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Abstract—A near-field integrated sensing, positioning, and
communication (ISPAC) framework is proposed, where a base
station (BS) simultaneously serves multiple communication users
and carries out target sensing and positioning. A novel double-
array structure is proposed to enable the near-field ISPAC at
the BS. Specifically, a small-scale assisting transceiver (AT) is
attached to the large-scale main transceiver (MT) to empower
the communication system with the ability of sensing and
positioning. Based on the proposed framework, the joint angle
and distance Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) is first derived. Then, the
CRB is minimized subject to the minimum communication rate
requirement in both downlink and uplink ISPAC scenarios: 1)
For downlink ISPAC, a downlink target positioning algorithm
is proposed and a penalty dual decomposition (PDD)-based
double-loop algorithm is developed to tackle the non-convex
optimization problem. 2) For uplink ISPAC, an uplink target
positioning algorithm is proposed and an efficient alternating
optimization algorithm is conceived to solve the non-convex CRB
minimization problem with coupled user communication and
target probing design. Both proposed optimization algorithms
can converge to a stationary point of the CRB minimization
problem. Numerical results show that: 1) The proposed ISPAC
system can locate the target in both angle and distance domains
merely relying on single BS and limited bandwidths; and 2)
the positioning performance achieved by the hybrid-analog-and-
digital ISPAC approaches that achieved by fully digital ISPAC
when the communication rate requirement is not stringent.

Index Terms—Cramér-Rao bound, sensing and positioning,
near-field communications.

I. INTRODUCTION

With ever-increasing performance targets for the next-
generation communication, the upcoming sixth-generation
(6G) communication is predicted to possess large-scale an-
tenna arrays and work at significantly high frequencies [2].
This emerging trend brings changes to the electromagnetic
(EM) properties of the wireless environment. Specifically, the
EM region around base stations (BSs) can be divided into
near-field and far-field regions, demarcated by the Rayleigh
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distance [3]. In the far-field region, EM waves can be approx-
imated as planar waves, while in the near-field region, EM
waves necessitate precise modeling as spherical waves [4].
The Rayleigh distance increases with the array aperture and
communication frequency [5]. With large-scale antenna arrays
and high frequencies, the Rayleigh distance in 6G communi-
cation systems can span several tens to hundreds of meters,
which leads to communications taking place in the near-field
region.

The transition from traditional far-field communication
(FFC) to near-field communication (NFC) presents new op-
portunities for communication design. On the one hand, 6G
communication demands further enhancement of capacity
to support new services such as ultra-high-definition video
streaming and extended reality (XR) [6]. Near-field channels
encompass both angular and distance domains, which pro-
vide enhanced degrees of freedom (DoFs) for communication
design, thereby elevating multiplexing gain and connectivity
of communication systems. On the other hand, driven by
the ambitious “ubiquitous wireless intelligence” goal of 6G
communication, communication systems need to be aware of
surrounding environments to support new applications such
as smart city and Metaverse [7]. The distance and angle
information embedded in the near-field channel can be utilized
to support sensing targets in the near-field region and obtaining
target positions, i.e., sensing and positioning, without neces-
sitating larger bandwidth resources or cooperation between
multiple BSs [8].

A. Prior Works

1) Near-field communication: The potential benefits of
NFC have been investigated in many prior works [9]–[11].
Exploiting the angle and distance domain contained in the
near-field channel, NFC can achieve spotlight-like beamfo-
cusing and thus concentrate communication signals on the
locations of intended users. Near-field multiple input multiple
output (MIMO) communications were investigated in [9],
which showed that the near-field beamfocusing can enhance
the spatial multiplexing gain in multi-user systems. Based on
this observation, the spectral efficiency of near-field MIMO
communications under three basic precoding strategies was
analyzed in [10]. It was demonstrated that the new distance
domain emerging in the near-field region provides extra DoFs
for inter-user interference (IUI) management. Moreover, the
authors of [11] proposed the new concept of location division
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multiple access and proved the asymptotic orthogonality of
near-field beamfocusing vectors.

