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Abstract—Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) radars
transmit a set of sequences that exhibit small cross-correlation
sidelobes, to enhance sensing performance by separating them
at the matched filter outputs. The waveforms also require small
auto-correlation sidelobes to avoid masking of weak targets by
the range sidelobes of strong targets and to mitigate deleterious
effects of distributed clutter. In light of these requirements, in this
paper, we design a set of phase-only (constant modulus) sequences
that exhibit near-optimal properties in terms of Peak Sidelobe
Level (PSL) and Integrated Sidelobe Level (ISL). At the design
stage, we adopt weighted `p-norm of auto- and cross-correlation
sidelobes as the objective function and minimize it for a general p
value, using block successive upper bound minimization (BSUM).
Considering the limitation of radar amplifiers, we design unimod-
ular sequences which make the design problem non-convex and
NP-hard. To tackle the problem, in every iteration of the BSUM
algorithm, we introduce different local approximation functions
and optimize them concerning a block, containing a code entry or
a code vector. The numerical results show that the performance
of the optimized set of sequences outperforms the state-of-the-
art counterparts, in both terms of PSL values and computational
time.

Index Terms—BSUM, `p-norm, PSL, ISL, MIMO Radar,
Waveform Design.

I. INTRODUCTION

A complex problem in radar pulse compression (intra-
pulse modulation) is the design of waveforms exhibiting
small Peak Sidelobe Level (PSL). PSL shows the maximum
auto-correlation sidelobe of a transmit waveform in a typi-
cal Single-Input Single-Output (SISO)/Single-Input Multiple-
Output (SIMO), or phased-array radar system. If this value is
not small, then either a false detection or a miss detection
may happen, based on the way the Constant False Alarm
Rate (CFAR) detector is tuned [1]. In Multiple-Input Multiple-
Output (MIMO) radars, PSL minimization is more complex
since the cross-correlation sidelobes of transmitting set of
sequences need to be also considered. Small value in cross-
correlation sidelobes helps the radar receiver to separate the
transmitting waveforms and form a MIMO virtual array.

Similar properties hold for Integrated Sidelobe Level (ISL)
of transmitting waveforms where in case of SISO/SIMO or
phased-array radars, the energy of auto-correlation sidelobes
should be small to mitigate the deleterious effects of dis-
tributed clutter. In solid state-based weather radars, ISL needs
to be small to enhance reflectively estimation and improve the
performance of hydrometer classifier [2]. In MIMO radar sys-
tems, ISL shows the energy leakage of different waveforms in
addition to the energy of non-zero auto-correlation sidelobes.
Indeed, correlation sidelobes are a form of self-noise that

reduce the effectiveness of transmitting waveforms in every
radar system [3].

In a MIMO radar system, different multiplexing schemes
can be used to create zero values for cross-correlations of
the transmitting waveforms, Frequency Division Multiplexing
(FDM), Doppler Division Multiplexing (DDM), and Time Di-
vision Multiplexing (TDM) as some examples [4]. Currently,
TDM-MIMO radars are commercialized in the automotive
industry with a variety of functionalities from de-chirping and
Doppler processing to angle estimation and tracking [5], [6].
However, Code Division Multiplexing (CDM)-MIMO is the
next step of the industry, which can use more efficiently the
available resources (time and frequency) [7].

In this paper, we devise a method called Weighted BSUM
sEquence SeT (WeBEST) to design transmitting waveforms
for CDM-MIMO radars. To this end, we adopt the weighted
`p-norm of auto- and cross-correlation sidelobes as the objec-
tive function and minimize it under Continuous Phase (CP) and
Discrete Phase (DP) constraints. The weighting and p values
in the provided formulation create a possibility for intelligent
transmission based on prevailing environmental conditions,
where can select appropriate p based on presence of distributed
clutter or strong target [8]–[11]. For example, choosing p→ 0
and minimizing the `p-norm of auto- and cross-correlation
sidelobes, a set of sequences with sparse sidelobes will be
obtained. With p = 2, the resulting optimized set of sequences
will have small ISL value which performs well in the presence
of clutter. Further, by minimizing the `p-norm when p→ +∞,
the optimized set of sequence will have small PSL and are well
suited for enhancing the detection of point targets.

A. Background and Related Works

Waveform design based on sidelobe reduction in
SISO/SIMO or phased-array radar systems: Research
into design of waveforms with small ISL and PSL values
has significantly increased over the past decade for single
waveform transmitting radar systems [12]–[20]. In case
of ISL minimization, several optimization frameworks
are proposed, including power method-like iterations,
Majorization-Minimization (MM), Coordinate Descent (CD),
Gradient Descent (GD) and Alternating Direction Method
of Multipliers (ADMM) to name a few [12]–[20]. Further,
joint ISL and PSL minimization based on CD under DP and
CP constraints is proposed in [18]. In this paper `p-norm of
auto-correlation sidelobes when p → +∞ is considered for
the initialization. Similarly, several papers have considered
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TABLE I: The difference of the proposed method with the
state of the art.

Paper PSL ISL `p-norm type weight
[18] X X p ≥ 2 SISO ×

[15], [16] X X p ≥ 2 SISO X
[12] × X × SISO X

[13], [17], [20] × X × SISO ×
[19] X X p ≥ 2 for p even SISO X

[21]–[26] × X × MIMO X
[27] X X × MIMO ×
[28] X × × MIMO ×

WeBEST (DP) X X p > 0 MIMO X
WeBEST (CP) X X p ∈ (0, 1] ∪ p ≥ 2 MIMO X

`p-norm minimization to design waveform with small PSL
values. In [15], [16], MM based approach are proposed for
`p-norm minimization when p ≥ 2. Also, the authors in [19]
proposed a GD based approach for `p-norm minimization
when p is an even number, i.e., p = 2n, n ∈ Z+. The results
in [18] depict that a methodology based on the `p-norm of
auto-correlation sidelobes by gradually increasing p, provides
sequences with smaller PSL values comparing with the direct
minimization of the PSL. Motivated by this observation,
this paper investigates `p-norm minimization of auto- and
cross-correlation functions to obtain set of sequences with
very small PSL values for MIMO radar systems.

Waveform design based on sidelobe reduction in MIMO
radar systems: In order to design set of sequences with
small auto- and cross-correlation sidelobes, several approaches
including Multi-Cyclic Algorithm-New (CAN)/Multi-PeCAN
[21], Iterative Direct Search [22], ISLNew [23], MM-Corr
[24] and CD [25], [26], are proposed all considering the ISL
as the design metric. On the other hand, few papers have
focused on PSL minimization for MIMO radars [27], [28].
In [27] a CD based approach is proposed to directly minimize
a weighted sum of PSL and ISL for MIMO radars under
DP constraint. In [28] a MM based approach is proposed
to directly minimize the PSL and design set of sequences
for MIMO radar systems. In the current study, we design
set of sequences with very small PSL values by minimizing
`p-norm of auto- and cross-correlation sidelobes for a set of
sequences which was not addressed previously in the literature.
In contrast to the previous studies, we solve the problem for
a general p value (p > 0) under DP constraint, and solve it
for p ∈ (0, 1] ∪ p ≥ 2 under CP constraint. Interestingly, the
obtained PSL values are close to the welch lower bound and
fill the gap between the best of literature and the lower bound.
TABLE I compares the contributions of the proposed WeBEST
method with the state-of-the art approaches.

B. Contributions

The main contributions of the current article are summarized
below.
• Unified optimization framework: We propose a unified

framework based on Block Successive Upper Bound
Minimization (BSUM) paradigm to solve a general `p-
norm of auto- and cross-correlation minimization prob-
lem under practical waveform design constraints which

make the problem non-convex, non-smooth and NP-hard.
While BSUM offers a generic framework, the contri-
bution of the paper lies in devising different solutions
based on implementation complexity and performance
under a unified framework that solves the problem. The
proposed problem formulation includes `1/`0-norm of
the auto-correlation sidelobe which relatively have lower
number of local minima comparing with l2-norm. Also,
the local minima of those cost function would correspond
to sequences with good auto-correlation sidelobe levels.
For instance, in the simulation analysis we show that any
local minima of `0-norm of auto-correlation would have
many zeros (sparse auto-correlation) which can enhance
the detection performance in the presence of distributed
clutter.

