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Abstract—The wireless domain is witnessing a flourishing of inte-
grated systems, e.g. (a) integrated sensing and communications, and (b)
simultaneous wireless information and power transfer, due to their po-
tential to use resources (spectrum, power) judiciously. Inspired by this
trend, we investigate integrated sensing, communications and powering
(ISCAP), through the design of a wideband OFDM signal to power a
sensor while simultaneously performing target-sensing and commu-
nication. To characterize the ISCAP performance region, we assume
symbols with non-zero mean asymmetric Gaussian distribution (i.e.,
the input distribution), and optimize its mean and variance at each sub-
carrier to maximize the harvested power, subject to constraints on the
achievable rate (communications) and the average side-to-peak-lobe dif-
ference (sensing). The resulting input distribution, through simulations,
achieves a larger performance region than that of (i) a symmetric com-
plex Gaussian input distribution with identical mean and variance for
the real and imaginary parts, (ii) a zero-mean symmetric complex Gaus-
sian input distribution, and (iii) the superposed power-splitting commu-
nication and sensing signal (the coexisting solution). In particular, the
optimized input distribution balances the three functions by exhibiting
the following features: (a) symbols in subcarriers with strong communi-
cation channels have high variance to satisfy the rate constraint, while
the other symbols are dominated by the mean, forming a relatively uni-
form sum of mean and variance across subcarriers for sensing; (b) with
looser communication and sensing constraints, large absolute means
appear on subcarriers with stronger powering channels for higher
harvested power. As a final note, the results highlight the great potential
of the co-designed ISCAP system for further efficiency enhancement.

Index Terms—Multi-functional OFDM waveform design, Integrated
Sensing, Communications and Powering (ISCAP), Integrated Sensing
and Communication (ISAC), Wireless Information and Power
Transfer (WIPT)

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background

Future wireless networks are expected to feature billions
of devices carrying out tasks like sensing, communications
and computing. This calls for better spectrum utilization to
accommodate more users and services, as well as a sustainable
energizing technique [1]–[3]. For the former, integrated sensing and
communications (ISAC) using a common transmit signal has been
widely investigated [4]–[6]. For the latter, thanks to the consistent
decrease in the power consumption of computational tasks [7], wire-
less information and power transfer (WIPT) has been regarded as a
promising technique to provide sustainable powering for low-power
sensors, by generating power from the communicating RF signals.

The literature on ISAC and WIPT has shown that a larger perfor-
mance region (i.e., communication-sensing (C-S) region for ISAC,
and a communication-powering (C-P) region for WIPT) can be

The authors are with the Department of Electrical and Electronic Engineering,
Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, U.K. (e-mail:{yumeng.zhang19,
s.aditya, b.clerckx}@imperial.ac.uk)

B. Clerckx is also with Silicon Austria Labs (SAL), Graz A-8010, Austria.

realized with properly co-designed signals, as opposed to superposed
signals in a coexisting scenario that combines the communications
and sensing/powering signals through time-splitting/power-splitting.
Inspired by this, a question then arises: can we achieve (a suitably-
defined) better performance by realizing sensing, communications
and powering using a common signal, namely integrated sensing,
communications and powering (ISCAP)? If achievable, ISCAP can
play a crucial role in future networks by reducing the power burden
and enhancing spectrum efficiency, especially in environments
with densely deployed low-power sensors and massive connectivity
demands. A possible use case is ubiquitous sensing requiring a large
number of sensors to communicate, sense and be autonomously pow-
ered, for applications in as smart homes, smart city, transportation,
automotive, agriculture, logistics, emergency, security, prevention,
and defense. To answer the proposed question, we need to: a)
decide and design a signal that is capable of performing sensing,
communications and powering simultaneously and satisfyingly,
b) evaluate the performance gain of the ISCAP signal using the
proposed input signal over the traditional co-existing scenarios, c)
identify the rationale of the performance gain by analyzing how the
optimal signal trades off between the three functions.

This paper first explores the reason for using OFDM signals in
ISCAP and the need for optimizing the input distribution (i.e., the
probability distribution of the communication symbols (CS)) over
the subcarriers in the literature review. Then, our contributions in
this paper address points a), b) and c) in detail.

B. Literature review
The literature on wireless networks has collectively highlighted

OFDM’s significant potential as a promising wideband signal for the
multi-functional ISCAP system. The reasons are threefold. Firstly,
OFDM has been widely employed in practice (e.g., IEEE 802.11 for
wireless local area networks [8], IEEE 802.16 for wireless metropoli-
tan area networks [9], and also in 4G and 5G [10]) and intensively
explored for sophisticated transceiver design [11]. Consequently,
OFDM is more implementation-friendly if adopted as the initial
waveform in ISCAP exploration. Secondly, OFDM shows satisfying
performance for all ISCAP functionalities. Specifically, OFDM ex-
hibits good auto-correlation properties that are advantageous in sens-
ing, together with an efficient 2-dimensional Fast-Fourier-Transform
(2D-FFT) radar processor [12]. Moreover, OFDM provides robust-
ness against multipath fading for communications [13], and offers
high peak-to-average-power-ratio properties that are beneficial in
wireless power transfer (WPT) [14]. Thirdly, the waveform design
for OFDM has been extensively studied in both ISAC and WIPT
[15]–[21], which facilitates our extension of the optimal OFDM
waveform design to the ISCAP system. In the following, we will
summarize the intuitive signal design in ISAC and WIPT literature.
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Ample research has been conducted on optimizing the OFDM
waveform in ISAC, specifically the power allocation across OFDM
subcarriers to achieve a better C-S region that depicts the optimal
achievable sensing performance given a communication constraint
[15]–[19]. Towards that, various metrics have been developed to
evaluate the sensing performance when using OFDM signals, such
as the detection/false alarm probability (FAP) [22], [23], the ambigu-
ity function [12], the spectrum matching error [24] , the radar mutual
information [25], [26] and the Cramer-Rao Bound (CRB) [27].

Regarding WIPT, the performance is characterized by the C-P
region, which represents the maximal harvested power given the
communication constraint [20], [21], [28] . Successive efforts have
been made to enlarge the C-P region in WIPT [29]–[31], through
which the significance of modelling the non-linearity of the energy
harvester/the rectenna at the harvesting receiver was uncovered and
shown to exert a fundamental effect on the optimal signal design
[14], [32]–[39]. In particular, accounting for the energy harvester’s
non-linearity, [38] examined the multi-carrier signal in WIPT and
showed that the modulated signal (carrying information with CSCG
input) superposed by the unmodulated signal (deterministic without
information) can enlarge the C-P region, with the former necessary
for communications and the latter beneficial for powering.

[38] motivates the consideration of the impact of random CSs on
powering in OFDM WIPT. As a follow up to [38], [39] optimizes
the input distribution of the OFDM CSs, i.e., the symbol mean
(as a counterpart of the unmodulated signals of the superposition
multi-carrier waveform in [38]) and the symbol variance (as a
counterpart of the modulated signals of the superposition multi-
carrier waveform in [38]) of each sub-carrier assuming Gaussian
distribution, and achieves a larger WIPT C-P region than [38]
by assuming asymmetric Gaussian input. The findings in WIPT
further intrigue similar considerations for enlarging the C-S region
in ISAC, where the OFDM symbols are also inherently random
to carry communication information and will affect sensing’s
performance [40]. The optimal input distribution in [40]/[39]
not only enhances the performance region in ISAC/WIPT but
also uncovers fundamental trade-offs between different functions,
namely, (a) for ISAC [40], the randomness of CS magnitudes
degrades sensing performance while enhancing communication
rates. Hence, the optimal input distribution trades off between (i)
sensing’s preference for allocating power uniformly to the symbol
mean of each subcarrier and (ii) communication’s preference for
allocating power to the symbol variance across subcarriers in
a water-filling way; (b) for WIPT [39], powering also prefers
high absolute symbol means similarly to sensing, and a further
performance region gain is observed when using asymmetric non-
zero mean complex Gaussian distribution (i.e., featuring different
means/variance between the real and imaginary parts of the complex
Gaussian).

Recently, [41] established the first narrowband MIMO ISCAP
system where the authors optimized the transmit beam pattern and
achieved a better overall performance than the power/time-splitting
signals in the co-existing scenario [42]. Considering the necessity
of wideband signals for higher range resolution in sensing, this
paper investigates wideband OFDM signals in ISCAP that performs
range-velocity estimation for sensing, compared with [41] where
angle estimation is the focus. Moreover, we consider a more realistic
non-linear energy harvester model for powering when designing the

OFDM signals. Besides validating the effectiveness of the designed
signal in ISCAP, this paper also studies the spectrum interaction
between the three functionalities and reveals the general trend of
the optimal input distribution of the OFDM signal in the spectrum.

C. Contributions

Inspired by the conclusions in WIPT and ISAC [39], [40], we de-
sign the OFDM CSs’ input distribution across subcarriers in the spec-
trum domain, with an assumption of a non-zero mean asymmetric
Gaussian distribution. Our contributions are summarized as follows:

1) We set up a wideband ISCAP system, where an OFDM signal
is transmitted to power a sensor, communicate with an infor-
mation decoder and sense a point target simultaneously. To
evaluate the system performance region, we develop the metric
of each function – respectively the average integrated-side-to-
peak-lobe-difference (aISPLD) for sensing1, the achievable
rate for communications, and the harvested power for powering
– accounting for CS randomness. For the power metric in par-
ticular, we follow the non-linear energy harvester model in [14]
and derive the average harvested power of cyclic prefix (CP)
OFDM (CP-OFDM). This is the first paper to model a wide-
band ISCAP system and the first paper to consider the power
contribution from the OFDM CP part where inter-symbol
interaction is involved when designing the OFDM symbols2.