2) Target sensing and positioning: To achieve target sens-
ing and positioning, the BS needs to extract position-related
information, such as received signal strength (RSS), angle-
of-arrival (AoA), time-of-arrival (ToA), or time-difference-of-
arrival (TDoA) [12]. However, the accuracy of RSS is limited
due to the absence of a precise model for the relationship
between RSS and propagation distance [13]. Besides, coop-
eration between multiple BSs is required to infer the target
position using the AoAs [14]. Furthermore, using time-based
metrics, i.e., ToA and TDoA, for target positioning requires
synchronization between multiple BSs, which introduces ad-
ditional challenges in the design of positioning systems. Ac-
curate and reliable time-based metrics require large bandwidth
resources since fine delay resolution is needed [8]. In the near-
field, both the angle and distance information are available in
the narrow band channels thanks to the spherical-wave propa-
gation. Thus, target positioning through single BS and limited
bandwidths can be realized. The near-field target positioning
with large-scale MIMO is investigated in work [15], where
the large array at the BS is divided into several sub-arrays
to estimate user locations via multi-subarray collaboration.
The Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) is used as the performance
metric for target positioning as it provides the lower bound for
the estimations of the target angle and distance. In [16], the
angle and distance CRBs are derived for the near-field MIMO
radar system for both monostatic and bistatic models. More
generally, the joint location CRB for near-field positioning
concerning multiple targets was given in [17].

B. Motivations and Contributions

Based on the aforementioned works, it can be observed that
the application of near-field characteristics is beneficial to both
user communication and target sensing. We naturally want to
propose an integrated sensing, positioning, and communica-
tion (ISPAC) framework. However, there exist the following
challenges:

• If following the conventional array structure used in far-
field ISAC, the BS in the ISPAC framework requires a
large-scale full-duplex antenna for simultaneous signal
transmission and reception [18]. This necessity leads to
high power consumption and construction costs [19],
which motivates us to propose a new array structure
to reduce the complexity of the BS while retaining the
positioning function.

• Near-field target positioning requires locating the target
in both angle and distance domains. When using tradi-
tional algorithms like the MUltiple SIgnal Classification
(MUSIC) algorithm or maximum likelihood estimation
(MLE) algorithm to carry out target positioning the
time-consuming two-dimensional (2D) search is required.
This motivates us to develop new positioning algorithms
that are more efficient and suitable for near-field ISPAC
systems.

Driven by the above challenges, we propose a novel near-
field ISPAC framework, where the target sensing and position-

ing is simultaneously carried out with communication. Our
main contributions are summarized as follows:

• We propose a novel double-array ISPAC BS structure,
where an assisting transceiver (AT) is installed to the
main transceiver (MT) for seamlessly integrating the
sensing function into the pre-existing NFC networks
without necessitating complex modifications to the hard-
ware. Based on this setup, the near-field joint angle and
distance CRB is derived for target positioning. The CRB
minimization problems for both downlink and uplink
cases are formulated under the commutation quality of
service (QoS) constraint and the HAD precoding con-
straint.

• For downlink ISPAC, a two-stage downlink positioning
algorithm is proposed to successively estimate the target
angle and distance with low-complex one-dimensional
(1D) search and circumvent the complex 2D search re-
quired by traditional positioning algorithms. Specifically,
the MUSIC algorithm is adopted to discriminate the
target angle. With the estimated angle, the MLE is used
for target distance estimation. The complicated CRB is
reformulated into an equivalent form with the Fisher
information matrix (FIM). A penalty dual decomposition
(PDD)-based algorithm is conceived to tackle the non-
convex optimization problem.

• For uplink ISPAC, a two-stage uplink positioning algo-
rithm is proposed, where the target angle and distance
parameters in the sensing channel are split and then
successively estimated with the MUSIC algorithm. An
alternating optimization (AO) algorithm is conceived for
CRB minimization, where the HAD receiving precoders
at MT, and the probing covariance matrix at the AT are
alternately obtained.