• Entry- and vector-based solutions: In each iteration of
BSUM, we propose two approaches, i.e, entry- and
vector-based solutions. In the entry-based optimization,
we formulate the problem with respect to a single vari-
able; this enable us to find the critical points and obtain
the global optimum solution in each step. For vector-
based optimization we propose a solution based on GD.
This approach is faster than the entry-based method.
However, the entry-based method has a better perfor-
mance in terms of minimizing the objective function due
to obtaining the global optimum solution in each step.

• Trade-off and flexibility: By conducting thorough perfor-
mance assessment, we propose a flexible tool to design
set of sequences with different properties. We show
that the `p-norm optimization framework provides the
flexibly of controlling optimization objective by choosing
p, where p → ∞ leads to design set of waveforms with
good PSL property. Choosing p→ 0 leads to sparse auto-
and cross-correlation and choosing p = 2 leads to design
set of waveforms with good ISL property.

We finally propose a direct solution for the discrete phase
constraint using Fast Fourier Transform (FFT)-based tech-
nique.

C. Organization and Notations

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, we formulate the `p-norm minimization for MIMO radar
systems, then we introduce the BSUM method as the Opti-
mization framework and finally we define the local approx-
imation functions suitable for `p-norm problem. We develop
the BSUM framework to solve the problem in Section III and
provide numerical experiments to verify the effectiveness of
proposed algorithm in Section IV.

Notations: This paper uses lower-case and upper-case
boldface for vectors (a) and matrices (A) respectively. The
set of complex and positives integer numbers are denoted by
C and Z+ respectively. The transpose, conjugate transpose
and sequence reversal are denoted by the (.)T , (.)H and (.)r

symbols respectively. Besides the Frobenius norm, `p norm,
absolute value and round operator are denoted by ‖.‖F , ‖.‖p,
|.| and b.e, respectively. For any complex number a, <(a) and
=(a) denotes the real and imaginary part respectively. The
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letter j represents the imaginary unit (i.e., j =
√
−1), while

the letter (i) is use as step of a procedure. Finally � and ~
denotes the Hadamard product and cross-correlation operator
respectively.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND OPTIMIZATION
FRAMEWORK

We consider a narrow-band MIMO radar system with M
transmitters and each transmitting a sequence of length N
in the fast-time domain. Let the matrix X ∈ CM×N denote
the set of transmitted sequences in baseband, whose the mth

row indicates the N samples of mth transmitter while the
nth column indicates the nth time-sample across the M
transmitters. Let xm , [xm,1, xm,2, . . . , xm,N ]T ∈ CN be the
transmitted signal from mth transmitter. The aperiodic cross-
correlation of xm and xl is defined as,

rm,l(k) , (xm ~ xl)k =
∑N−k
n=1 xm,nx

∗
l,n+k, (1)

where m, l ∈ {1, . . . ,Mt} are the transmit antennas indices
and k ∈ {−N+1, . . . , N−1} is the lag of cross-correlation. If
m = l, (1) represents the aperiodic auto-correlation of signal
xm. The zero lag of auto-correlation (rm,m(0)) represent the
mainlobe of the matched filter output. Also |rm,m(0)| contains
the energy of sequence which for constant modulus sequences
is equal to N . The other lags (k 6= 0) are referred to the
sidelobes. The weighted `p-norm of auto- and cross correlation
in MIMO radar can be written as,(∑M

m=1

∑M
l=1

∑N−1
k=−N+1 |wkrm,l(k)|p −M(w0N)p

) 1
p

,

(2)
where, 0 ≤ wk ≤ 1. The M(w0N)p term in (2) is the weighted
`p-norm of the mainlobes, where

∑M
m=1 |w0rm,m(0)|p =

M(w0N)p. Since the term M(w0N)p in (2) is constant, the
weighted `p-norm minimization can be equivalently written
as,

P

min
X

f(X) ,
∑M
m=1

∑M
l=1

∑N−1
k=−N+1 |wkrm,l(k)|p

s.t xm,n ∈ X∞ or XL,
(3)

where, X∞ and XL indicating the unimodular and discrete
phase with L alphabet size sequences. More precisely, we
consider X∞ = {ejφ|φ ∈ Ω∞} and XL = {ejφ|φ ∈ ΩL},
where Ω∞ , (−π, π] and ΩL , {0, 2πL . . . , 2π(L−1)L }.
The unimodular and discrete phase are equality constraint
and they are not an affine set. Therefore the optimization
problem not only is non-convex, but also multi-variable and
NP-hard in general. Besides, due to the parameter p, in general
dealing directly with f(X) is complicated. In the following
we introduce BSUM method to solve the optimization problem
effectively.

A. BSUM framework

The BSUM algorithm includes algorithms that successively
optimize particular upper-bounds or local approximation func-
tions of the original objectives in a block by block manner
[29]–[32]. Let X , [xT1 ; . . . ; xTM ] ∈ CM×N , where xm,m =

1, . . . ,M is the transmitted signal from mth transmitter. The
following optimization problem,min

x
f(x1,x2, . . . ,xM ),

s.t. xm ∈ Xm, m = 1, . . . ,M.
(4)

can be iteratively solved using the BSUM technique, by
finding the solutions of the following sub-problems for i =
0, 1, 2, . . .,

x
(i+1)
1 = arg min

x1∈X1

u1(x1,x
(i)
2 ,x

(i)
3 , . . . ,x

(i)
M ),

x
(i+1)
2 = arg min

x2∈X2

u2(x
(i+1)
1 ,x2,x

(i)
3 , . . . ,x

(i)
M ),

...

x
(i+1)
N = arg min

xM∈XM
un(x

(i+1)
1 ,x

(i+1)
2 ,x

(i+1)
3 , . . . ,xM ),

where un is local approximation of the objective function. The
BSUM procedure consists of three steps as follows,

• We select a block.
• We find a local approximation function that locally ap-

proximates the objective function.
• At every iteration i, a single block, say m = (i mod M)+

1, is optimized by minimizing a approximation function
of the selected block.

If at some point, the objective is not decreasing at every
coordinate direction, then we have obtained the optimum
X? ≡ X(i+1) , [x

(i+1)
1

T
,x

(i+1)
2

T
, . . . ,x

(i+1)
M

T
]. The above

framework is rather general, and leaves us the freedom of how
to choose the index m at i-th iteration.

B. Choice of local approximation Functions

The local approximation functions play an important role to
simplify and efficiently solve the optimization problem. In the
following, we introduce some local approximation functions
which reduce the weighted `p-norm problem of (3) to simpler
quadratic forms for 0 < p ≤ 1 and p ≥ 2.

1) local approximation Function for p ≥ 2: In this case,
one choice for local approximation function is using majoriza-
tion function [30]. Let u(x) be a majorization (minorization)
function of f(x) and x(i) be the variable at i(th) iteration.
This function must satisfy the following conditions [33],

u(x(i)) = f(x(i)); ∀x(i) ∈ X (5a)
u(x) ≥ f(x) (minorize: u(x) ≤ f(x)); ∀x,∈ X (5b)

∇u(x(i)) = ∇f(x(i)); ∀x(i) ∈ X (5c)
u(x) is continuous ∀x,∈ X . (5d)

When p ≥ 2, |wkrm,l(k)|p can be majorized by the following
function [15],

ηmlk|wkrm,l(k)|2 + ψmlk|wkrm,l(k)|+ νmlk (6)
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where,

ηmlk ,
τp + (p− 1)|wkr(i)m,l(k)|p − pτ |wkr(i)m,l(k)|(p−1)

(τ − |wkr(i)m,l(k)|)2

ψmlk , p|wkr(i)m,l(k)|(p−1) − 2ηmlk|wkr(i)m,l(k)|

νmlk , ηmlk|wkr(i)m,l(k)|2 − (p− 1)|wkr(i)m,l(k)|p
(7)

and
τ ,

(∑N−1
−N−1 |wkr

(i)
m,l(k)|p

) 1
p

(8)