2) Based on the metrics of the three functions, we construct an op-
timization problem w.r.t the symbol mean and symbol variance
of each OFDM subcarrier to maximize the harvested power
with constraints on achievable rate and aISPLD. The optimiza-
tion problem is solved using the alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM). During each ADMM iteration, we first
solve the total allocated power at each subcarrier (the sum of
the mean and variance) by using successive convex approxima-
tion (SCA), after which we determine the allocation of power
over the mean and variance at each subcarrier by utilizing the
parametric successive convex approximation (PSCA).

3) Through simulations, we verify the performance region
gain of the proposed input distribution in ISCAP over the
co-designed symmetric/zero-mean input distribution as well as
the power-splitting input signals in a coexisting scenario. We
also gain insight into the fundamental trade-offs between the
three functions on input distribution, which can be summarized
as follows: a) powering prefers allocating power to the
symbol mean with asymmetric real and imaginary part in
proportional to the corresponding’s powering channel, sensing
prefers allocating power to the symbol mean uniformly across
subcarriers, and communication requires allocating power to
the symbol variance in proportion to communication channels’
strength of its subcarrier; b) In a general ISCAP set-up with
communication and sensing constraints, a part of subcarriers

1The aISPLD is proposed as a scaling term of the upper bound of the average
FAP in OFDM ISAC in [40].

2Different from [43] which reconstructs the OFDM CP by superposing rectangular
pulses with the traditional CP (circular-shift of the data) for better power harvesting,
this paper accounts for the traditional CP construction only and evaluates the
impact of the CS input distribution on the harvested power from the CP part, which
is emitted in [39] where only the data part is considered. Hence, the paper will
not encounter degraded communication performance caused by the additional
rectangular pulses in CP as in [43].
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has a high variance for achievable rate (and usually a low
mean) while the remaining subcarriers are dominated by the
mean, forming a relatively uniform power allocation across
subcarriers for the aISPLD constraint. Given looser constraints
on achievable rate and aISPLD, the optimal input distribution
shifts to a power-favouring distribution with asymmetric mean
allocation adaptive to the powering channels.

D. Organization

Section II models a single antenna OFDM ISCAP system with
a point target, where the signal at each stage is mathematically
expressed. The metrics for powering, sensing and communications
are also expressed based on an asymmetric non-zero mean Gaussian
input. Then, Section III optimizes the mean and the variance of the
input distribution across subcarriers, by maximizing the harvested
power constraining on the achievable rate and the aISPLD. Section
IV provides simulation results and Section V draws the conclusion.

E. Notation

Throughout the paper, matrices and vectors are respectively
denoted by bold upper case and bold lower letters. R/I{x} denotes
the real/imaginary part of the complex number x. |x| represents the
amplitude of the complex scaler x and ∥x∥ represents the l2 norm of
vector x. For a vector x (matrix X), xk (Xk,m) is its kth (kth row,
mth column) entry. IK represents a K×K identity matrix, and 1K
represents an all-one vector with dimension K× 1 - the subscript is
omitted when the dimension is clear. (·)H , (·)T and Tr(X) denote
the Hermitian, transpose and trace operators respectively.⊗ is the
Kronecker product. δ(x) is the delta function. diag(A) denotes
the vector of diagonal entries of A. Similarly, diag (a) denotes
the diagonal matrix formed by a. ⟨n⟩k denotes n modulo k. The
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) for sequences {x[n]}/vector
{x} is denoted by DFT{x[n]}/DFT{x} with its kth entry being
DFT{x[n]}(k)/DFT{x}(k), and similarly for the inverse DFT
(IDFT). fn=

[
1, ej

2πn
K , ..., ej

2πn(K−1)
K

]
denotes the nth row of the

IDFT matrix. fI(x ∈ κ) is the indicator function of x belonging
to set κ. E{x(t)} denotes the time average of a signal x(t) and
EX{fX(x)} is the expected value of fX(x) over the distribution
of the random variable X (X is omitted after the first clarification).

Definition 1 (Real Gaussian Distribution). N (µ,σ2) denotes the
real Gaussian distribution with mean µ and variance σ2.

Definition 2 (Complex Gaussian Distribution). Let
XR ∼ N (µR, σ

2
R) and XI ∼ N (µI, σ

2
I) denote a pair of

independent real Gaussian random variables. Then,X=XR+jXI

is said to have a complex Gaussian distribution.

Definition 3 (Symmetric and Asymmetric Complex Gaussian
Distribution). In Definition 2, if µR=µI=µ and σ2

R=σ2
I =σ2/2,

then X is said to have a symmetric complex Gaussian distribution3,
denoted by CN (µ,σ2). The special case of CN (0,σ2) is referred to

3 Typically, a symmetric complex Gaussian distribution only requires the variance
of the real and imaginary parts to be identical [38], [39]. In Definition 3, we also
require the means of the real and imaginary parts to be equal. This is because
the (complex) mean has a significant bearing on the harvested power and sensing
performance, and we wish to capture the performance difference between having
identical/different values for the real and imaginary parts of the mean, which will
be stated in the simulations in detail.

as the circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) distribution.
In all other cases, X is said to have an asymmetric complex
Gaussian distribution.

II. SYSTEM AND SIGNAL MODELS

This section begins by modelling the ISCAP system and the
transmit OFDM signal, as shown in Fig. 1. We then identify perfor-
mance metrics for each function, namely, the harvested power per
OFDM symbol at the energy harvester in Section II-B, the average
FAP (approximated by the aISPLD) for range-velocity estimation at
the sensing transceiver in Section II-C, and the achievable rate per
OFDM symbol at the communication receiver in Section II-D.

A. Transmit Signal

Without loss of generality, we consider a single antenna ISCAP
system as shown in Fig. 1, with a multi-functional transmitter and
separated receivers for sensing, communications and powering,
among which the sensing receiver is co-located with the transmitter.
Besides the block model of the ISCAP system, Fig. 1 also depicts
the OFDM symbol model at the transmitter, where M OFDM
symbols with K orthogonal subcarriers and KG CP sub-pulses for
each OFDM symbol are used.

The CS at the kth (k = 0, ··· , K − 1) subcarrier of the mth

(m=0, ···, M−1) OFDM symbol can be expressed as

X[k, m]
△
=XR[k, m]+jXI[k, m], (1)

where XR[k, m] ∼ N (µR
k , σ

R
k

2
) and XI[k, m] ∼ N (µI

k, σ
I
k

2
)

(assume the same input distribution spectrum across OFDM
symbols). Hence, the average power on the real and imaginary part
of the kth subcarrier is given as

pRk
△
=EXR[k, m]

{
XR[k, m]

2
}
=µR

k

2
+σR

k

2
, ∀m, (2a)

pIk
△
=EXI[k, m]

{
XI[k, m]

2
}
=µI

k

2
+σI

k

2
, ∀m. (2b)

After IDFT, we obtain the time domain signal x[n, m]
(n=0, ···, K−1), namely the nth sub-pulse of the mth symbol,
which, after adding the CP, becomes

xCP[n, m]=x[⟨n−KG⟩K, m], n=0, ···, K′−1, (3)

where K′=KG+K.
Then, the baseband signal is

x(t)=

M−1∑
m=0

K′−1∑
n=0

xCP[n, m]sinc[Bt−(n+mK′)] (4a)

△
=

K′M−1∑
q=0

xCP[q]sinc[Bt−q], (q=mK′+n), (4b)

with xCP[q] = xCP[n, m] and B is the bandwidth of the OFDM
signal.

After up-converting, the transmit signal is expressed as

xRF(t)=

M−1∑
m=0

K′−1∑
n=0

xCP[n, m]sinc[Bt−(n+mK′)]ej2πfct, (5)

where fc is the central frequency.
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Fig. 1. System and OFDM Signal Model for ISCAP.

For future analysis, we define the following vectors

Symbol vector: xm
△
=[X[0, m], ···, X[K−1, m]]

T
, (6a)

Symbol real vector: xm
△
=
[
R{xm}T , I{xm}T

]T
, (6b)

Symbol mean vector: µ △
=
[
µR
0 , µ

R
1 , ···, µR

K−1, µ
I
0, ···, µI

K−1

]T
,

(6c)

Symbol variance vector: σ △
=
[
σR
0

2
, σR

1

2
, ···, σI

0

2
, ···, σI

K−1

2
]T

,

(6d)

Symbol power vector: p △
=
[
pR0 , p

R
1 , ···, pRK−1, p

I
0, ···, pIK−1

]T
(6e)

Symbol mean matrix: U △
=µµT (6f)

Power allocation matrix: P △
=U+diag(σ), (6g)

where U and P are defined for Section IV. Therein, we will
optimize the ISCAP system performance w.r.t U and P to decide
µ and σ4.