• Our numerical results confirm the convergence and effec-
tiveness of the proposed algorithms. It is proved that the
proposed positioning algorithms can accurately estimate
the target angle and distance. It is also verified that the
proposed ISPAC framework can guarantee the QoS of
communication users while supporting target positioning.
Besides, we demonstrate that more DoFs are available
for sensing and positioning design when near-field beam-
focusing is used for communication design rather than
conventional far-field beamsteering.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In
Section II, the system setup, channel models, and signal mod-
els for the ISPAC framework are introduced. In Section III,
we present a target location estimation algorithm customized
for the downlink ISPAC and provide a solution to the CRB
minimization problem. Section IV presents the target location
estimation algorithm designed for the uplink ISPAC scenario
and addresses the associated CRB minimization problem. In
Section V, simulation results are presented to validate the
efficacy of the proposed algorithms. Section VI concludes this
paper.

Notations: Lowercase letters, lowercase bold letters, and
capital bold letters denote scalars, vectors, and matrices,
respectively. The M ×K dimensional complex matrix space
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is denoted by CM×K . The superscripts (·)T, (·)∗, and (·)H
represent the operations of transpose, conjugate, and conju-
gate transpose, respectively. diag (·) and Bdiag (·) denote the
diagonal and block diagonal operations, respectively. tr(A)
and rank(A) denote the trace and the rank of matrix A,
respectively. The distribution of a circularly symmetric com-
plex Gaussian (CSCG) random vector with zero mean and
covariance matrix A is denoted as CN (0,A).

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Fig. 1, we propose a near-field ISPAC frame-
work, where a BS equipped with a Na-antenna MT and a Nb-
antenna AT serves K single-antenna communication users and
locates a target. The MT adopts a large-scale array to cover
communication users and the target in its near-field region. To
reduce the power consumption and hardware complexity of
the MT, the partially-connected HAD precoding architecture is
adopted. The MT is equipped with NRF radio frequency (RF)
chains and every RF chain is attached to a M -antenna sub-
array with M = Na/NRF (We assume Na/NRF is an integer
for brevity). With this HAD precoding architecture, the analog
precoder of the MT at the BS is given by

F =
1√
M

Bdiag (f1,f2, · · · ,fNRF
) , (1)

where fi ∈ CM×1, for i = 1, 2, · · · , NRF . F belongs to a
block matrices set AF . The diagonal of each block in F, i.e.,
fi, is a M dimension vector whose elements have the same
amplitude 1. On the contrary, the AT adopts fully digital (FD)
structure as its antenna number is moderate.

A. Channel Model
In the following, the near-field communication channel

vectors hk,∀k ∈ K = {1, 2, · · · ,K} and the mixed far and
near-field sensing channel matrix G are introduced.

1) The near-field and far-field array response vectors:
Suppose the reference point of a N -antenna ULA is lo-
cated at (0, 0) in the XY -plane, and then the coordinate
of the n-th antenna is (0, (n− 1) d). A single-antenna user
is located at (x, y), whose polar coordinate is (θ, r) =(

atan( yx ),
√
x2 + y2

)
. The line-of-sight (LoS) channel be-

tween the n-th antenna of the ULA and the single-antenna
user can be represented as [20]

[h]n = αne
−jkcrn , (2)

where kc = 2π/λc is the wavenumber and λc is the wave-
length. αn and rn represent the path loss and distance between
the n-th antenna of the ULA and the single-antenna user.
Based on the Fresnel approximation [21], we can assume the
path loss for the channel between all antennas and the user is
the same, i.e., αn = α,∀n. Then we have

h = α
[
e−jkcr1 , e−jkcr2 , · · · , e−jkcrN

]T
= αeN (θ, r) . (3)

where eN (θ, r) is the array response vector of the N -antenna
ULA. Using the first-order Taylor expansion, rn can be
approximated as rn ≈ r − (n− 1) d sin θ. Then, we have the
following approximation

h ≈hfar (θ) = αe−jkcr[1, ejkcd sin θ, · · · ,
ejkc(N−1)d sin θ]T = αe−jkcreNfar (θ) ,