Furthermore, (6) can be majorized by [15],

u(wkrm,l(k)) , ηmlk|wkrm,l(k)|2

+ ψmlk<

w∗kr∗m,l(k)
wkr

(i)
m,l(k)

|wkr(i)m,l(k)|

+ νmlk

(9)
Thus, the quadratic local approximation function of f(X) for
p ≥ 2 is,

u(X) ,
∑M
m=1

∑M
l=1

∑N−1
k=−N+1 u(wkrm,l(k)) (10)

2) local approximation Function for 0 < p ≤ 1:
f(X)|p→0 denotes the number of non-zero elements of
auto- and cross-correlation. In order to avoid the singular-
ity problem to obtain the derivative of f(X), we replace
f(X)|p→0 with smooth approximation functions gh(X) ,∑M
m=1

∑M
l=1

∑N−1
k=−N+1 gh(wkrm,l(k)), h ∈ {1, 2, 3}, where

[34],

g1(rm,l(k)) , |wkrm,l(k)|p, 0 < p 6 1,

g2(rm,l(k)) ,
ln(1 +

|wkrm,l(k)|p
p )

ln(1 + 1
p )

, p > 0,

g3(rm,l(k)) , 1− e−
|wkrm,l(k)|

p

p , p > 0.

(11)

The aforementioned smooth approximation functions may
simplify the optimization problem, but they still have an order
p. This means that is not yet easy to optimize the above
smooth functions. To find a local approximation function,
notice that each of the above smooth approximations can be
majorized with the following simpler quadratic function [34],

vh(wkrm,l(k)) , γhmlk|wkrm,l(k)|2 + µhmlk (12)

where, the coefficients γhmlk and µhmlk can be obtained by
solving the following system of equation [34],

gh(wkr
(i)
m,l(k)) =vh(wkr

(i)
m,l(k))

∂gh(wkr
(i)
m,l(k))

∂|wkr(i)m,l(k)|
=2γhmlk|wkr(i)m,l(k)|.

(13)

resulting in,

µhmlk = gh(wkr
(i)
m,l(k))− γh|wkr(i)m,l(k)|2

γhmlk =
∂gh(wkr

(i)
m,l(k))

∂|wkr(i)m,l(k)|
× 1

2|wkr(i)m,l(k)|
,

(14)

The quadratic functions in (12), (14) are non-differentiable and
singular when wkrm,l(k) = 0. A solution suggested in [34] is

to incorporate a small ε > 0 that avoids this singularity issue
and use the smooth approximation functions gεh(wkrm,l(k))
and γεhmlk which are written in TABLE II. In this table, µεhmlk
is not reported, since it is a constant term and does not affect
the optimization procedure.

Thus the majorization function of gεh(X) with 0 < p ≤ 1
is,

vεh(X) ,
∑M
m=1

∑M
l=1

∑N−1
k=−N+1 v

ε
h(wkrm,l(k)) (15)

In the following, we propose a framework to solve the op-
timization problem based on BSUM method and we consider
cyclic rule to update the waveform. In this framework the
block can be either one vector (xm) or one entry (xm,n) of
the waveform matrix X . In the following we propose two
methods based on entry and vector optimization.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

BSUM optimization methodology requires the problem
in P be written in a simplified form with respect to one
block while others are held fixed. In this regard, let xt
(t ∈ {1, . . . ,M}) be the only variable block, while other
blocks are held fixed and stored in the matrix X−t ,
[xT1 ; . . . ; xTt−1; 0T ; xTt+1; . . . ; xTM ] ∈ CM×N , where 0T de-
notes 1 × N vector which all the entries are equal to zero.
In this case, the objective functions f(X), gεh(X), vεh(X)
and u(X) can be decomposed as independent term, auto- and
cross-correlation terms of xt. for example f(X) can be written
as follows,

f(X) = fm(X−t) + fau(xt) + fcr(xt,X−t) (16)

where, fm(X−t) denotes the independent term of xt, while
fau(xt) and fcr(xt,X−t) denotes the xt dependent terms of
auto- and cross-correlation respectively. After some mathemat-
ical manipulations the functions f(X), gεh(X), vεh(X) and
u(X) can be decomposed as reported in TABLE III.

A. Entry optimization

In this case, we consider each entry of X as block of BSUM
framework. Then, we select an entry as the only variable while
keeping the others fixed. Thus, to express the problem with
respect to the selected variable xt,d, we follow these two steps:
• We pick the tth transmitter then express the problem with

respect to that transmitter.
• We pick the dth sample of the selected transmitter then

express the problem with respect to that sample.
Let xt,d (t ∈ {1, . . . ,M} and d ∈ {1, . . . , N}) be
the only entry variable of vector xt while other en-
tries are held fixed and stored in vector xt,−d ,
[xt,1, . . . , xt,d−1, 0, xt,d+1, . . . , xt,N ]T ∈ CN . Therefore, the
auto- and cross- correlation terms of functions f(X), vεh(X)
and u(X) can be obtained based on the only variable as
reported in TABLE IV (see Appendix A for more details about
obtaining those) 1.

1Since in optimization procedure we do not deal directly with gεh(X), we
do not express it with respect to xt,d.
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TABLE II: The smooth approximation function of lp-norm and correspond local approximation function when 0 < p < 1

Smooth approximation functions (gεh(wkrm,l(k))) Coefficients of majorization functions (γεhmlk) (12)
p

2
εp−2|wkrm,l(k)|2 |wkrm,l(k)| 6 ε

|wkrm,l(k)|p − (1−
1

p
)εp |wkrm,l(k)| > ε


pε(p−2)

2
|wkrm,l(k)| 6 ε

p|wkrm,l(k)|(p−2)

2
|wkrm,l(k)| > ε

|wkrm,l(k)|2

2ε(p+ ε) ln( p+1
p

)
|wkrm,l(k)| 6 ε

ln(
p+|wkrm,l(k)|

p
)− ln( p+ε

p
) + ε

2(p+ε)

ln( p+1
p

)
|wkrm,l(k)| > ε


0.5

ε(p+ ε) ln( p+1
p

)
|wkrm,l(k)| 6 ε

0.5

ln( p+1
p

)|wkrm,l(k)|(|wkrm,l(k)|+ p)
|wkrm,l(k)| > ε


e
− ε
p

2pε
|wkrm,l(k)|2 |wkrm,l(k)| 6 ε

−e−
|wkrm,l(k)|

p + (1 +
ε

2p
)e
− ε
p |wkrm,l(k)| > ε


e
− ε
p

2pε
|wkrm,l(k)| 6 ε

e
−
|wkrm,l(k)|

p

2p|wkrm,l(k)|
|wkrm,l(k)| > ε

TABLE III: Decomposition of functions f(X), gεh(X), vεh(X) and u(X).

Function
Independent term

(fm, gεh,m, v
ε
h,m, um(X−t))

Auto-correlation term
(fau, gεh,au, v

ε
h,au, uau(xt))

Cross-correlation term
(fcr, gεh,cr, v

ε
h,cr, ucr(xt,X−t))

f(X)
∑M
m,l=1
m,l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 |wkrm,l(k)|

p
∑N−1
k=−N+1 |wkrt,t(k)|

p 2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 |wkrt,l(k)|

p

gεh(X)
∑M
m,l=1
m,l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 g

ε
h(wkrm,l(k))

∑N−1
k=−N+1 g

ε
h(wkrt,t(k)) 2

∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 g

ε
h(wkrt,l(k))

vεh(X)
∑M
m,l=1
m,l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 v

ε
h(wkrm,l(k))

∑N−1
k=−N+1 v

ε
h(wkrt,t(k)) 2

∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 v

ε
h(wkrt,l(k))

u(X)
∑M
m,l=1
m,l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 u(wkrm,l(k))

∑N−1
k=−N+1 u(wkrt,t(k)) 2

∑M
l=1
l6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 u(wkrt,l(k))

TABLE IV: Expressing the auto- and cross-correlation terms of f(X), vεh(X) and u(X) with respect to xt,d.

