user interference.
||REW]||? is the interference caused by the dedicated sensing

signal.

III. BAYESIAN BEAMFORMING SCHEME

In order to improve the expected detection probability, we de-
sign a novel beamforming scheme in this section. We formulate
the beamforming design scheme as the following optimization
problem,

(P1) maximize EP, (13a)
subject to Y& = Yen, Vk (13b)
tr (WWH) < Pr, (13¢c)

where beamformer W is the optimization variable, (I3b) is
to set a threshold for the communication SINR of each UE,

Algorithm 1 SCA-SDR Algorithm for Solving (P;).

Input: Pr, o2, o2, R, Bl ..., hE, Ny, Ny, vy, po, 02, fas
g, M, N.
Output: W+,
1: Initialize: W t = 1, ey, € = +00, Tnax.
2: while t < T and € > &, do
3: Calculate RY = WOWH®)
4 Calculate F R()?) via (I7) and (I8)
5

Obtain Rx,W1,...,Wg by solving (I9) without

rank-1 constraints via CVX toolbox

6: Calculate Rx, Wh1,..., W via QO)2I)

7: Compute W via

g8  Update W+ = W 4 sO (Wt — W®), where
5 is the stepsize calculated using the Armijo rule

o Update £ = 0 |[Wi — WO

10: Update t =t + 1

11: end while

12: return W* = W®),

and (I3¢) is a power budget. Introducing auxiliary variables
Rx = WWH w, = wkw,f, and Qi = h,’;hf, then (1)
can be reformulated as

tr (QrWy)
tr (Qx (Rx — Wg)) + 02’

T = (14)

Next, substituting auxiliary variables into (13), the
Problem (1) can be transformed as

(P1.1) maximize EP, (15a)
Rx ,Wh,..., Wk
subject to  tr (QxWi) — yintr (Qx (Rx — W)
> Yoo, Vk (15b)
tr (Rx) < Pr (15¢)
K
Rx—» Wy =0 (15d)
k=1
rank (Wy) = 1, Vk. (15e)

According to () and (@), the objective function is a non-convex
function that contains nonlinear function erfc (z) and integrals.
The integration is a tricky operation for optimization problems.
Here, we discretize the distribution and then use the summation
operation instead of the complicated integration. As a result, (8)
is approximated as

EP,; ~ Z ng

m=1n=1

wa an) Pd(anvom)a (16)

where wy (0,,,) and wy (v,) are probability values of the cor-
respondlng values of 6,,, and «,, in the discretized distribution,
and 301wy (0;) = Yon_y we (an) = 1.

Note that the objective function is still nonlinear due to
the presence of the erfc (x) function. We propose to tackle this
by the successive convex approximation (SCA) algorithm [22]].



M N
EPy~F(RY) = 3 3 wo (0

) (an) [Pa (0,0 RY) + (VP (00 0m RY) . (Rx ~RY))] (7
m=1n=1
)
2 " 2FT em |an|2tr (F (Hm) RX)
VP, (ozn, O, R()?) - ol E Om) erfet (2Pf) — _ (18)
|a\2cr(F(em)Rg?) o
Given a feasible point W(t), we have Rg? = WOWH® 08 1
the first order Taylor convex approximation at R()? is given by o 108
(I6), where the (A, B) is the inner product of A and B, and ' los &
VP, (an, O, R()? is the gradient of E Py calculated by (I7). & 08 _ipd of e:h '_taa“fon + veraion| {04 &
rmi n| Y« 0
As a result, at the t-iteration of the SCA algorithm, we solve 05 AR e Lo
the following optimization problem '
) “ 20 w0 w0 @ 100 120 10 10 180 200
(Pr2)  mesimize F ( RY ) (19) Number o iteration
sxu7bj<le;t.)tolc (I3B) — (138 Fig. 2. Expected detection probability and Armijo stepsize

The above problem is a typical semidefinite relaxation (SDR)
problem [21]]. Ignoring the rank-1 constraint (I3€), (P;.2) is
a convex problem, which can be solved using the CVX tool
[20] to obtain the optimal solution Rx, W ,..., W . Further
using the following proposition, the optimal rank-1 solution can
be obtained directly [8]].

Proposition 2. Given an optimal solution Rx ,W1,...,W
of (P1.2) without rank-1 constrains, the following Rx , W1, . ..

, Wi is the rank-1 optimal solution of (P1.2)

Rx = Rx, (20)
W, — M k. Q21
tr (QeWy)’
Proof. See [8, Theorem 1]. [ |

Next, The optimal beamforming matrix solution W at ¢-
iteration step of SCA can be obtained by

—-1/2
Wihi VE,

Wy = (hkﬁ?kth ) (22)
K

W, = chol <13LX -3 vak> , (23)
k=1

wt— [wl,...wK,ﬁ?s} , (24)

where chol is the Cholesky decomposition. Next, we update
the WD = w® 4 s&O(Wt — W), where 61 is the
stepsize obtained from Armijo rule to ensure the convergence.
we iteratively update the optimization variable until conver-
gence. The proposed algorithm for solving (P;) is summa-
rized in Algorithm [l The total complexity of Algorithm 1
is O (Iiter K*° N/ log (1/¢)), where Iy, is the iterations
required for the SCA algorithm to converge, € is the accuracy
of interior-point method.