(4)
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Fig. 1: The proposed near-field integrated sensing, positioning, and
communication framework.

where eNfar (θ) is the far-field array response vector of the
N -antenna ULA [22]. However, the channel model (4) is
insufficient to capture the characteristic of spherical wave
in near field. By using the second-order Taylor expansion,
rn can be approximated as rn ≈ r − (n− 1) d sin θ + δn,
where δn = (n− 1)

2
d2 cos2 θ/2r. Then we have following

approximation

h ≈hnear (θ, r) = αe−jkcr[1, ejkc(d sin θ−δ2), · · · ,
ejkc((N−1)d sin θ−δn)]T = αe−jkcreNnear (θ, r) ,

(5)

where eNnear (θ, r) is the near-field array response vector of the
N -antenna ULA [9].

2) The near-field communication channel model: Due to
the large aperture of the MT, the channels between the MT
and the communication users, i.e., hk,∀k ∈ K, should be
modeled with the near-field channel model.

Taking the point scatterer assumption [23], the channel from
user k to the MT consists of both the LoS part hk

0 and
the non-line-of-sight (NLoS) part

∑Lk

l=1 h
k
l introduced by Lk

scatterers, i.e.,

hk=
∑Lk

l=0
hk
l=αke

Na
near(θk, rk)+

∑Lk

l=1

αk
l√
Lk

eNa
near

(
θkl , r

k
l

)
, (6)

where hk
0 denotes the LoS part of the channel, while hk

l stands
for the NLoS part of the channel corresponding to the l-th
scatterer. θk(θkl ) and rk(r

k
l ) represent the angle and distance

of the user (l-th scatterer) with respect to the reference point of
the MT array. With r̃kl representing the distance between user
k and the l-th scatterer associated to it, αk = α̃ke

−jkcrk and
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αk
l = α̃k

l e
−jkc(r

k
l +r̃kl ) are the equivalent path loss of the LoS

channel and the l-th NLoS channel, respectively. Specifically,
α̃k mainly accounts for the free-space path loss, while α̃k

l is
determined by both the free-space path loss and the reflection
coefficient of the l-th scatter associated with user k.

3) The mix-field sensing channel model: For positioning the
target, BS sends probing signal to the target and then gathers
the echo signals. Using the array response vector in (3), the
two hop AT→target→MT channel can be expressed as:

G = βrβ
2
pe

Na(θs, rs)(e
Nb(θs, rs))

T , (7)

where (θs, rs) is the polar coordinate of the target. βr and βp

represent the reflection coefficient and the path loss between
the BS and target, respectively.

The MT has a large aperture due to the large antenna
number, while the AT only contains a limited number of
antennas. We assume the target is located in the near-field of
the MT and the far-field of the AT. Hence, the approximation
in (5) and (4) can be used to approximated terms eNa(θs, rs)
and eNb(θs, rs) in (7), respectively. Then, the mix-field target
sensing channel can be expressed as:

G = βse
Na
near(θs, rs)e

Nb

far (θs) = βsa(θs, rs)b
T (θs), (8)

where βs is the equivalent path loss accounting for the
reflection factor and the two hop path loss.

B. Signal Model

1) Downlink ISPAC: When the BS serves downlink com-
munication users, the downlink ISPAC working mode is
adopted to enable the target positioning, where the MT and
AT work as transmitter and receiver, respectively. As shown in
Fig. 1(a), the MT sends communication and probing signals
simultaneously, covering all the communication users and
target in its near-field region. The AT collects the echo signal
reflected by the target. At time slot t, the signal sent by the
BS can be expressed as

x(t) = F
∑

k∈K
wk,dck,d(t) + Fsd(t), (9)

where F is the MT analog precoder as defined in (1). ck,d(t) is
the downlink communication signal for user k with normalized
power. wk,d ∈ CNRF×1 is the digital precoder for user k.
sd(t) ∈ CNRF×1 is the probing signal with covariance matrix
Rd = E[sd(t)sHd (t)]. The covariance matrix of x(t) can be
calculated as