Function
Auto-correlation term with respect to xt,d

(fau, gεh,au, v
ε
h,au, uau(xt))

Cross-correlation term with respect to xt,d
(fcr, gεh,cr, v

ε
h,cr, ucr(xt,X−t))

f(X)
∑N−1
k=−N+1 |cttdk + attdkxt,d + bttdkx

∗
t,d|

p 2
∑M
l=1
l6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 |ctldk + atldkxt,d|p

vεh(X)
∑N−1
k=−N+1 γhttk|cttdk + attdkxt,d + bttdkx

∗
t,d|

2 + µhttk 2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 γhtlk|ctldk + atldkxt,d|2 + µhtlk

u(X)

∑N−1
k=−N+1(ηhttk|cttdk + attdkxt,d + bttdkx

∗
t,d|

2+

ψhttk<
{
(cttdk + attdkxt,d + bttdkx

∗
t,d)
∗ wkr

(i)
t,t(k)

|wkr
(i)
t,t(k)|

}
+ νhttk)

2
∑M
l=1
l6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1(ηhtlk|ctldk + atldkxt,d|2+

ψhtlk<
{
(ctldk + atldkxt,d)

∗ wkr
(i)
t,l

(k)

|wkr
(i)
t,l

(k)|

}
+ νhtlk)

Herein, we substitute xt,d with ejφ;φ ∈ Ω∞ to consider the
unimodularity constraint directly in the objective function. In
this case, the problem boils down to the following optimization
problem (see Appendix B),

Pe,(0<p≤1)

min
φ

vεh(φ)

s.t φ ∈ Ω∞
,Pe,(p≥2)

min
φ

u(φ)

s.t φ ∈ Ω∞,
(17)

where,

vεh(φ) ,
2∑

n=−2
vh,ne

jnφ, u(φ) , <


2∑

n=−2
une

jnφ

 ,

(18)
and the coefficients vh,n and un are given in Appendix B.

The solution for Pe,(0<p≤1) and Pe,(p≥2) will be obtained
by finding the critical points of the problem and subsequently
selecting the one that minimizes the objective. As vεh(φ) and
u(φ) are differentiable and periodic functions over interval
[−π, π), the critical points of Pe,(0<p≤1) and Pe,(p≥2) contain

the solutions to dvεh(φ)
dφ = 0 and du(φ)

dφ = 0, for φ ∈ Ω∞. In
this regards, the derivative of vεh(φ) and u(φ) can be obtained
by,

vε
′

h (φ) =

2∑
n=−2

jnvh,ne
jnφ, u′(φ) = <


2∑

n=−2
jnune

jnφ

 ,

(19)
Considering cos(φ) = (1− tan2(φ2 ))/(1 + tan2(φ2 )),
sin(φ) = 2 tan(φ2 )/(1 + tan2(φ2 )) and using the change of
variable z , tan(φ2 ), it can be shown that finding the roots
of dvεh(φ)

dφ = 0 and du(φ)
dφ = 0 are equivalent to find the roots

of the following 4 degree real polynomials (see Appendix C
for details),∑4

k=0 qh,kz
k = 0,

∑4
k=0 skz

k = 0, (20)

respectively, where the coefficients are given in Appendix C.
We only admit the real roots for (20). Let us assume that zv,k
and zu,k, k = {1, . . . , 4} are the roots of

∑4
k=0 qh,kz

k = 0
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and
∑4
k=0 skz

k = 0 respectively. Hence, the critical points of
Pe,(0<p≤1) and Pe,(p≥2) can be expressed as,

Ωv =
{

2 arctan (zv,k)|=(zv,k) = 0
}
,

Ωu =
{

2 arctan (zu,k)|=(zu,k) = 0
} (21)

respectively. Therefore, the optimum solution for Pe,(0<p≤1)
and Pe,(p≥2) are,

φ?v = arg min
φ

{
vεh(φ)|φ ∈ Ωv

}
,

φ?u = arg min
φ

{
u(φ)|φ ∈ Ωu

}
.

(22)

respectively. Subsequently the optimum solution for xt,d are,
x
(i)
t,d = ejφ

?
v and x(i)t,d = ejφ

?
u respectively.

Remark 1: Since, vεh(φ) and u(φ) are functions of cosφ
and sinφ, it is periodic, real and differentiable. Therefore, it
has at least two extrema and hence its derivative has at least
two real roots; thus Ωv and Ωu never become a null set. As a
result in each iteration, the problem has a solution and never
becomes infeasible.

1) Discrete phase optimization: The `p-norm minimization
can be solved directly for 0 < p < ∞ under discrete
phase constraint. In this case all the discrete points lie on
the boundary of the optimization problem; hence, all of them
are critical points for the problem. Therefore, one approach
for solving this problem is exhaustive search. In this method
all the possible values of the objective function f(φ) over the
set ΩL = {φ0, φ1, . . . , φL−1} ∈

{
0, 2πL , . . . ,

2π(L−1)
L

}
are

obtained and the phase minimizing the objective function is
chosen. This method is too expensive in terms of complexity.
However, for M -ary Phase Shift Keying (MPSK) alphabet,
an elegant solution can be obtained by using FFT as detailed
below.

It can be shown that the `p-norm of auto- and cross-
correlations can be written with respect to alphabet indices
as (see Appendix D for details),

Pd


arg min

l′=1,...,L
{f(l′) = f(X−t)+

2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 |FL{atldk, ctldk}|p+∑N−1

k=−N+1 |FL{attdk, cttdk, bttdk}|p}
(23)

where, l′ are the indices of set ΩL and FL is the L point
Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) operator. Due to aliasing
phenomena when L = 2, the third term of f(l′) should be
changed to

∑N−1
k=−N+1 |wkFL{attdk + bttdk, cttdk}|p. There-

fore, the optimum solution of (23) is,

l′? = arg min
l=1,...,L

{
f(l′)

}
. (24)

Hence, φ?d = 2π(l′?−1)
L and the optimum entry is s(i)t,d = ejφ

?
d .

The summary of the proposed method, called WeBEST-
entry based design optimization framework is given by Al-
gorithm 1, where, x?t,d = ejφ

?

is the optimized solution of
optimization problem (17) (φ? ∈ {φ?v, φ?u, φ?d}). To obtain this
solution, WeBEST-e (entry optimization) considers a feasible
set of sequences as the initial waveforms. Then, at each
iteration, it selects x(i)t,d as the variable and updates that with

Input: Initial set of feasible sequences, X(0).
Initialization: i := 0.
Optimization:

1) while, the stopping criteria is not met, do
2) i := i+ 1;
3) for t = 1, . . . ,Mt do
4) for d = 1, . . . , N do
5) Optimize x(i)t,d and obtain x?t,d;
6) Update x(i+1)

t,d = x?t,d;
7) X(i+1) = X

(i+1)
−(t,d)|xt,d=x(i+1)

t,d

;
8) end for
9) end for

10) end while
Output: X? = X(i+1).

Algorithm 1: :WeBEST-entry optimization framework

optimized x(i+1)
t,d , denoted by x?t,d. This procedure is repeated

for other entries and is undertaken until all the entries are
optimized at least once. After optimizing the MN th entry, the
algorithm examines the convergence metric for the objective
function. If the stopping criteria is not met the algorithm
repeats the aforementioned steps.

B. Vector optimization

In this part, we propose the WeBEST-vector optimization
framework (WeBEST-v) under continuous phase constraint.
In this method, since we update a vector in every step, the
convergence time is much faster than the entry optimization
approach. In this regards, in the following, we propose an
BSUM based method where in each iteration an GD method
is deployed to update each transmitter waveform.