B. Metric for Powering

This section models the received signal at the energy harvester,
and derives the corresponding scaling term of the harvested power
as the powering metric.

Assume that the signal is transmitted over a multipath channel
with L paths, where the gain and delay of the lth (0≤ l≤ L−1)
tap are respectively al and τl. We assume a static powering channel,
whose channel state information (CSI) has been perfectly estimated
in advance through pilot signals. The real received signal at the
energy harvester is

yRF(t)=
√
2R

{
L−1∑
l=0

alxRF(t−τl)+w(t)

}
, (7)

where w(t) ∼ CN (0, σ2
nP
) is the additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN) at the energy harvester.

4The input distribution is optimized w.r.t both the real and imaginary parts of the
OFDM CSs, simultaneously reflecting the behaviour of their amplitude and phase.

At the energy harvester, the impinging signal yRF(t) is converted
into direct current (DC) via a rectenna circuit for power harvesting.
We model the non-linear rectenna referring to [14], whose equivalent
circuit is depicted in Fig. 1 on the top right. Specifically, in Fig. 1,
yRF(t) is picked up at the receiving antenna, which serves as a volt-
age source with average power E

{
yRF(t)

2
}

and an inner impedance
Rant. The rectenna circuit in Fig. 1 is composed of a diode and a low
pass filter (LPF)5 with Rin. We assume Rin=Rant. Then, the input
voltage fed into the rectenna is vin(t)=yRF(t)

√
Rant. On this basis,

the current at the diode, assuming the small signal model [14], [39],
[44], is id(t)=isexp{vd(t)/(nvt)−1} where vd(t)=vin(t)−Vout
with Vout being the output DC voltage of the rectenna. We simplify
the expression of id(t) by operating Taylor approximation at point
−Vout, which gives id(t)=

∑∞
i=0kiv

i
in(t)=

∑∞
i=0k

′
iR

i
2
antyRF(t)

i

with k′i being the ith order Taylor coefficient of the diode transfer
characteristics. Then, id(t) passes through the LPF where its high-
frequency components are filtered out before being fed into the load
RL. Consequently, the current at the load RL is Iout=E{id(t)}=∑∞

i=0, evenkiE
{
y(t)i

}
. More details are in [14]. To maximize the

generated power at the load RL is equivalent to maximizing the cur-
rent at the load RL, i.e., Iout. In this paper, we further approximate
Iout by the first two terms of the Taylor approximation, which is then
named as the scaling term zDC. The scaling term zDC is extended in
[39] to wideband OFDM signals with random CSs, as a function of
CS input distribution. Specifically, zDC under OFDM is written as

zDC=Ex

{
E
[
k2yRF(t)

2+k4yRF(t)
4
]}

(8a)

=

M−1∑
m=0

K′−1∑
n=0

k2
M

Ex

{
|y[n, m]|2

}
+

M−1∑
m=0

K′−1∑
n=0

3k4
4M

(
Ex

{
|y[n, m]|4

}
+Ex

{
|ỹ[n, m]|4

})
, (8b)

where k2 = 0.024 and k4 = 19.145 [14]. In (8b), denote y(t)
as the complex baseband signal of yRF(t). Then, y[n, m] and

5The LPF is modelled as the simplest capacitor-resistor circuit in Fig. 1. However,
for future analysis, we assume that the LPF filters out all the high-frequency
harmonic components in id(t) ideally.
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ỹ[n, m] are the samples of y(t) taken at times t=(K′m+n)/B
and (2K′m+2n+1)/(2B), which collectively form a sequence
of samples capturing the power of y(t) (based on the sampling
theorem and Parseval’s theorem [34]). It is noteworthy that [39]
does not account for the harvested power attributed by the CP part
of OFDM signals when expressing (8b) as a function of the input
distribution, which we address in the following.

If sampling at t=(K′m+n)/B, y[n, m] is given by

y[n, m]=y((K′m+n)/B) (9a)

=
∑
l

al
∑
q

xCP[q]sinc[K
′m+n−q−l]+w[n, m] (9b)

=
∑
l

alxCP[K
′m+n−l]+w[n, m] (9c)

=
∑
l

alxCP[n−l, m]+w[n, m], (9d)

where xCP[n−l, m]=xCP[K
′+n−l, m−1] for n<l. w[n, m]

is the sampled noise at y[n, m].
Similarly, if sampling at t= (2K′m+2n+1)/2B, ỹ[n, m] is

given by

ỹ[n, m]=y((2K′m+2n+1)/2B) (10a)

=
∑
l

al
∑
q

xCP[q]sinc
[
2K′m+2n+1

2
−q−τl

]
+w[n, m]

(10b)

=
∑
j

xCP[K
′m+n−j]

∑
l

alsinc
[
j+

1

2
−l
]
+w[n, m]

(j=K′m+n−q) (10c)
△
=
∑
j

ãjxCP[n−j, m]+w̃[n, m], (10d)

where ãj=

{∑
lalsinc

[
j+ 1

2−l
]
, 0≤j≤L−1;

0 (approximate), j>L,
(10e)

and w̃[n, m] is the sampled noise at ỹ[n, m].

Remark 1. ỹ[n, m] in (10d) is similar to y[n, m] in (9d), with al
substituted by ãl. Hence, most of the future analysis related with
y[n, m] can be adopted to ỹ[n, m] directly after changing the
coefficient.

Given any m, the expression of y[n, m] in (9d) (or ỹ[n, m]
in (10d)) are classified into two parts: (i) the CP duration for
0 ≤ n ≤ KG − 1 over which the received sub-pulses involves
interaction between the mth OFDM symbol and the (m− 1)th

OFDM symbol; (ii) the data duration for KG≤n≤K′−1 where
there is no inter-symbol interference. Hence, the final harvested
power in (8b) also needs consideration from these two parts.

In the following, we first consider the sub-pulses’ power over
the mth data duration (KG ≤ n≤K′−1) and then move to the
sub-pulses’ power over the mth CP duration (0≤n≤KG−1).

1) Power of data duration: starting from the data duration
(KG≤n≤K′−1), we take y[n, m] as an example first. y[n, m]
for KG≤n≤K′−1 can be re-expressed as

y[n, m]=IDFT{HPxm}(n)+w[n, m] (11a)

=aRn
T
xm+jaIn

T
xm+w[n, m], (11b)

with HP=diag([hP, 0, ···, hP, K−1]), (11c)
hP, k=IDFT{al}(k), the frequency-domain channel, (11d)

aRn =[R{fnHP}, −I{fnHP}]T , (11e)

aIn=[I{fnHP},R{fnHP}]T , (11f)

Similarly, for ỹ[n, m], we have

ỹ[n, m]=ãRn
T
xm+jãIn

T
xm+w̃[n, m], (12a)

with H̃P=diag
([

h̃P, 0, ···, h̃P, K−1

])
, (12b)

h̃P, k=IDFT{ãl}(k), (12c)

ãRn =
[
R
{
fnH̃P

}
, −I

{
fnH̃P

}]T
, (12d)

ãIn=
[
I
{
fnH̃P

}
,R
{
fnH̃P

}]T
. (12e)

On this basis, the second-order and the fourth-order expectations
of y[n, m] in (8b), i.e., E

{
|y[n, m]|2

}
and E

{
|y[n, m]|4

}
, are

given in (13) and (13b) respectively (Details in Appendix A).
Following the same way, we also give the fourth-order expectations
of ỹ[n, m], i.e., E

{
|ỹ[n, m]|4

}
, in (13d).

E
{
|y[n, m]|2

}
=Tr(AnP)+σ2

nP

△
=zdata, 2DC, n (P,U), (13a)

E
{
|y[n, m]|4

}
=Tr2(AnP)+6σ2

nP
Tr(AnP)+2Tr(AnPAnP)

−2Tr(AnUAnU)+3σ4
nP

(13b)
△
=zdata, 4DC, n (P,U), (13c)

E
{
|ỹ[n, m]|4

}
=Tr2

(
ÃnP

)
+6σ2

nP
Tr(AnP)+2Tr

(
ÃnPÃnP

)
−2Tr

(
ÃnUÃnU

)
+3σ4

nP
(13d)

△
=z̃data, 4DC, n (P,U), (13e)

with An=aRna
R
n

T
+aIna

I
n

T
, (13f)

Ãn=ãRn ã
R
n
T
+ãInã

I
n
T
. (13g)

2) Power of CP duration: based on (9d), y[n, m] for
0 ≤n ≤KG−1 can be re-expressed as

y[n, m]=

n∑
l=0

alxCP[n−l, m]+

KG−1∑
l=n+1

alxCP[K
′+n−l, m−1]

+w[n, m] (14a)

=

n∑
l=0

alx[K−KG+n−l, m]

+

KG−1∑
l=n+1

alx[K+n−l, m−1]+w[n, m] (14b)

=

K−KG+n∑
p=K−KG

aK−KG+n−px[p, m]

+

K−1∑
p=K−KG+n+1

aK+n−px[p, m−1]+w[n, m]

(14c)

=b1, n
Txm+b2, n

Txm−1+w[n, m], (14d)

=bR
1, n

T
xm+bR

2, n
T
xm−1
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+j
(
bI
1, n

T
xm+bI

2, n
T
xm−1

)
+w[n, m], (14e)

with bi, n=DFT{aCPi, n}, for i=1, 2, (14f)

aCP1, n, k=

{
aK−KG+n−k, K−KG≤k≤K−KG+n,

0, otherwise,
(14g)

aCP2, n, k=

{
aK+n−k, K−KG+n−1 ≤k ≤K−1,
0, otherwise,

(14h)

bR
i, n=

[
R
{
bi, n

T
}
, −I

{
bi, n

T
}]T

, (14i)

bI
i, n=

[
I
{
bi, n

T
}
,R
{
bi, n

T
}]T

. (14j)

Similarly, ỹ[n, m] (0 ≤n ≤KG−1) can be re-written as

ỹ[n, m]=b̃R
1, n

T
xm+b̃R

2, n

T
xm−1+j

(
b̃I
1, n

T
xm+b̃I

2, n

T
xm−1

)
+w̃[n, m], (15)

where the corresponding expressions for b̃R
i, n and b̃I

i, n (i=1, 2)
are obtained by replacing al with ãl respectively in (14f)-(14j).