Rx = FWWHFH + FRdF
H = FR̃xF

H , (10)

where W = [w1,d,w2,d, · · · ,wK,d] is the downlink precod-
ing matrix and R̃x = WWH +Rd. In practice, Rx can be
approximated by the average covariance matrix over T time
slot, i.e., Rx ≈ 1

T XXH , where X = [x(1),x(2), · · · ,x(T )].
With the transmitted signal x(t), the received signal at user k
at time slot t is

yk(t) = hT
kFWcd(t) + hT

kFsd(t) + nk(t), (11)

where cd(t) = [c1,d(t), c2,d(t), · · · , cK,d(t)] is the downlink
signal vector and nk(t) ∼ CN (0, σ2

0) is the additive white
Gaussian noise at user k. The SINR of user k is given by

SINRk,d =
|hT

kFwk,d|2∑
i ̸=k |hT

kFwi,d|2 + hT
kFRdFHh∗

k + σ2
0

. (12)

The echo signal received by the BS at time slot t can be
given by

ys,d(t) = GTx(t) +HT
SIx(t) + nd(t), (13)

where nd(t) ∼ CN (0, σ2
dINb

) denotes the complex Gaus-
sian noise at the receiver. HSI ∈ CNa×Nb is the self-
interference (SI) channel from the AT to the MT. Assum-
ing perfect SI cancellation, the echo signal collected at the
BS over T coherent time slot is Ys,d = GTX + Nd,
where Ys,d = [ys,d(1),ys,d(2), · · · ,ys,d(T )] and Nd =
[nd(1),nd(2), · · · ,nd(T )]. Then, the location of the target
is estimated from Ys,d with proposed two-stage downlink
positioning algorithm, as elaborated in the next section.

2) Uplink ISPAC: When the BS serves uplink communica-
tion users, the uplink ISPAC working mode is adopted to enable
simultaneous target positioning. Different from the downlink
ISPAC working mode, the MT works as a receiver to collect
uplink communication signals and echo probing signals. The
AT sends probing signal for target positioning. The uplink
communication signals are decoded under the interference
of the echo signals, while the target positioning is carried
out without interference from communication signals after
successive interference cancelation (SIC).

As shown in Fig. 1(b), during the uplink ISPAC, the BS
receives three superimposed signals, i.e. the communication
signals for K uplink users, the echo signal from the target,
and the SI from the transmitter. The received signal at the BS
at time slot t is

yu(t)=Gsu(t)+
√

Pu

∑
k
hkck,u(t)+HSIsu(t)+ nu(t),

(14)
where Pu is the maximum transmitting power for each uplink
user. ck,u(t) ∈ C is the communication signal from user
k with normalized power. nu(t) ∼ CN (0, σ2

uINa
) denotes

the complex Gaussian noise at the large-scale HAD receiver.
su(t) ∈ CNb×1 is the probing signal transmitted by the small-
scale FD transmitter.

The covariance matrix of the probing signal is Ru =
E[su(t)sHu (t)], which can be approximated by the average
covariance matrix over T time slot in practice, i.e., Ru ≈
1
T SuS

H
u , where Su = [su(1), su(2), · · · , su(T )]. Assuming

the perfect SI cancellation, the received signal after analog
combining at the receiver at time slot t is
ỹu(t) = FHGsu(t)+

√
PuF

H
∑

k
hkck,u(t)+ ñu(t), (15)

where ñu(t) = FHnu(t) ∼ CN (0, σ2
uINRF

). Adopting linear
digital combiner wk,u ∈ CNRF×1 at the receiver, the effective
signal for decoding ck,u(t) from ỹu(t) is given by

ĉk,u(t) =
√
Puw

H
k,uF

Hhkck,u(t) +wH
k,uF

HGsu(t)