Let Φ ∈ RM×N and ϕt ∈ RN be the phases corresponding
to the matrix X (Φ , ∠X) and the vector variable xt
(ϕt , ∠xt) respectively. In general, the procedure starts with
an initial solution (Φ(0)), then at ith iteration, each block (ϕt)
is updated by the following equation [35],

ϕ
(i+1)
t = ϕ

(i)
t + δ(i)∆ϕ

(i)
t (25)

where, δ(i) and ∆ϕ
(i)
t are the step size (step length) and

the search direction at ith iteration, respectively. After up-
dating all of the blocks, the phase matrix is updated by
Φ(i+1) , [ϕ

(i+1)
1 , . . . ,ϕ

(i+1)
M ]T . In gradient descent method,

the search direction is equal to the negative of the gradient i.e.
∆ϕ

(i)
t = −∇f(ϕ

(i)
t ), and a possible solution for step size is

using backtracking line search [35].
Algorithm 2, called WeBEST-v shows the procedure of

vector optimization of `p-norm minimization. In this algo-
rithm, matrix ∇Φ(i) ∈ RM×N contains the gradient of
objective function with respect to sequence phases at ith

iteration, i.e., ∇Φ(i) , [∇ϕ1
f(ϕ

(i)
1 ), . . . ,∇ϕM

f(ϕ
(i)
M )]T .

This procedure will be continued until the algorithm meet
the stopping criteria2. The algorithm requires calculation of

2Please note that the WeBEST-v is proposed for 2 ≤ p < ∞. For 0 <

p ≤ 1, we can simply replace f(ϕ(i)
M ) with gεh(ϕ

(i)
M ).
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Input: X(0)

Initialization: i := 0, Φ(i) = ∠X(0).
1) while, the stopping criteria is not met, do
2) for t := 1 : M
3) ∆ϕ

(i)
t := −∇ϕt

f(ϕ
(i)
t );

4) obtain δ(i) using backtracking line search;
5) ϕ

(i+1)
t := ϕ

(i)
t + δ(i)∆ϕ

(i)
t ;

6) end for
7) i := i+ 1;
8) end while

Algorithm 2: : WeBEST-vector optimization framework

the gradients of ∇ϕt
f(ϕ

(i)
t ) and ∇ϕt

gεh(ϕ
(i)
t ), which can be

obtained using the following lemma.
Lemma 3.1: The gradient of ∇ϕt

f(ϕ
(i)
t ) and ∇ϕt

gεh(ϕ
(i)
t )

are equal to,
∇ϕtg

ε
h(ϕ

(i)
t ) = 4={x∗t � ((%ε

2

htt � (xt ~ xt)) ~ xt)k+N−1}

+ 4
∑M
l=1
l 6=t
={x∗t � ((%ε

2

htt � (xl ~ xt)
r) ~ x∗l )k+N−1},

(26)
∇ϕtf(ϕ

(i)
t ) = 4={x∗t � ((ϑ2

tt � (xt ~ xt)) ~ xt)k+N−1}
+ 4

∑M
l=1
l 6=t
={x∗t � ((ϑ2

tl � (xl ~ xt)
r) ~ x∗l )k+N−1},

(27)

where, %εhtt , [%εhtt(−N + 1), . . . , %εhtt(N − 1)]T |%εhtt(k) ,
wk
√
γhttk, %εhtl , [%εhtl(−N+1), . . . , %εhtl(N−1)]T |%εhtl(k) ,

wk
√
γhtlk, ϑtt , [ϑtt(−N + 1), . . . , ϑtt(N − 1)]T |ϑtt(k) ,

wk
√
νttk and ϑtl , [ϑtl(−N +1), . . . , ϑtl(N −1)]T |ϑtl(k) ,

wk
√
νtlk.

proof: Since the gradient of majorization/minorization func-
tion at point ϕ

(i)
t is equal to the objective function, we can

obtain the gradient of ∇ϕt
f(ϕ

(i)
t ) and ∇ϕt

gεh(ϕ
(i)
t ) using

their majorization/minorization function, i,e, ∇ϕt
gεh(ϕ

(i)
t ) =

∇ϕt
vεh(ϕ

(i)
t ) and ∇ϕt

f(ϕ
(i)
t ) = ∇ϕt

u(ϕ
(i)
t ).

In this regards, substituting (12) in vεh,au(ϕt) and vεh,cr(ϕt),
we have (see TABLE III for details),

vεh,au(ϕt) =
∑N−1
k=−N+1

(
γhttk|wkrt,t(k)|2 + µhttk

)
=
∥∥%εhtt � (xt ~ xt)k

∥∥2
2

+
∑N−1
k=−N+1 µhttk

(28)

vεh,cr(ϕt) =
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1

(
γhtlk|wkrt,l(k)|2 + µhtlk

)
=
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∥∥%εhtl � (xl ~ xt)k
∥∥2
2

+
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 µhtlk,

(29)
Since, vεh(ϕt) = vεh,m + vεh,au(ϕt) + vεh,cr(ϕt) and vεh,m is a
constant term, we have,

∇ϕt
vεh(ϕ

(i)
t ) = ∇ϕt

vεh,au(ϕ
(i)
t ) +∇ϕt

vεh,cr(ϕ
(i)
t )

= ∇ϕt

∥∥%εhtt � (xt ~ xt)k
∥∥2
2

+
∑M
l=1
l 6=t
∇ϕt

∥∥%εhtl � (xl ~ xt)k
∥∥2
2
,

(30)

The gradient of weighted auto- and cross-correlation term
term with respect to ϕt is given by [19],

∇ϕt

∥∥%εhtt � (xt ~ xt)k
∥∥2
2

=

4={x∗t � ((%ε
2

htt � (xt ~ xt)) ~ xt)k+N−1}
(31)

and,

∇ϕt

∥∥%εhtt � (xm ~ xt)k
∥∥2
2

=

2={x∗t � ((%ε
2

htl � (xm ~ xt)
r) ~ x∗m)k+N−1}

(32)

respectively. Substituting (31) and (32) in (30), the gradient
∇ϕt

gεh(ϕ
(i)
t ) can be obtained as (26).

On the other hand, (6) is a majorizer of f(ϕt), therefore
∇ϕt

f(ϕ
(i)
t ) is equal to gradient of (6) at point ϕ(i)

t . The sec-
ond term in (6) (|wkrm,l(k)|) is a special case of g1(rm,l(k)),
when p = 1. This term of (6) can be majorized by the
following equation [34],

1

2
|wkr(i)m,l(k)|−1|wkrm,l(k)|2 − 1

2
|wkr(i)m,l(k)|. (33)

Substituting (33) with the second term of (6), becomes,

ū(wkrm,l(k)) , νmlk|wkrm,l(k)|2 + ςmlk, (34)

where,

νmlk ,
p

2
|wkr(i)m,l(k)|p−2

ςmlk , ηmlk|wkr(i)m,l(k)|2 − 1

2
ψmlk|wkr(i)m,l(k)|

− (p− 1)|wkr(i)m,l(k)|p,

(35)

and in this case, ∇ϕt
f(ϕ

(i)
t ) = ∇ϕt

ū(ϕ
(i)
t ).

Similar to vεh(ϕt), (34) can be written as, ū(ϕt) = ūm +
ūau(ϕt) + ūcr(ϕt), where,

ūau(ϕt) =
∑N−1
k=−N+1

(
νttk|wkrt,t(k)|2 + ςttk

)
=
∥∥ϑtt � (xt ~ xt)k

∥∥2
2

+
∑N−1
k=−N+1 ςttk

(36)

ūcr(ϕt) =
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1

(
νtlk|wkrt,l(k)|2 + ςtlk

)
=
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∥∥ϑtl � (xl ~ xt)k
∥∥2
2

+
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 ςtlk,

(37)

Likewise, similar to ∇ϕt
gεh(ϕ

(i)
t ), ∇ϕt

f(ϕ
(i)
t ) can be

obtained as (27), by replacing, %εhtt with ϑtt and %εhtl with
ϑtl, respectively.

C. Convergence

The convergence of proposed method can be discussed in
two aspects, the convergence of objective function and the
convergence of the waveform set X . With regard to objective
function, as f(X) > 0 and gεh(X) > 0, therefore, this
expression is also valid for the optimum solution of WeBEST-
e and WeBEST-v (f(X?) > 0 and gεh(X?) > 0).