Consequently, the second-order and the fourth-order expectations
of the CP duration sub-pulses are (Details in Appendix B)

E
{
|y[n, m]|2

}
=Tr(BnP+2DnU)+σ2

nP

△
=zCP, 2

DC, n(P,U),

(16a)

E
{
|y[n, m]|4

}
=Tr2(BnP+2DnU)+6σ2

nP
Tr(BnP+2DnU)

+2Tr(B1, nPB1, nP+B2, nPB2, nP)

+4Tr
(
DnPDT

nP+DnUDnU
)

+4Tr(B1, nUB2, nU+B1, nPDnU)

+4Tr
(
B2, nPDT

nU+B1, nUDT
nP
)

+4Tr(B2, nUDnP)−2Tr
(
EnUET

nU
)
+3σ4

nP

△
=zCP, 4

DC, n(P,U), (16b)

E
{
|ỹ[n, m]|4

}
=Tr2

(
B̃nP+2D̃nU

)
+6σ2

nP
Tr
(
B̃nP+2D̃nU

)
+2Tr

(
B̃1, nPB̃1, nP+B̃2, nPB̃2, nP

)
+4Tr

(
D̃nPD̃T

nP+D̃nUD̃nU+B̃1, nUB̃2, nU
)

+4Tr
(
B̃1, nPD̃nU+B̃2, nPD̃T

nU
)

+4Tr
(
B̃1, nUD̃T

nP+B̃2, nUD̃nP
)

−2Tr
(
ẼnUẼT

nU
)
+3σ4

nP

△
=z̃CP, 4

DC, n(P,U), (16c)

with Bn=B1, n+B2, n, B̃n=B̃1, n+B̃2, n, (16d)

Bi, n=bR
i, nb

R
i, n

T
+bI

i, nb
I
i, n

T
, for i=1, 2, (16e)

B̃i, n=b̃R
i, nb̃

R
i, n

T
+b̃I

i, nb̃
I
i, n

T
, for i=1, 2, (16f)

Dn=bR
1, nb

R
2, n

T
+bI

1, nb
I
2, n

T
, (16g)

D̃n=b̃R
1, nb̃

R
2, n

T
+b̃I

1, nb̃
I
2, n

T
(16h)

En=B1, n+Dn+BT
2, n+DT

n , (16i)

Ẽn=B̃1, n+D̃n+B̃T
2, n+D̃T

n . (16j)

3) Total power: After re-organization, the scaling term of the
generated power of the mth OFDM symbol as a function of the
input distribution is given as

zDC(P,U)

=

KG−1∑
n=0

k2z
CP, 2
DC, n(P,U)+

3k4
4

(
zCP, 4
DC, n(P,U)+z̃CP, 4

DC, n(P,U)
)

+

K′−1∑
n=KG

k2z
data, 2
DC, n (P,U)+

3k4
4

(
zdata, 4DC, n (P,U)+z̃data, 4DC, n (P,U)

)
.

(17)

Remark 2. The powering metric in (17) results in an asymmetric
design between the real and imaginary parts of the CS input dis-
tribution. This is visualized from the received samples in (11), (12),
(14) and (15) where the real and imaginary parts of the frequency-
domain CS, xm, experiences different powering channels. Hence,
optimizing the expected delivered power from the received samples,
as outlined in (17), yields an asymmetric power allocation between
the real and imaginary parts of the CSs. Similar observations are in
[39], where CSs with asymmetric input distribution outperform those
with symmetric input distribution w.r.t the powering functionality.

C. Metric for Sensing

In terms of sensing, we consider a point-target sensing scenario
aiming at the range-velocity bin estimation. The sensing’s perfor-
mance is guaranteed by restricting its aISPLD in terms of the
ambiguity property. Indeed, according to [40], the aISPLD is shown
to be in proportion to the upper bound of the average FAP, i.e., the
probability of incorrectly estimating the target’s range-velocity bin
using the maximum likelihood estimator in OFDM ISAC systems in
low SNR. On this basis, we express our sensing metric, UBFAP, as

UBFAP(p, µ)=−M(KGM−1)1Tp

+
∑

(r, v)̸=(0, 0)

√
gr,v(p)+g2(µ), (18a)

with gr,v(p)=M2δ(v)|
(
1T2 ⊗fr

)
p|2+2M∥p∥2, (18b)

g2(µ)=−2M
2K−1∑
k=0

|µk|4, (18c)

where (r, v) represents the range-velocity bin candidate for
the OFDM radar system, with r = 0, ··· , KG − 1 and
v =−M/2, ··· , M/2−1. Assuming a target at (r, v) = (0, 0),
the first sum term in (18a) represents the average peak lobe at
(r, v) = (0, 0) and the second sum term in (18a) represents the
upper bound of the average sum of side lobes where (r, v)≠(0, 0).

Remark 3. Given a transmit power constraint, i.e., a fixed 1Tp, the
aISPLD metric in (18) is minimized by maximizing the symbol mean
at each subcarrier, i.e., µ=p, while the optimal p is to be uniform
across sub-carriers from [40]. Intuitively, sensing prefers determin-
istic components that are represented by the symbol mean of the
input distribution, in contrast with communications. In other words,
the randomness of the CS with Gaussian inputs degrades sensing.

Remark 4. For the special case of µ= p (no communications)
under a fixed transmit power constraint (fixed 1Tp), the aISPLD
metric in (18) depends only on the terms |

(
1T2 ⊗fr

)
p|2 for r =
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0, ···, KG−1, or equivalently, depends only on the combined terms
pk+pk+K for k=0, ···, K−1. This result indicates that the sensing
metric is independent of the power ratio between the real (i.e., pk)
and imaginary (i.e., pk+K) parts of OFDM CSs, as long as the total
power allocation to sub-carrier k for k=0, ···, K−1 has been
fixed. In this context, the asymmetric design between the real and
imaginary parts does not bring much benefit to sensing performance,
which is different from the powering metric as mentioned in Remark
2. This observation indicates that the sensing performance is more
influenced by the power allocation trade-off between µ and σ (the
random-deterministic trade-off) than the power allocation trade-off
between the real and imaginary components.

Similar to the powering metric expression in (17), we re-
formulate the sensing metric UBFAP(p, µ) in (18) as a function
of P and U as follows

ŨBFAP(P,U)=−M(KGM−1)Tr(P)

+
∑

(r, v)̸=(0, 0)

√
g̃r,v(P)+g̃2(U), (19a)

with g̃r,v(P)=
(
fRr,vdiag(P)

)2
+
(
fIr,vdiag(P)

)2
+2M∥diag(P)∥2,

(19b)

g̃2(U)=−2M∥diag(U)∥2, (19c)

fR/I
r,v =Mδ(v)R/I

{
1T2 ⊗fn

}
. (19d)

D. Metric for Communications
For the communication system, similarly to the powering channel,

we assume a static communication channel, whose CSI has been
perfectly estimated in advance through pilot signals. In this context,
the complex received signal at the kth subcarrier is expressed as

YC[k, m]=hC, kX[k, m]+wC[k, m], (20)

where hC, k is the complex gain of the communication channel of
the kth subcarrier. wC[k, m] is the AWGN at the communication
receiver with its noise power spectrum density being σ2

nC
.

Given that the variance of the real and imaginary part of
X[k, m] are σR

k

2 and σI
k

2 respectively, the average communication
achievable rate in OFDM can be written as [39]

R
({
σR
k , σ

I
k

})
=

1

2KM

∑
k, m

log
(
1+2K|hC, k|2σR

k

2
/(Bσ2

nC
)
)

+
1

2KM

∑
k, m

log
(
1+2K|hC, k|2σI

k

2
/(Bσ2

nC
)
)
.

(21)

(21) can be re-formulated in the vector form as

R(σ)=
1

2K
log det

[
I2K+

2KHCdiag(σ)

Bσ2
nC

]
, (22a)

with HC=diag
(
12⊗

[
hC, 0, ···, hTC, K−1

])
. (22b)

For convenient reference, we summarize the mathematical
notations of important coefficients involved in different functionality
metrics from (9) to (22) in Table I.

III. OPTIMAL OFDM WAVEFORM DESIGN

In this section, we formulate the problem to optimize the
performance region of the ISCAP system, i.e., to maximize the

harvested power per symbol given constraints on the transmit power,
the achievable rate (communication) and the aISPLD (sensing).
Upon formulating the problem which is non-convex, we propose
an ADMM-based algorithm to obtain a local optimal solution.