+wH
k,uF

H
∑

k

√
Puhici(t) +wH

k,uñu(t).
(16)

Then, the SINR of user k is given by

SINRk,u =
Pu|wH

k,uF
Hhk|2

wH
k,uF

HRk,uFwk,u
, (17)

where the matrix Rk,u denotes the interference plus noise
covariance matrix which can be calculated as follows:

Rk,u =
∑

i ̸=k
Puhih

H
i +GRuG

H + σ2
uINa

. (18)
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After decoding the communication signals at the receiver,
the SIC technique is utilized to remove the effect of uplink
communication data from the received signals. Thus, the
effective signal for positioning the desired target at time slot
t is given by

ys,u(t) = FHGsu(t) + ñu(t). (19)

Over T coherent time slot, the received echo signals
can be expressed as Ys,u = FHGSu + Nu, where
Ys,u = [ys,u(1),ys,u(2), · · · ,ys,u(T )] and Nu =
[ñu(1), ñu(2), · · · , ñu(T )]. Then, the location of the target
i.e., θs and rs, is estimated from Ys,u with proposed two-stage
uplink positioning algorithm, as elaborated in Section IV.

III. TARGET POSITIONING AND CRB OPTIMIZATION
DESIGN FOR DOWNLINK ISPAC

In this section, we propose the two-stage downlink po-
sitioning algorithm for estimating the target location during
downlink ISPAC. Then, we design the downlink ISPAC system
based on the CRB.

A. Positioning Algorithm for Downlink ISPAC

In terms of downlink target positioning, the two-stage down-
link positioning algorithm is proposed to estimate the target
angle and distance. To elaborate, in the first stage, the MUSIC
algorithm is adopted for target angle estimation. Over T time
slot, the covariance matrix of the received echo signal can be
approximated as Ry,d = 1

T Ys,dY
H
s,d. Using the eigenvalue

decomposition, the noise space Un,d with the dimension of
Nb − 1 is obtained. The received probing signal is spanned
by the vector b(θ), whose projection for any angle θ on the
noise space is given by p(θ) = b(θ)

H
Un,dU

H
n,db(θ). The 1D

search for θ can be carried out based on

θ̂s = argmin
θ

b(θ)
H
Un,dU

H
n,db(θ). (20)

In the second stage, the MLE is adopted for target distance
estimation. Assuming the transmitted signal X is known at the
AT, the signals received for target positioning during T time
slot follows Gaussian distribution and can be written as

ys,d = βδ(θ, r) + ns,d, (21)

where δ (θ, r) = vec
(
b(θ)a(θ, r)TX

)
and ns,d ∼

CN (0, σ2
dINbT ). Let η =

[
θs, rs, β

r
s , β

i
s

]T
represent the

vector that contains all the target parameters, where βr
s =

ℜ(βs) and βi
s = ℑ(βs). With target parameter vector η,

the likelihood function of ys,d is given by fys,d
(ys,d;η) =

(πσd)
−NbT/2e−σ−2

d ∥ys,d−βδ(θ,r)∥2

. Based on the likelihood
function and any given θ and r, β can be estimated with MLE,
i.e.,

β̂s = argmin
β

∥ys,d − βδ(θ, r)∥2 =
δH(θ, r)ys,d

∥δ(θ, r)∥2
. (22)

Finally, with β̂ and θ̂ at hand, the 1D search for r can be
carried out based on

r̂s = argmin
r

∥ys,d−β̂δ(θ̂s, r)∥2 = argmax
r

|δH(θ̂s, r)ys,d|2

∥δ(θ̂s, r)∥2
.

(23)The proposed downlink positioning algorithm for target posi-
tioning is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Two-stage downlink positioning algorithm

1: Calculate the approximation of the covariance matrix Ry,d

based on the received echo signal Ys,d.
2: Obtain the noise space Un,d form Ry,d using the eigen-

value decomposition.
3: The first stage: Search for θ̂s based on (20).
4: The second stage: Search for r̂s based on (23).