On the other hand, both WeBEST-e and WeBEST-v mini-
mize the objective function in each step leading to a monotonic
decrease of the function value. Since the function value is
lower bounded, it can be argued that the algorithm converges
to a specific value. Particularly, if the algorithm starts with
feasible X(0) we have (As well as for gεh(X?).),

f(X(0)) > · · · > f(X(i)) > · · · > f(X?) > 0,

The convergence of the argument requires additional con-
ditions and its investigation is beyond the scope of this paper.
However its numerically observed that the argument converges
as well as objective function.
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D. Computational Complexity

In this subsection we evaluate the computational complexity
of WeBEST-e and WeBEST-v

Complexity of WeBEST-e: This algorithm needs to per-
form the following steps in each iteration:
• Calculate the coefficient ui and vi in (18): Calculating
ui and vi needs M2N log2(N) operation due to using
fast convolution (see Appendix C for details). Using a
recursive equation, the computational complexity can be
reduced to MN log2(N).

• Solve the optimization problem (17): WeBEST-e needs
finding the roots of 4 degree polynomials3 in (20), which
take 43 operations. In case of discrete phase constraint
we obtain (49) using two L-points FFT which each has
L log2(L) operations.

• Optimizing all the entries of matrix X: To this end we
need to repeat the two aforementioned steps MN times.

Let us assume that K iterations are required for convergence of
the algorithm. Therefore, the overall computational complexity
of WeBEST-e is O(KMN(43 +MN log2(N))), for continu-
ous phase constraint, while under discrete phase constraint is
O(KMN(L log2(L) +MN log2(N))).

Complexity of WeBEST-v: This algorithm needs to per-
form the following steps in each iteration:
• Calculate the gradient of auto- and cross-correlation: The

gradients in (27) and (26) are expressed in terms of corre-
lations; therefore the gradient needs N log2(N) operation
due to using fast convolution [19]. Since we need to
calculate the gradient of auto-correlation for one time and
cross-correlation for M − 1 times, therefore the overall
computational complexity would be MN log2(N).

• Obtain the step size: This step contains calculating the
auto- and cross-correlation part of objective functions i.e.
fau(X) and fcr(X) (gεh,au(X) and gεh,cr(X)), which
needs MN log2(N) operations. Lets assume that this
step needs S iteration to find the step size, therefore the
complexity of this step would be SMN log2(N)

• Optimizing all the entries of matrix X: To this end we
need to repeat the two aforementioned steps M times.

Let us assume that K iterations are required for convergence
of the WeBEST-v. Therefore, the overall computational com-
plexity of WeBEST-v is O(KSM2N log2(N)).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide representative numerical exam-
ples to illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithmic
framework. We consider ∆X(i+1) ,

∥∥∥X(i+1) −X(i)
∥∥∥
F
≤ ζ

as the stopping criterion of WeBEST-e and WeBEST-v, where
ζ is the stopping threshold (ζ > 0). We set ζ = 10−9 for all the
following numerical examples. We further stop the algorithm
if number of iteration exceed 105. Also, we consider ε = 0.05
in TABLE II. In this section, by L → ∞ we denote set of

3For finding the roots of polynomial we use “roots” function in MATLAB.
This function is based on computing the eigenvalues of the companion matrix.
Thus the computational complexity of this method is O(k3), where k is the
degree of the polynomial [36], [37]

continuous phase sequences or set of sequences with infinity
alphabet sizes. Besides, we use 10 log(.) to report the results
based on decibel scale.

A. Convergence

Fig. 1 depicts the convergence behavior of the proposed
method. We consider a set of random MPSK sequences (X0 ∈
CM×N ) with number of transmitters M = 4, code-length N =
64, and alphabet size L = 8, as the initial waveform set. For
the initialization sequences, every code entry is given by,

x(0)m,n = ej
2π(l−1)

L , (38)

where l is random integer variable uniformly distributed in
[1, L]. Fig. 1a and 1b show the objective function for p = 3
(f(X)) and p = 0.75 (gε1(X)) respectively. Observe that,
due to the convergence property of BSUM framework, in
both cases the objective decreases monotonically. Since for
0 < p ≤ 1 the algorithms is not dealing directly with `p-
norm metric, the convergence of f(X) (`p-norm metric) is
not monotonic. This fact is shown in Fig. 1c. However in case
of 0 < p ≤ 1, the f(X) mimics the monotonous decreasing
behavior of the smooth approximation function. This shows
the accuracy of the smooth approximation function. Fig. 1d
shows the convergence of the argument when p = 3 and
p = 0.75.

B. l2-norm (ISL) minimization

In this part we evaluate the performance of proposed method
when p = 2. In this case, the proposed method minimizes the
Integrated Sidelobe Level Ratio (ISLR) metric (ISLR , ISL

N2 )
where the lower bound is 10 log(M(M − 1)) dB [24]. TA-
BLE V compares the average ISLR of the proposed method
with Multi-CAN [21], MM-Corr [24], Binary Sequences seTs
(BiST) [27] and the lower bound for N = 64 with different
number of transmitters. Similar to the other methods, the
proposed method meets the lower bound under continuous
phase constraint. Interestingly, in the proposed method even
with alphabet size L = 8, the obtained set of sequences
exhibits the ISLR values very close to the lower bound.

TABLE VI shows the optimized ISLR values under discrete
phase constraint, for different sequence lengths when M = 4.
In this table, we consider to assess the performance of the
proposed method with alphabet size of L = 8. Referring to the
lower bound in the TABLE V, we observe that the optimized
sequences have ISLR values quite close to the lower bound.

C. `p-norm minimization for p > 2

Best PSL values can be obtained by `p-norm minimization
of the auto- and cross-correlation, when p→∞. To this end,
we consider a increasing scheme for selection of p in several
steps. Specifically, we consider the p steps as, 2 ≤ p1 < p2 <
· · · < pT < ∞. Particularly, we start with a random set of
sequences as initial waveform and we optimize the `p1 -norm
of auto- and cross-correlation functions. Then we select the
optimized solution of `p1 -norm as the initial waveform for lp2
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Fig. 1: The convergence behavior of proposed method. (a) The `p-norm (f(X)) for p = 3, (b) the smooth approximation
function (gε1(X)) for p = 0.75, (c) the `p-norm correspond to fig (b), and (d) the argument (∆X(i)) (M = 4 and N = 64).

TABLE V: Comparison between the ISLR (dB) of the proposed method with other methods (p = 2, N = 64).

M 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Initial 5.9289 9.8565 11.9106 14.0384 15.5558 16.8349 18.0590 19.2051 19.9744

Lower bound 3.0103 7.7815 10.7918 13.0103 14.7712 16.2325 17.4819 18.5733 19.5424
WeBEST-e, L→∞ 3.0103 7.7815 10.7918 13.0103 14.7712 16.2325 17.4819 18.5733 19.5424

WeBEST-v 3.0103 7.7815 10.7918 13.0103 14.7712 16.2325 17.4819 18.5733 19.5424
Multi-CAN 3.0103 7.7815 10.7918 13.0103 14.7712 16.2325 17.4819 18.5733 19.5424
MM-Corr 3.0103 7.7815 10.7918 13.0103 14.7712 16.2325 17.4819 18.5733 19.5424

WeBEST-e, L = 8 3.2582 7.8695 10.8284 13.0319 14.7840 16.2404 17.4888 18.5779 19.5463
BiST (θ = 0, L = 8) 3.2632 7.8529 10.8238 13.0302 14.7901 16.2411 17.4884 18.5796 19.5458

TABLE VI: The ISLR obtained by the proposed method under
discrete phase constraint with different length (p = 2, M = 4).

N 64 128 256 512 1024
L = 8 10.8245 10.8253 10.8251 10.8220 10.8237

minimization. Subsequently we repeat this procedure until we
cover all of the pi values (i ∈ 1, . . . , T ).

Fig. 2 shows the performance of PSL minimization of the
proposed method based on aforementioned approach. In this
figure we assume that both Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 1 are
initialized with the same random MPSK sequence with L = 8.
As can be seen from Fig. 2, the PSL decreases and converge
to the optimum PSL for vector and entry optimization under
discrete and continuous phase constraints4.