A. Problem formulation

The optimization problem that maximizes the harvested power
per symbol given achievable rate constraint and the aISPLD
constraint is formulated as

max
P,U, σ

zDC(P,U) in (17), (23a)

s.t. Tr(P)≤Pmax, (23b)
R(σ)≥Cmin, (23c)

ŨBFAP(P,U)≤Smax, (23d)
U≥0, (23e)
rank(U)=1, (23f)
σ⪰0, (23g)
P=U+diag(σ), (23h)

where Pmax in (23b) is the transmit power constraint at the
transmitter, Cmin in (23c) is the minimum rate constraint for
communication, and Smax in (23d) is the maximal aISPLD con-
straint for sensing. Constraint (23e) and (23f) ensure a solution for
U=µµT . (23g) ensures positive covariance and (23h) establishes
the relationship between the variables as defined in (6f)-(6g).

B. Problem optimization

The rank 1 constraint in problem (23) is relaxed first during
the optimization and is handled at the final stage by Gaussian
randomization6 [45]. On this basis, we solve the remaining
optimization problem following an ADMM structure.

The ADMM structure of problem (23), relaxing the rank 1
constraint in (23f) is expressed as

min
P,U, σ

−zDC(P,U)+fI, P,U(P,U)+fI, σ, U(σ,U),

(24a)
s.t. U+diag(σ)−P=0, (24b)

where fI, P, U (P,U) is the indicator function of P and
U corresponding to the constraint in (23b) and (23d), and
fI, σ, U(σ,U) is the indicator function of σ and U corresponding
to the constraints in (23c), (23d), (23e) and (23g), i.e.,

fI, P, U(P,U):=fI(Tr(P)≤Pmax)+fI

(
ŨBFAP(P,U)≤Smax

)
,

(25)

fI, σ, U(σ,U):=fI(R(σ)≥Cmin)+fI

(
ŨBFAP(P,U)≤Smax

)
+fI(U≥0)+fI(σ⪰0). (26)

6Although Gaussian randomization is a heuristic method, it is widely recognized
to provide a performance benchmark for solving rank 1 relaxation problems with
satisfactory accuracy [45], [46]. As a substitute, we may also consider converting
the rank 1 constraint into a penalty term in the objective function [47], adopting
eigenvalue approximations rather than Gaussian randomization after the rank 1
relaxation [45], using sequential (rank) relaxation methods [48], or reformulating
the problem by exploiting certain relaxed structural constraints [49]. While these
substitute methods or low-complexity algorithms are beyond the scope of this paper,
they present interesting future works.
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Notation Definition/Intuition
al The complex gain of the lth tap in the WPT channel for y[n, m] in (9)
ãl The (analytical) complex gain of the lth tap in the WPT channel for ỹ[n, m] in (10)
aRn (aIn) The transformation coefficients from the frequency-domain xm to the real (imaginary) part of time-domain

subpulse y[n, m] over the OFDM data duration, i.e., n≥KG, in the WPT channel in (11)
ãRn (ãIn) The transformation coefficients from the frequency-domain xm to the real (imaginary) part of time-domain

subpulse ỹ[n, m] over the OFDM data duration, i.e., n≥KG, in the WPT channel in (12)
An (Ãn) The WPT coefficient matrix defined for P and U – formed by aRn and aIn (ãRn and ãIn)– corresponding to

the generated power from y[n, m] (ỹ[n, m]) over the OFDM data duration, i.e., n≥KG, in (13)
bR
i,n (bI

i,n) The transformation coefficients from the frequency-domain xm, i=1 or xm−1, i=2 to the real (imaginary)
part of time-domain subpulse y[n, m] over the OFDM CP duration, i.e., n<KG, in the WPT channel in (14)

b̃R
i,n (b̃I

i,n) The transformation coefficients from the frequency-domain xm, i=1 or xm−1, i=2 to the real (imaginary)
part of time-domain subpulse ỹ[n, m] over the OFDM CP duration, i.e., n<KG, in the WPT channel in (15)

Bi, n (B̃i, n), Dn

(D̃n), En (Ẽn)
The WPT coefficient matrices defined for P and U – formed by bR

i,n and bI
i,n (b̃R

i,n and b̃I
i,n)– corresponding

to the generated power from y[n, m] (ỹ[n, m]) over the OFDM CP duration, i.e., n<KG, in (16)

f
R/I
r,v The coefficient vector in (18) to formulate sidelobes of the ambiguity function from P for OFDM radar [40]
hC, k, HC The complex gain of the communication channel of the kth subcarrier in (20)-(22); HC is the matrix form

TABLE I. Table of the important coefficients involved in the three functionality metrics.

Following the ADMM structure in problem (24), the variables
of P, U and σ at the lth ADMM iteration are successively updated
as in (27a)-(27c), where V(l) is the alternating direction at the lth

iteration and ρ is the updating step-size in ADMM.
Next, we solve the sub-problems in (27a) and (27b) respectively

to update the variables P, U and σ.
1) Updating P(l+1): The sub-problem to solve (27a) is

min
P

−zDC

(
P,U(l)

)
+
ρ

2
∥−P+U(l)+diag

(
σ(l)
)
−V(l)∥2

(28a)
s.t. Tr(P)≤Pmax, (28b)

ŨBFAP

(
P,U(l)

)
≤Smax, (28c)

which is non-convex due to the objective−zDC

(
P,U(l)

)
and the

constraint (28b). However,−zDC

(
P,U(l)

)
in the objective function

is concave with respect to P, and can be handled by using SCA 7. In
SCA, the concave part of the objective function is successively sub-
stituted by a linear Taylor approximation operating at the point which
is the local optimal of the previous round. Specifically, suppose P(t)

is the optimal point at the tth SCA iteration, then, at the (t+1)th

iteration,−zDC(P,U(l)) in the objective function is substituted by

zDC
(t+1)

(
P,U(l)

)
=zDC, 0

(t)
(
P(t),U(l)

)
+Tr

(
G(t)TP

)
,

(29)

where G(t) is the first-order Taylor coefficient, expressed in (30).
zDC, 0

(t)
(
P(t),U(l)

)
is the Taylor constant to be omitted.

Similarly, the non-linear constraint in (28c) is also approximated
by its linear upper bound in each iteration of SCA. Since the
concavity of (28c) comes from the square root function, we also
approximate the square root function by using Taylor expansion as

ŨBFAP

(
P,U(l)

)
7The convergence of such an ADMM-SCP combination algorithm has been well

established in [50], [51] and exploited in robust scenarios [52], [53].

≤−M(KGM−1)Tr(P)+
∑

(r, v)̸=(0, 0)

2
(
g̃r,v
(
P(t)

)
+g̃2

(
U(l)

))
α
(l,t)
r,v

+

∑
(r, v)̸=(0, 0)

[
g̃r,v(P)+g̃2

(
U(l)

)
−g̃r,v

(
P(t)

)
−g̃2

(
U(l)

)]
α
(l,t)
r,v

(31a)

=α(l,t)−M(KGM−1)Tr(P)+
∑

(r, v)̸=(0, 0)

g̃r,v(P)

α
(l,t)
r,v

(31b)

△
=ŨB

(t)

FAP(P), (31c)

with

α(l,t)
r,v =2

√
g̃r,v
(
P(t)

)
+g̃2

(
U(l)

)
, (32a)

α(l,t)=
∑

(r, v)̸=(0, 0)

g̃r,v
(
P(t)

)
+2g̃2

(
U(l)

)
α
(l,t)
r,v

. (32b)

Hence, combing (29) and (31), the sub-problem to solve problem
(28) becomes

min
P

−Tr
(
G(t)TP

)
+
ρ

2
∥P−U(l)−diag

(
σ(l)
)
+V(l)∥2,

s.t. Tr(P)≤Pmax, (33a)

ŨB
(t)

FAP(P)≤Smax, (33b)

which is a convex Quadratic Constrained Quadratic Programming
(QCQP) problem, whose Lagrangian is given by

L(P, u1, u2)=−
∑
n

Tr
(
G(t)TP

)
+
ρ

2
∥P−U(l)−diag

(
σ(l)
)
+V(l)∥2

+u1(Tr(P)−Pmax)+u2

(
ŨB

(t)

FAP(P)−Smax

)
,

(34)

where u1 and u2 are the non-negative Lagrange multipliers.
Taking the first-order derivative and combining (31c), we have

∂L(P, u1, u2)

∂P
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P(l+1):=argmin{−zDC(P, U(l))+fI, P,U(P,U(l))+ρ
2∥U

(l)−P+diag(σ(l))−V(l)∥2}, (27a)

{U(l+1), σ(l+1)}:=argmin{−zDC(P(l+1), U)+fI, σ, U(σ, U)+ρ
2∥−P(l+1)+U+diag(σ)−V(l)∥2}, (27b)

V(l+1):=V(l)+P(l+1)−U(l+1)−diag(σ(l+1)), (27c)

G(t)=
∑K′−1

n=KG
k2A

T
n+

3k4
4 [2Tr(AnP

(t))AT
n+6σ2

nP
AT

n+4AnP
(t)An+2Tr(ÃnP

(t))ÃT
n+6σ2

nP
ÃT

n+4ÃnP
(t)Ãn]