versus number of iteration of the proposed Algorithm [Il
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Fig. 3. Beampatterns of various beamforming schemes.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We present numerical results of the proposed Bayesian beam-
forming scheme in this section. We set the transmit and receive
array with the same number of antennas, i.e., Ny = N, = 16,
the transmit power as Pr = 20dBm, and the noise power of

communication and sensing as 02 = 02 = —94dBm. The
carrier frequency of the system is set to f. = 2.4 GHz. We
consider K = 2 communication UEs at (—45°,200m) and

(45°,200m). With k = 4, the channel can be obtained from
(10). We consider that there is a target d,, = 30 m away from the
transmit array. The norm of the complex scattering coefficient
la] of the target is set to || ~ Rayleigh (04|) . where oy

can be calculated by % i 4’\:)%;4 [23], the radar cross-section

(RCS) o is set to 2. The 6 of the target is set to § ~ N (0, 10).
The false alarm rate is set to Py = 107C.

First, we verify the convergence of the proposed Algorithm
[l The expected detection probability and step size versus
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Fig. 5. EP; of various schemes versus the transmit power

the number of iterations are shown in Fig. 2l The results in
the figure show that the proposed SCA-SDR algorithm can
effectively improve the expected detection probability of the
target through iteration and has good convergence performance.
Moreover, we use several benchmark methods to compare with
the proposed scheme (Max. EPD). The Omini Strict and Max.
ESINR are schemes proposed in [12], which are to maximize
omnidirectional coverage and maximize expected SINR under
energy constraints and communication performance constraints,
respectively. The Max. SINR does not consider the uncertainty
of the target and maximizes the SINR at 0° under energy
constraints and communication performance constraints. Fig. [3]
shows the beampatterns of the proposed scheme and baseline
schemes with ~;;, = 24 dB. As can be seen from the figure, the
proposed scheme can adaptively emit a wider beam to improve
the EP,; of the target. Fig. [ shows the EP; that can be
achieved by different schemes under different communication
constraints. It can be clearly seen from the figure that compared
with other baseline schemes, our proposed scheme can always
achieve the best E P;. Fig.[5lshows the E P, of various schemes
under different transmit power. To achieve the same level
of EP,, the proposed scheme requires significantly smaller
transmit power compared to other methods. In addition, when
the transmit power is relatively low, the performance of Max.
ESINR, Max. SINR, and the proposed scheme are similar.
However, as the transmit power increases, the proposed scheme
is significantly better than other schemes.

Finally, we conduct a Monte Carlo experiment to randomly
generate targets according to the distribution of o and 6 and
evaluate the detection probability of the targets. The histogram

is shown in Fig. [6l Fig. 6 shows the histogram of the detection
probability for 1000 random samples generated according to
the target distribution under different schemes. It can be seen
that the detection performance of the proposed scheme is better
than other schemes and has strong detection robustness.
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Fig. 6. Detection probability histogram of Monte Carlo samples

V. CONCLUSION

To address the challenges posed by target uncertainty, we
proposed a Bayesian beamforming scheme for ISAC systems
in this paper. We modeled the scattering coefficient and azimuth
angle of the target as random variables and defined a new
sensing metric of EP;. The Bayesian beamforming design
problem is formulated as a non-convex optimization problem
of maximizing the E'P; under the constraints of energy and
communication performance. An SCA-SDR algorithm is de-
veloped to solve this optimization problem. Simulation results
show that the proposed scheme can improve the robust target
detection performance and achieves higher detection probability
than state-of-the-art methods.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

We observe the signal y, which under H; follows the model:

ys =aV (0) x + z;, (25)
Under Hy, there is no target, so
Ys = 25, (26)
The GLRT statistic is given by
L1(ys); o, 0)
A(ys) = max —————=, 27
(ys) = ma Co(ys)

where L (y;a,0) is the likelihood under Hy, Lo(y) is the
likelihood under Hj.

1 [lys|?
Lo(ys) = (ro?) VD) exp (—7 ) (28)

S



Under H1, the likelihood is:

o 0) — lys —aV () z|?
El(ys,a,o) = Wexp <— 0‘2 .
(29)
Substituting the likelihoods into the GLRT definition:
exp (_H?J—OZUM)
A(ys) = max - (30)

12
b exp (_ Ly )

Simplify the exponential terms:

— _ 2 2
ELECAUL ETT0 By

2
0%

Alys) = maxexp

Expanding |lys — aV () z||*:
lys — aV (0) z||?
= llysl? = 2Re{a”y'V (0) a} + o[V (0) 2|*.  (32)

Substitute back into A(ys):

A(ys) = maxexp

)

2
Os

(33)

To find the optimal &, maximize the argument of the exponen-
tial with respect to a,

YV ()
IV (©) |
Substitute « back into A(ys),

d:

(34)

vV (0) x|

2V (0)z|? )

A(ys) = maxexp
Taking the logarithm for simplicity:

H 2

[y V (0) x|
InA(ys) = = -
nAYs) = max S 0 al?

The GLRT detector can be formulated as

H 2 Hl

lyiv (@) =" >
max ————~ I 37

P v@er <

(36)

where I is a threshold determined by the desired false alarm
probability.

<2Re{a*y5V(9) x}} — |0<|2||V(9)w|2) _
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