In Fig. 3a, we fixed the number of transmitters (M = 4)
and report the PSL with different sequence length.Vice versa
in Fig. 3b, we fixed the sequence length N = 64 and report
the PSL with different number of transmitters. In both figures
we compare the performance of proposed method with BiST
[27] in PSL minimization mode (θ = 1), Multi-CAN [21] and
the Welch lower band for PSL, which is [38],

BPSL =

√
M − 1

2MN −M − 1
. (39)

As can be seen, the WeBEST obtains lower PSL values,
i.e., closer to the Welch lower bound when compared with its
counterparts. Indeed, WeBEST decreases the gap between the
PSL’s obtained by the state of the art with the Welch lower
bound significantly. For instance in Fig. 3a for N = 128 the
gap between WeBEST-e (L → ∞) and Welch is about 2.9,
whereas this gap for BiST is about 10.23.

4Please note that to obtain results for large p values a normalization for the
objective is required due to the numerical issues. In this paper, we report the
results without performing any normalization of the objective, for p ≤ 128
and p ≤ 8 in cases of entry and vector optimization, respectively.

2 4 6 8 32 128

10

15

20
P

S
L

Fig. 2: The PSL behavior vs p. (M = 4 and N = 64)

D. `p-norm minimization for 0 < p ≤ 1

Obtaining a sparse auto- and cross-correlation is equiva-
lent with minimizing the `p-norm of the auto- and cross-
correlation, when p → 0. To develop `p-norm minimization,
inverse to PSL minimization we consider decreasing the value
of p in several steps, where 1 ≥ p1 > p2 > · · · > pT > 0. In
order to evaluate the performance of l0-norm minimization
we consider a threshold for the lags of auto- and cross-
correlations. If the absolute value of the lags is less than that
threshold, we assume that the lags is zero. In constant modulus
sequence, since |rm,l(N − 1)| = |xm,Nx∗l,1| = 1, the lowest
possible PSL is equal to 1 [39]. Therefore, we chose 1 as
the threshold. Let Ns be the numbers of lags of auto- and
cross-correlation which their absolute value is less than 1. We
introduce the sparsity as,

Sp =
Ns

M2(2N − 1)

where, the denominator (M2(2N − 1)) is the total number of
lags of auto and cross-correlations. Sp ∈ [0, 1] and if Sp → 1
means the auto- and cross-correlation of set of sequence is
sparse and vice versa if Sp → 0 means the auto- and cross-
correlation of set of sequence is not sparse.
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(a) PSL versus sequence length (M = 4).
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Fig. 3: Comparing the performance of the proposed method with Multi-CAN, BiST and Welch lower bound in terms of PSL.

Fig. 4 shows the sparsity obtained by the proposed method
based on aforementioned approach. In this figure, we initialize
both Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 1 with identical random
MPSK sequence with L = 8. As can be seen from Fig. 4a,
the sparsity increases and converges to the optimum value for
vector and entry optimizations under discrete and continuous
phase constraints. In Fig. 4b and Fig. 3b, we evaluate the
sparsity obtained by WeBEST when the number of the antenna
is fixed at M = 4 with different sequence lengths and vice
versa when the sequence length is fixed at N = 64 with
different number of transmitters. In both figures we compare
the performance of proposed method with BiST [27] in ISL
minimization mode (θ = 0) and Multi-CAN. As can be seen
the proposed method obtains higher sparsity when compared
with its counterparts.

E. The impact of p

Here we evaluate the impact of p on the auto- and cross-
correlations. Fig. 4 shows the auto-correlation of the first
sequence with three different values of p namely, p→ 0, p = 2
and p → ∞ for entry and vector optimization procedures
under discrete phase constraint. As can be seen in all the
cases when p → 0, the auto-correlation function has many
lags which are below the sparsity threshold. When p = 2, the
proposed method offers a waveform with good ISL property.
By increasing the p → ∞ the lags become flat and the
algorithm offers a waveform with good PSL property.

F. The impact of weighting (w)

In this part we evaluate the impact of weighting on the auto-
and cross-correlation of the proposed method. Let V and U be
the desired and undesired lags for MIMO radar, respectively.
These two sets satisfy V ∪ U = {−N + 1, . . . , N − 1} and
V ∩ U = ∅. We assume that,{

wk = 1, k ∈ V
wk = 0, k ∈ U

Fig. 6 shows the impact of weighting with M = 2, N = 256
and different values of p, under continuous phase and entry-
based optimization. In addition, we assume different region
of desired lags, namely, V = [−90, 90], V = [−64, 64] and

V = [−38, 38]. As can be seen, by decreasing the range we
obtain a deeper null and vice versa in all cases. Besides, in
Fig. 6a, Fig. 6c and Fig. 6b we obtain sparse, good PSL and
good ISL of auto-correlation in desired regions of lags.

In Fig. 7, we compare the performance of the proposed
method with MM-WeCorr and Multi-WeCAN reported in [24]
and [21] respectively. In this figure we assume that p = 2,
M = 2 and N = 512 and we consider to put nulls within
range V = [−51, 51]. As can be see, the proposed method
outperforms the Multi-WeCAN method even by comparing
the designed sequences with limited alphabet size. The vector
optimization approach has similar performance comparing
to MM-WeCorr. However, the entry optimization approach
offers lower sidelobes in the lag region V = [−51, 51] when
compared to MM-WeCorr.

G. Computational Time

In this subsection, we assess the computational time of
WeBEST and compare it with Multi-WeCAN and MM-
WeCorr. In this regard, we report the computational time by
a desktop PC with Intel (R) Core (TM) i9-9900K CPU @
3.60GHz with installed memory (RAM) 64.00 GB. Fig. 8
shows the computational time of WeBEST, Multi-WeCAN and
MM-WeCorr with M = 2, l = 64 and different sequence
length. In this figure we assume that the desired lags are
located at V = [−b0.1Ne, b0.1Ne]. For fair comparison, we
assume ∆X = 10−3 as stopping criteria for all methods.
Since in WeBEST-v, we optimize a vector in each step, it is
faster compare to other methods, especially with long sequence
length. However, due to efficient formulation for entry-based
optimization, WeBEST-e has lower computational time when
compare to Multi-WeCAN and MM-WeCorr.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered the `p-norm of auto- and cross-
correlation functions of a set of sequences as the objective
function and optimized the sequences under unimodular con-
straint using BSUM framework. This problem formulation,
provided further the flexibility for selecting p and adapting
waveforms based on the environmental conditions, a key
requirement for the emerging cognitive radar systems. To
tackle the problem, in every iterations of BSUM algorithm,
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Fig. 4: The Sparsity behavior and comparing the performance of the proposed method with other methods.
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(a) Discrete phase (L = 16).
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(b) Entry optimization.
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(c) Vector optimization.

Fig. 5: The impact of choosing p on auto-correlation (M = 2 and N = 128).
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Fig. 6: The impact of weighting in WeBEST-e with different values of p (L→∞, M = 2 and N = 256).
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(a) The Auto-Correlation of the first wave-
form.
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(b) The Cross-Correlation of the first and
second waveforms.

-511 -200 -400 0 200 400 511

Lags

-120

-100

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

N
o
rm

al
iz

ed
 A

u
to

-C
o
rr

el
at

io
n
 (

d
B

)

(c) The Auto-Correlation of the second wave-
form.

Fig. 7: Comparison of the performance of the weighted ISL minimization of the proposed method with MM-WeCorr and
Multi-WECAN unde discrete phase, entry and vector optimization (p = 2, M = 2 and N = 512).

we utilized a local approximation function to minimize the ob-
jective function. Specifically we introduced entry- and vector-
based solutions where in the former we obtain critical points
and in the latter we obtain the gradient to find the optimized
solution. We further used FFT-based method for designing
discrete phase sequences. Simulation results have illustrated
the monotonicity of the proposed framework in minimizing
the objective function. Besides, the proposed framework meets
the lower bound in case of ISL minimization, and outperform
the counterparts in terms of PSL, l0-norm and computational
time.