+
∑KG−1

n=0 k2B
T
n+

3k4
4 [2Tr(BnP

(t)+2DnU
(l))BT

n+6σ2
nP

BT
n+2Tr(B̃nP

(t)+2D̃nU
(l))B̃T

n+6σ2
nP

B̃T
n ]

+
∑KG−1

n=0 3k4[B1, n(P(t)B1, n+U(l)DT
n)+DT

n(P
(t)Dn+U(l)B2, n)+Dn(P(t)DT

n+U(l)B1, n)+B2, n(P(t)B2, n+U(l)Dn)]

+
∑KG−1

n=0 3k4[B̃1, n(P(t)B̃1, n+U(l)D̃T
n)+D̃T

n(P
(t)D̃n+U(l)B̃2, n)+D̃n(P(t)D̃T

n+U(l)B̃1, n)+B̃2, n(P(t)B̃2, n+U(l)D̃n)]. (30)

=−G(t)+ρ
(
P−U(l)−diag

(
σ(l)
)
+V(l)

)
+[u1−u2M(KGM−1)]I2K (35)

+u2diag

 ∑
(r, v)̸=(0, 0)

[
2FR

r,v+2FI
r,v+4MI2K

α
(l,t)
r,v

]
diag(P)

,

(36)

where FR
r,v=fRr,v

T
fRr,v and FI

r,v=fIr,v
T
fIr,v.

Equating (36) to 0, we observe that, for the non-diagonal
elements of P, the stationary point is irrelevant with the multipliers
u1 and u2, and can be directly calculated as

Pk,j=
1

ρ
G

(t)
k,j+U

(l)
k,j−V

(l)
k,j , (j ≠k). (37)

For the diagonal elements ofP, (36) can be re-organized into (39)
where p= diag(P), g(t) = diag

(
G(t)

)
, µ(t) = diag

(
U(t)

)
and

v(t)=diag
(
V(t)

)
. After being setting into 0, (39) gives the result as

Pk,k=pk=

([
Q(t)(u2) 1

1 0

]−1[−q(t)(u2)
Pmax

])
k

, (38)

where k = 0, ··· , 2K − 1. u2 is obtained by bi-section search.
Q(t)(u2) and q(t)(u2) are shown in (39).

The algorithm to solve sub-problem (27a) is summarized in
algorithm 1. For sub-problem (27a), the overall SCA iterative
computational complexity isO

(
K4
)
. The iterative computational

complexity for each step of the SCA is explicit within algorithm 1.

2) Updating U(l+1) and σ(l+1): Similarly, the sub-problem to
solve (27b) is

min
U, σ

−zDC

(
P(l+1),U

)
+
ρ

2
∥−P(l+1)+U+diag(σ)−V(l)∥2,

(40a)
s.t. U≥0, (40b)

σ⪰0, (40c)
R(σ)≥Cmin, (40d)

ŨBFAP(P
(l+1),U)≤Smax, (40e)

whose concave part in the objective function in (40a) is still
substituted by a linear approximation by using SCA. Specifically,

Algorithm 1: SCA for P(l+1)

Input: t←0,P(l+1, 0), ϵ0, u2L, u2U
Output: P(l+1)

Repeat:
1) Compute G(t) from (30) with computational complexity
O
(
K4
)
, α(l,t)

r,v and α(l,t) from (32a) at the operating
point P(l+1, t) with computational complexityO

(
K2
)

2) Find u2
by bi-section search with computational complexityO

(
K2
)
:

2.1 u2←0, P(0) from (37) and (38)

2.2 If ŨB
(t)

FAP(P(u2))>Smax

P(l+1, t+1)←P(u2)

else
P(l+1, t+1)←P(u2)

while |ŨB
(t)

FAP(P(u2))−Smax|>ϵ0

u2=(u2L+u2U)/2
calculate P(u2) from (37) and (38)

If ŨB
(t)

FAP(P(u2))<Smax

u2U =u2

elseif ŨB
(t)

FAP(P(u2))>Smax

u2L =u2
end

end
end

3) Compute P(l+1, t+1) combining
(37) and (38) with computational complexityO

(
K3
)

4) t←t+1; P(l+1)←P(l+1, t+1)

5) Quit if ∥P(l+1, t+1)−P(l+1, t)∥<ϵ0∥P(l+1, t+1)∥

at the tth SCA iteration,−zDC

(
P(l+1),U

)
in (40a) becomes

zDC
(t)(U)=zDC, 0

(t)+Tr
(
J(t)TU

)
−

K′−1∑
n=KG

2Tr(AnUAnU)

−
KG−1∑
n=0

2
[
Tr(EnUEnU)+Tr

(
ẼnUẼnU

)]
,

(41)
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∂L
∂p=

{
ρI2K+u2

∑
r,v

2

α
(l,t)
r,v

[FR
r,v+FI

r,v+2MI2K]

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Q(t)(u2)

p+u1−u2M(KGM−1)−g(t)+ρ(−µ(l)−σ(l)+v(l))︸ ︷︷ ︸
q(t)(u2)

. (39)

Algorithm 2: SCA-PSCA for
(
U(l+1), σ(l+1)

)
Input: t←0,

(
U(l, 0),σ(l, 0)

)
, ϵ0;

Output:
(
U(l+1), σ(l+1)

)
;

Repeat:
1) Compute J(t) from (42)

at
(
U(l,t),σ(l,t)

)
with computational complexityO

(
K4
)
;

2) Compute v(t)=diag
(
U(t)

)
3) Compute

(
U(l,t), σ(l,t)

)
from (45) using cvx with computational complexity
O
(
K3
)

(assume interior-point method [55, Chapter 1.3])
4) t←t+1;

(
U(l+1), σ(l+1)

)
←
(
U(l+1, t+1), σ(l+1, t+1)

)
5) Quit if ∥U(l+1, t+1)−U(l+1, t)∥<ϵ0∥U(l+1, t+1)∥

where J(t) is given in (42). zDC, 0
(t) is the Taylor constant to be

omitted. Note that An is positive semi-definite from the definition
and En/Ẽn are positive semi-definite as proved in Appendix B.

The constraint in (40e) is a decrease function with respect to
∥diag(U)∥2, and can be equivalently transformed into

∥diag(U)∥2≥r(l), (43)

where r(l) can be found by bisection search such that∑
(r, v)̸=(0, 0)−Tr(P)+

√
g̃r,v(P)−2r(l)=Smax.

(43) is still a concave non-linear constraint, but can be handled
by introducing a parametric vector v and utilizing the inequality

∥diag(U)∥2≥
(
vT∥diag(U)∥

)2
∥v∥2

, (44)

which holds if and only if diag{U}k/vk = c (c constant) for ∀ k.
Hence, the constraint in (43) can be substituted by (44), taking v
as the diagonal elements of the optimal U from the previous round
in each SCA iteration. The algorithm that introduces auxiliary
variables to form an achievable convex upper bound is named
parametric SCA (PSCA) [54].

Combining with (44), at the tth iteration, we have

min
U, σ

zDC
(t)(U)+

ρ

2
∥−P(l+1)+U+diag(σ)−V(l)∥2 (45a)

s.t.
v(t)Tdiag(U)√
∥v(t)∥2

≥
√
r(l), (45b)

(40b), (40c), and (40d), (45c)

where v(t)=diag
(
U(t)

)
and which is a convex programming that

can be solved by cvx.
The algorithm to solve sub-problem (27b) is summarized

in algorithm 2. Similarly, for sub-problem (27b), the overall
SCA iterative computational complexity is O

(
K4
)
. The iterative

computational complexity for each step of the SCA is explicit within
algorithm 2. The whole algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3: ADMM

Input: l←0, k←0,P(0),U(0), σ(0), ϵS>0, ρ>0
Output: p⋆, µ⋆, σ⋆

1) While k<20

While ∥P(l+1)−P(l+1)∥<ϵ0∥P(l+1)∥
Update P(l+1) by Algorithm 1
Update

(
U(l+1), σ(l+1)

)
by Algorithm 2

Update V(l+1) in (27c)
l←l+1

end
end

2) Obtain µ⋆ from U⋆ using Gaussian randomization [45]
3) p⋆k←µ⋆

k
2+σ⋆

k, k=(0, ···, 2K−1)

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we simulate the performance of the ISCAP system
and evaluate its C-P region (maximal harvested power as a function
of the achievable rate constraint, for a fixed aISPLD8 constraint)
and its S-P region (maximal harvested power as a function of the
aISPLD constraint, for a fixed achievable rate constraint).

Throughout the simulations, the performance of the ISCAP
system is evaluated under a Wi-Fi like scenario with f0 = 5.18
GHz. At the transmitter, assume an OFDM signal with bandwidth
B=30 MHz, K=8 subcarriers, KG=4 CP pulses and 40 dBm
transmit power. The communication channel is an NLOS model
for indoor WiFi scenario adopted from Model B in [56]9, with a
108 dB path-loss (around 1 km), −110 dBW noise power, and a
0 dB communication SNR over simulations. The powering channel
is similarly simulated as the communication channel but with a 58
dB path-loss (around 10 m), with a −108 dBW noise power. For
the sensing function, we assume an average−20 dB radar receiver
SNR at over simulations.

A. S-P region

Fig. 2 plots the average S-P region over 300 channel realizations,
given different constraints on the communication achievable
rate. We compare three co-design input distributions; namely, the
asymmetric complex Gaussian from Section III (red curve with
legend ‘OPT’), the symmetric complex Gaussian (black curve
with legend ‘Symmetric’), the CSCG (blue curve with legend

8The aISPLD constraint is normalized when plotting the simulations.
9The channel model is widely adopted and recognized in literature [14], [39],

and shares significant similarities with the state-of-art 3GPP wideband (indoor
office/industry) channel model in [57, Tapped Delay Line models], both providing
data on multi-paths delay and degradation while incorporating Rayleigh distribution
for the small-scale fading.
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J(t)=
∑KG−1

k=0 2k2D
T
n+3k4[Tr(BnP

(l+1)+2DnU
(t))DT

n+Tr(B̃nP
(l+1)+2D̃nU

(t))DT
n+3σ2

nP
DT

n+3σ2
nP

D̃T
n ]

+
∑KG−1

k=0 3k4[2DT
nU(t)DT

n+B1, nU
(t)B2, n+B2, nU

(t)B1, n+DT
nP(l+1)B1, n+DnP

(l+1)B2, n+B1, nP
(l+1)Dn+B2, nP

(l+1)DT
n ]

+
∑KG−1

k=0 3k4[2D̃T
nU(t)D̃T

n+B̃1, nU
(t)B̃2, n+B̃2, nU

(t)B̃1, n+D̃T
nP(l+1)B̃1, n+D̃nP

(l+1)B̃2, n+B̃1, nP
(l+1)D̃n+B̃2, nP

(l+1)D̃T
n ]. (42)
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Fig. 2. The average S-P region given different achievable rate constraints (Cmin =0, 0.12, 0.47, 0.82, 1.17 bits/s/Hz from left to right). ‘OPT’ (red) refers to the
optimized asymmetric complex Gaussian input distribution from Section III. ‘Symmetric’ (black) refers to the optimized symmetric complex Gaussian input distribution.
‘CSCG’ (blue) refers to the optimized CSCG input distribution. ‘Coexist’ (magenta) refers to the non-co-design signal superposed by the optimal communication and
sensing signals through power-splitting. Generally, ’OPT’ achieves the largest S-P region, followed by the co-designed ’Symmetric’ and ’CSCG’, which all outperform
the ’Coexist’ signal. P(ZDC)=0 means that the exerted rate and aISPLD constraints are not feasible at the point.
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Fig. 3. (a) Left: Magnitude response of one powering channel realization, Right: Magnitude response of one communications channel realization; (b) For the channel
realizations in (a), the ’OPT’ input distribution corresponding to points A, B, C, and D in Fig. 2. For each subcarrier (numbered 1 through 8), its complex Gaussian
distribution is represented by an ellipse whose center is the mean, and whose width and height correspond to the variance of the real and imaginary parts, respectively.
For detailed insights on the figures on this page, see Section IV-A.

’CSCG’)10, and the coexisting power-splitting input distribution
(magenta curve with legend ’Coexist’11). Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) are
companion figures to Fig. 2. Specifically, Fig. 3(b) plots the ’OPT’

10The optimal ’Symmetric’ input and the optimal ’CSCG’ input are also achieved
from the optimization problem in section III. For the optimal ’Symmetric’ input,
we substitute µI

k=µR
k , σI

k=σR
k in problem (23) and only needs to optimize 2K

variables rather than 4K. Similarly, for the optimal ’CSCG’ input, we only need
to optimize σI

k=σR
k with µI

k=µR
k =0.

11The ’Coexist’ input satisfies the same transmit power constraint as the three
co-design inputs. In particular, the variance of the ’Coexist’ input is decided by the
communication function (the variance that satisfies the achievable rate with minimal
power) and the mean of the ’Coexist’ input is the optimal sensing input using the
remaining power. Consequently, the ’Coexist’ waveform is a beneficial waveform
for the ISAC scenario.

input distributions corresponding to points ’A’, ’B’, ’C’ and ’D’ in
Fig. 2 for channel realizations given by Fig. 3(a). The insights from
this collection of figures are as follows:

• Point ’A’ in Fig. 2 refers to the scenario without achievable
rate and aISPLD constraints, i.e., a pure powering system.
From the corresponding plot in Fig. 3(b), we observe that all
the power is allocated to the symbol means of the subcarrier,
proportional to the strength of the powering channel in Fig.
3(a). For instance, subcarriers 8 and 1 have the two strongest
powering channels (large values of |hP,k|) and hence, the
largest amount of power allocated to them (i.e., farthest from
the origin). Furthermore, the optimal symbol means of the real
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and imaginary parts are unequal, in line with the asymmetric
complex Gaussian distribution, highlighting the powering
system’s performance dependence on having different real
and imaginary parts of the symbol means that are adaptive
to the powering channels, as it has mentioned in Footnote
3 and Remark 2. Finally, we see from Fig. 2 that for fixed
achievable rate and aISPLD constraints, the asymmetric
complex Gaussian input distribution leads to higher harvested
power than the other three symmetric input distributions.

• From ’A’ to ’B’, a stricter aISPLD constraint is imposed
(from Smax=0 to Smax=−0.998, with the lowest achievable
aISPLD being Smax = −1). However, like ’A’, there is no
achievable rate constraint. Hence, ’B’ corresponds to an
input distribution designed for integrated sensing and power
transfer. The resulting ’OPT’ input distribution still allocates
all of the available transmit power to the symbol means, but
with a more uniform power allocation across subcarriers. This
is because the lowest value of the aISPLD metric in (18) is
achieved when the OFDM symbols have all of the power
allocated to the symbol means and have the same magnitude
of the symbol means across sub-carriers [40]. Indeed, Fig. 2
shows that the lowest value of aISPLD can be achieved by
both asymmetric (’OPT’) and symmetric (’Symmetric’) inputs
– the non-zero power P(zDC) starts from the same value of
S(Smax) axis in Fig. 2 (they share the same feasible region of
the sensing and communication constraints). The takeaway is
that, while the (complex) symbol mean is essential for sensing,
the sensing’s performance is not affected by either having
identical or different means on the real and imaginary symbol
parts, as long as the total power allocated to the symbol means
is fixed, which is in sharp contrast with the powering system’s
preference as it has been mentioned in Remark 4.

• From ’B’ to ’C’, the aISPLD is looser (from −0.998 to
= −0.94), but the achievable rate constraint, Cmin, is
tighter (from 0 to 0.82 bits/s/Hz)12. Since the sensing and
communications constraints are non-trivial, ’C’ corresponds
to an input distribution designed for ISCAP. Compared with
’B’, the ’OPT’ input distribution of ’C’ still shows a tendency
for uniform power allocation across subcarriers to satisfy
the aISPLD constraint, except that at subcarrier 6 (strongest
communication channel in Fig. 3(a)) is the allocated power
is shifted from the mean to the variance in order to satisfy the
achievable rate constraint.

• From ’C’ to ’D’, the aISPLD is further loosened (to Smax=0
the same as ’A’), whereas the achievable rate constraint
is further tightened (to 1.17 bits/s/Hz). Thus, point ’D’
corresponds to an input distribution designed for WIPT, whose
harvested power exceeds all the other points on the ’OPT’
curve since no sensing constraint is exerted there. Due to the
large value of Cmin, the available power is allocated solely to
the symbol variance of each subcarrier, largely in proportion
to the strength of the communication channel. For instance,
subcarriers 1 and 6 have the two strongest communication
channels (large values of |hC,k|) and hence, the largest amount
of power allocated to them (i.e., larger ellipses). Once the
achievable rate constraint is satisfied, the remaining power is

12The highest achievable rate for the channel in Fig. 3(a) is 1.23 bits/s/Hz.

distributed to subcarriers with strong powering channels (e.g.,
subcarrier 7, which also has a large ellipse). Subcarriers with
weak communications and powering channels (e.g., subcarrier
4) have no power allocated to them.

To summarize, Fig. 2 demonstrates that our proposed non-zero
mean asymmetric ’OPT’ distribution achieves the largest S-P region,
followed by the ’Symmetric’ and the ’CSCG’ input distributions.
In particular, due to its asymmetric input, the gap between the
’OPT’ and other S-P regions enlarges as the achievable rate and/or
aISPLD constraint is loosened. Generally, the three co-design
inputs (especially the ’OPT’ and the ’Symmetric’) outperform
the ’Coexist’ for any achievable rate constraint. The comparison
between the different points in Fig. 2 indicates the following two
general trade-offs between the three functions in the ISCAP system:

1) the trade-off between power allocation to the symbols mean
and variance – the former is beneficial for sensing and
powering (especially with frequency-flat channels) while the
latter is essential for communications; and

2) for power allocation to the symbol mean in particular,
powering prefers an allocation that is asymmetric and
proportional to the strength of powering channel, while
sensing favors uniform and symmetric power allocation.