APPENDIX A

The auto- and cross-correlation of tth transmitter can be
written as dth entry as, [27],

rt,t(k) , c̄ttdk + āttdkxt,d + b̄ttdkx
∗
t,d

rt,l(k) , c̄tldk + ātldkxt,d
(40)

where,
c̄tldk ,

∑N−k
n=1
n 6=d

xt,nx
∗
l,n+k, ātldk , x∗l,d+kIA(d+ k)

c̄ttdk ,
∑N−k

n=1
n 6=d,n 6=d−k

xt,nx
∗
t,n+k

āttdk , x∗t,d+kIA(d+ k), b̄ttdk , xt,d−kIA(d− k)

(41)
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Fig. 8: Comparison of the computational time of WeBEST
with other methods. (M = 2 and L = 64)

where, IA(p) is the indicator function of set A = {1, . . . , N},

i.e, IA(p) ,

{
1, p ∈ A
0, p /∈ A

. Please note that the coefficients

ctldk and cttdk are depend on xt,−d while atldk, attdk and
bttdk are depend on xt,d.

Therefore the weighted auto- and cross-correlation of tth

transmitter becomes,
wkrt,t(k) = cttdk + attdkxt,d + bttdkx

∗
t,d

wkrt,l(k) = ctldk + atldkxt,d
(42)

where
attdk , wkāttdk, bttdk , wk b̄ttdk, cttdk , wk c̄ttdk,

atldk , wkātldk, ctldk , wk c̄tldk,
(43)

Substituting (42) in TABLE III, the auto- and cross- terms
of f(X), vεh(X) and u(X) with respect to xt,d can be written
as TABLE IV.

APPENDIX B
By substituting xt,d = ejφ in vεau,h(xt) and vεcr,h(xt) in

TABLE IV, they can be expressed with respect to variable φ.
By expanding the absolute term and separating the ejnφ terms
by some mathematical manipulations, the auto- and cross-
correlation term of vεh(φ) can be written as,
vεh,au(φ) =

∑2
n=−2 v̄h,ne

jnφ, vεh,cr(φ) =
∑1
n=−1 ṽh,ne

jnφ, (44)

where,
v̄h,−2 ,

∑N−1
k=−N+1 γhttk(a∗ttdkbttdk), v̄h,2 , v̄∗h,−2,

v̄h,−1 ,
∑N−1
k=−N+1 γhttk(a∗ttdkcttdk + c∗ttdkbttdk), v̄h,1 , v̄∗h,−1,

v̄h,0 ,
∑N−1
k=−N+1(γhttk(|cttdk|2 + |attdk|2 + |bttdk|2) + µhttk).

ṽh,−1 , 2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 γhtlka

∗
tldkctldk, ṽh,1 , ṽ∗h,−1,

ṽh,0 , 2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1(γhtlk(|ctldk|2 + |atldk|2) + µhtlk).

Since, vεh(φ) = vεh,au(φ)+vεh,cr(φ)+vεh,m, it can be written
as (18), where,

vh,−2 , v̄h,−2, vh,−1 , v̄h,−1 + ṽh,−1

vh,0 , v̄h,0 + ṽh,0 + vεh,m, vh,1 , v̄∗h,−1 vh,2 , v̄∗h,−2

(45)

Like wise, by substituting xt,d = ejφ in uau(xt) and
ucr(xt), they can be expressed with respect to variable φ.
Let, φ(i) = ∠x(i)t,d, hence, wkr

(i)
t,l (k) = ctldk + atldke

jφ(i)

and
wkr

(i)
t,t (k) = cttdk + attdke

jφ(i)

+ bttdke
−jφ(i)

respectively.
Therefore uau(φ) and ucr(φ) becomes,

uau(φ) =
∑2
n=−2 ūne

jnφ + <
{∑1

n=−1 ûne
jnφ

}
,

ucr(φ) =
∑1
n=−1 ũne

jnφ + <
{∑0

n=−1 ǔne
jnφ

}
,

Defining ψ′ttdk , ψttdk

|wkr(i)t,t(k)|
and ψ′tldk , ψtldk

|wkr(i)t,l (k)|
, it can be

shown that,
ū−2 ,

∑N−1
k=−N+1 ηttdka

∗
ttdkbttdk, ū2 , ū∗−2,

ū−1 ,
∑N−1
k=−N+1 ηttdk(a∗ttdkcttdk + c∗ttdkbttdk), ū1 , ū∗−1,

ū0 ,
∑N−1
k=−N+1(ηttdk(|cttdk|2 + |attdk|2 + |bttdk|2) + νttdk)

û−1 ,
∑N−1
k=−N+1 ψ

′
ttdk(|cttdk|2+c∗ttdkattdke

jφ(i)

+c∗ttdkbttdke
−jφ(i)

)

û0 ,
∑N−1
k=−N+1 ψ

′
ttdk(|bttdk|2e−jφ

(i)

+b∗ttdkattdke
jφ(i)

+b∗ttdkcttdk)

û1 ,
∑N−1
k=−N+1 ψ

′
ttdk(|attdk|2ejφ

(i)

+a∗ttdkbttdke
−jφ(i)

+a∗ttdkcttdk)

ũ−1 , 2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 ηtldkctldka

∗
tldk, ũ1 , ũ∗−1

ũ0 , 2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1(ηtldk(|ctldk|2 + |atldk|2) + νtldk))

ǔ−1 , 2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 ψ

′
tldk(ctldka

∗
tldk + |atldk|2ejφ

(i)

)

ǔ0 , 2
∑M
l=1
l 6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 ψ

′
tldk(|ctldk|2 + c∗tldkatldke

jφ(i)

)

Since u(φ) is a real function, it can be written as u(φ) =
<
{
uau(φ) + ucr(φ) + um

}
, specifically can be written as

(18), where,
u−2 , ū−2, u−1 , ũ−1 + ū−1 + û−1 + ǔ−1

u0 , ū0 + û0 + ũ0 + ǔ0 + um, u1 = ũ1 + ū1 + û1, u2 , ū2

APPENDIX C

Substituting ejnφ = cos (nφ) + j sin (nφ) in u′(φ) and
separating the real and imaginary part, u′(φ) becomes,

u′(φ) = ξ0 cos2(φ) + ξ1 sin2(φ) + ξ2 sin(φ) cos(φ)

+ ξ3 cos(φ) + ξ4 sin(φ)
(46)

where, ξ0 , 2={u−2 − u2}, ξ1 , 2={u2 − u−2}, ξ2 ,
−4<{u2+u−2}, ξ3 , ={u−1−u1} and ξ4 , −<{u−1+u1}.
Using the change variable z , tan(φ2 ) and substituting
cos(φ) = (1− z2)/(1 + z2), sin(φ) = 2z/(1 + z2) in u′(φ),
it can be written as, u′(z) =

∑4
k=0 skz

k

(1+z2)2 , where,

s0 , ξ0 + ξ3, s1 , 2(ξ2 + ξ4), s2 , 2(2ξ1 − ξ0),

s3 , 2(ξ4 − ξ2), s4 , ξ0 − ξ3
(47)

Likewise, considering z , tan(φ2 ), the roots of vε
′

h (φ) can

be equivalently obtained by solving
∑4
k=0 qh,kz

k

(1+z2)2 = 0, where,

qh,0 , κ0 + κ3, qh,1 , 2(κ2 + κ4), qh,2 , 2(2κ1 − κ0),

qh,3 , 2(κ4 − κ2), qh,4 , κ0 − κ3,
(48)

and, κ0 , −4={vh,2}, κ1 , 4={vh,2}, κ2 , −8<{vh,2},
κ3 , −2={vh,1} and κ4 , −2<{vh,1}.
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APPENDIX D

Under discrete phase constraint, since the phases are chosen
from finite alphabet (φ ∈ ΩL) the objective function can be
written with respect to the the indices of ΩL as follows,

f(l′) = f(X−t) + 2
∑M
l=1
l6=t

∑N−1
k=−N+1 |atldk + ctldke

−j2π l
′−1
L |p

+

N−1∑
k=−N+1

|attdk + cttdke
−j2π l

′−1
L + bttdke

−j4π l
′−1
L |p

(49)
Observe that atldk + ctldke

−j2π l
′−1
L and attdk +

cttdke
−j2π l

′−1
L + bttdke

−j4π l
′−1
L exactly follow the

definition of L-points DFT of sequences {atldk, ctldk}
and {attdk, cttdk, bttdk} respectively. Therefore, f(l′) can be
written as (23).
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