B. C-P region

For further verification, we plot the average C-P region of
the ISCAP system in Fig. 4(a) given a fixed non-trivial aISPLD
constraint of Smax = −0.948. Similarly, four optimal input
distributions on the C-P region, ’E’, ’F’, ’G’ and ’H’ are plotted
in Fig. 4(b), corresponding to the same channel realizations in Fig.
3(a). The takeaways are concluded as:

• Fig. 4(a) reveals a smaller performance gap between different
inputs given stricter constraints on the achievable rate, since
they all converge to a CSCG input (i.e., Cmin≥0.55 bits/s/Hz)
for the best communications. On the other hand, given loose
achievable rate constraints, the ’OPT’ input outperforms the
other inputs significantly because of its flexibility to have asym-
metric inputs catering to the preference of powering, i.e., the
constellations for ’E’, ’F’, ’G’ and ’H’ have different symbol
means and variance for the real and imaginary parts (e.g., sub-
carrier 6 with a horizontal ellipse centering around µ6=−2j).
In terms of the power allocation tendency, from ’E’ to ’H’ in
Fig. 4(b), we observe that increasing achievable rate constraints
(Cmin = {0,0.18,0.37,0.55} bits/s/Hz) forces more power
allocated to the symbol variance, prior to the subcarriers with
strong communication channels (Subcarrier 6 for example).

• Comparing ’E’ in Fig. 4(b) with ’B’ in Fig. 3(b) (both
exerted no communication constraint and corresponding to
the integrated sensing and power transfer), all of their power
is allocated to the symbol means. However, ’E’ is less uniform
than B because of looser aISPLD constraints (Smax=−0.948
for ’E’ over Smax=−0.998 for ’B’), and is more adaptive to
powering channels by allocating more power to Subcarriers
1, 7 and 8 (the strongest powering channels). The relatively
strict aISPLD of ’E’ indicates that good sensing can also be
achieved even with a relatively dispersive power allocation
if the power is mainly allocated to the mean of the Gaussian
input. On the contrary, when comparing ’E’ and ’H’, given the
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Fig. 4. (a) The average C-P region given Smax=−0.948, comparing the ’OPT’, ’Symmetric’, ’CSCG’ and ’Coexist’ inputs. (b) The ’OPT’ input constellation of points
E, F, G and H in Fig. 4(a) corresponds to the channel realizations in Fig. 3(a).

additional communication constraint at ’H’, the total power
assigned to each subcarrier at ’H’ has to be more uniform than
’E’ to satisfy the same aISPLD constraint.

To sum up, Fig. 4(a) again highlights the performance gain of
the co-design inputs, especially the proposed ’OPT’ input compared
with the ’Coexist’ input. In addition, with both constraints on
achievable rate and aISPLD, part of the subcarriers are mainly
allocated power to the symbol variance while the others are mainly
allocated power to the symbol mean, forming a relatively uniform
power allocation across subcarriers dependent on the strictness of
the aISPLD constraint. Once satisfying the communication and
sensing constraints, as much power as possible is allocated to the
symbol mean of the sub-carries with strong powering channels, i.e.,
Subcarriers 1 and 8. Such an input tendency, interacted by all three
functions, is hard to obtain by a simple power-splitting input, hence
highlighting the significance of input signal co-design in ISCAP.

Fig. 5. S-C-P region of the ’OPT’ input with 30 dBm transmit power.

The overall S-C-P region of the ’OPT’ input corresponding
to the channels in Fig. 3(a) is given in Fig. 5 for more details.
Understandably, looser communication/sensing constraints give the
flexibility to generate more energy.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper investigates an ISCAP system, where a wideband
OFDM signal is used to simultaneously serve the functions of
sensing, communications, and powering. The performance of
each function is evaluated given an OFDM signal with Gaussian
CSs, whose input distribution across subcarriers is optimized to
maximize the harvested power while satisfying the communication
and sensing constraints. Simulations first verify the performance
gain of the ISCAP system using the proposed input distribution
over the power-splitting signals in a co-existing scenario, i.e., a
larger harvested power with the same communication and sensing
constraints. Further simulations and analysis reveal how the
optimal input distribution trades off between the three functions:
a) Firstly, powering favors asymmetric power allocation according
to the powering channels, sensing allocates power uniformly
to the symbol mean of each subcarrier, and communications
allocates power to the symbol variance of subcarriers following
a water-filling way; b) Secondly, in a general ISCAP set-up with
both communication and sensing constraints, part of the subcarriers
have a high symbol variance for the achievable rate while the rest
subcarriers have high symbol mean, forming a relatively uniform
power allocation across subcarriers to meet the aISPLD constraints.
Given a looser aISPLD constraint, the input spectrum can become
more powering-beneficial by allocating power asymmetrically to
the symbol mean of subcarriers, adaptive to the powering channel.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF (13) - (13d)

For the second-order statistics in the OFDM data duration in
(13), we have

E
{
|y[n, m]|2

}
=E
{
xT
mAR

nxm+2wR[n, m]aRn
T
xm+xT

mAI
nxm

}
+E
{
2wI[n, m]aIn

T
xm+|w[n, m]|2

}
=E
{
xT
mAnxm

}
=Tr(AnP)+σ2

nP
, (46a)

where AR/I
n =a

R/I
n a

R/I
n

T
is positive semi-definite.
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For the fourth-order statistics in (13b), define wR/I[n, m] as the
real/imaginary part of noise w[n, m] respectively, and we have

E
{
|y[n, m]|4

}
=E
{(

xT
mAnxm

)2}
+6σ2

nP
E
{
xT
mAnxm

}
+3σ4

nP

=Tr2(AnP)+6σ2
nP
Tr(AnP)+2Tr(AnPAnP)

−2Tr(AnUAnU)+3σ4
nP
, (47a)

with An=AR
n+AI

n and where (47a) is achieved by

E
{(

xT
mAnxm

)2}
=E2

{
xT
mAnxm

}
+Var

{
xT
mAnxm

}
(48a)

=Tr2(AnP)+2Tr(AnσAnσ)+4µTAnσAnµ (48b)

=Tr2(AnP)+2Tr(AnPAnP)−2Tr(AnUAnU), (48c)

where Var{∗} is the variance function.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF (16) - (16c)

For the second-order statistics in the CP duration, we have

E
{
|y[n, m]|2

}
=E
{(

bR
1, n

T
xm+bR

2, n
T
xm−1

)2}
+E
{(

bI
1, n

T
xm+bI

2, n
T
xm−1

)2}
+σ2

nP
(49a)

=E
{
xT
mB1, nxm+xT

m−1B2, nxm−1+2xT
mDnxm−1

}
+σ2

nP

(49b)

=Tr(BnP)+2Tr(DnU)+σ2
nP
, (49c)

where Bn = B1, n + B2, n ∈ R2K×2K with
B1/2, n = bR

1/2, nb
R
1/2, n

T
+ bI

1/2, nb
I
1/2, n

T ∈ R2K×2K

Dn=bR
1, nb

R
2, n

T
+bI

1, nb
I
2, n

T ∈R2K×2K .
For the fourth-order term of CP, re-organize y[n, m] in (14) as

y[n, m]=bR
n
T
v+bI

n
T
v+w[n, m], (50a)

with v=[xm
T , xm−1

T ]T , b
R/I
n

T
=[b

R/I
1, n

T
, b

R/I
2, n

T
]T , (50b)

which, following (48c), gives

E
{
|y[n, m]|4

}
=E
{[

vTB′
nv
]2}

+6σ2
nP
E
{
vTB′

nv
}
+3σ4

nP
,

(51a)

and

E
{
[vTB′

nv]
2
}
=E
{
vTB′

nv
}2

+Var
{
vTB′

nv
}

(52a)

=E
{
vTB′

nv
}2

+2Tr
(
B′

nΣB′
nΣ
)
+4µTB′

nΣB′
nµ (52b)

=[Tr(BnP)+2Tr(DnU)]
2
+2Tr

(
B′

nPB′
nP
)
−2Tr

(
B′

nUB′
nU
)
,

(52c)

with

µ=
[
µT , µT

]T
,Σ=diag

{[
σT , σT

]T}
,U=µµT ,P=U+Σ,

B′
n=bR

nb
R
n
T
+bI

nb
I
n
T
=

[
B1, n Dn

DT
n B2, n

]
. (53)

If expanding the second and third term in (52c) as a function of
U and P, we have

Tr
(
B′

nPB′
nP
)

=Tr

([
B1, n Dn

DT
n B2, n

][
P U
U P

][
B1, n Dn

DT
n B2, n

][
P U
U P

])
=Tr

(
B1, nPB1, nP+2DnPDT

nP+B2, nPB2, nP
)
+

2Tr(DnUDnU+B1, nUB2, nU)+2Tr(B1, nPDnU)

+2Tr
(
B2, nPDT

nU
)
+2Tr

(
B1, nUDT

nP
)
+2Tr(B2, nUDnP),

(54)

and

Tr
(
B′

nUB′
nU
)

=Tr

([
B1, n Dn

DT
n B2, n

][
U U
U U

][
B1, n Dn

DT
n B2, n

][
U U
U U

])
=Tr

(
EnUET

nU
)
, (55)

where En = E1, n +ET
2, n =

(
bR
1, n+bR

2, n

)(
bR
1, n+bR

2, n

)T
+(

bI
1, n+bI

2, n

) (
bI
1, n+bI

2, n

)T
is positive semi-definite with

E1, n=B1, n+Dn and E2, n=B2, n+Dn.
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