B. Problem Formulation for Downlink ISPAC

With estimated target angle and distance θ̂s and r̂s, the
classic MSE can be used to measure the estimation perfor-
mance. We adopt the CRB of the estimation of θs and rs as
the performance metric for target positioning since it gives the
lower bound of the MSE for user angle and distance and can
lead to tractable closed form solutions.

The FIM of the unknown parameter vector η during uplink
ISPAC can be given by

Jη =
[
J11 J12;J

T
12 J22

]
∈ R4×4, (24)

where the detailed expressions of J11, J12, and J22 are derived
in Appendix A. Based on (24), the CRB for estimating the
target angle and distance can be obtained with the inverse
formula of the second order matrix as [24]

CRB(θs, rs) = (J11 − J12J
−1
22 J

T
12)

−1 ∈ R2×2. (25)

During downlink ISPAC, we propose to minimize the trace
of the CRB matrix, while guaranteeing the QoS of downlink
users. The optimization problem can be formulated as follow:

min
Rd,W,F

tr(CRB(θs, rs)) (26a)
s.t. F ∈ AF , (26b)

SINRk,d ≥ γk,d,∀k ∈ K, (26c)

tr(WWH +Rd) ≤ Pd, Rd ⪰ 0, (26d)

where constraint (26b) corresponds to the partially-connected
structure of the analog combiner at the receiver. (26c) is
the minimum SINR constraint of users with γk,d being the
minimum SINR of user k. (26d) denotes the MT power
constraint with Pd being the MT power budget.

Remark 1. Downlink positioning-communication trade-off:
There is a trade-off between positioning and communication
performance in the downlink ISPAC framework. A sharing
analog precoder is adopted at the MT for sending the probing
signal and communication signals. Therefore, The positioning
and communication performances should be balanced in the
design of the analog transmitting precoding matrix. What’s
more, the positioning and communication during downlink
ISPAC also share the same power budget. When the commu-
nication QoS requirement is stringent, more power needs to be
allocated to the communication users, leading to performance
degradation for positioning.

To simplify the objective function of (26), we introduce a
positive definite auxiliary matrix U which satisfies

J11 − J12J
−1
22 J

T
12 ⪰ U ⪰ 0. (27)

Based on the monotonicity of traces function over (J11 −
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J12J
−1
22 J

T
12)

−1 and U−1, minimize the trace of the CRB
matrix is equivalent to minimize the trace of the U−1 given
that (27) is satisfied. Then problem (26) can be reformulated
as follow:

min
U,Rd,W,F

tr(U−1) (28a)
s.t.

[
J11 −U J12;J

T
12 J22

]
⪰ 0, (28b)

U ⪰ 0, (28c)
(26b) − (26d). (28d)

where the constraints (28b) and (28c) is equivalent to (27) ac-
cording to the Schur complement condition [25]. To facilitate
following derivations, we transform the block-diagonal matrix
F into a diagonal matrix F̃ ∈ CNa×Na , which can be given
by

F̃ = Bdiag (diag (f1) ,diag (f2) , · · · ,diag (fNRF
)) , (29)

F̃ belongs to a diagonal matrices set AF̃ . Each diagonal
element of F̃, i.e., [F̃]nn, is constrained by the unit-modulus
constraint. The transformation from F̃ to F can be shown as

F = F̃Φ = diag (f)Φ, (30)

where vector f = [f1
T ,f2

T , · · · ,fT
NRF

]T , transformation
matrix Φ ∈ CNa×NRF is given by

Φ = [θ1,θ2, · · · ,θNRF
] =

1√
M

Bdiag (1,1, · · · ,1) , (31)

where θi,∀i = 1, 2, · · · , NRF denotes the i-th column of the
transformation matrix and 1 is a M×1 vector with all elements
being 1. To make the FIM constraint (28b) easy to handle and
remove the coupling between F and R̃x, we define auxiliary
matrix Q = FR̃xF

H = F̃ΦR̃xΦ
HF̃H . Then the problem

(28) can be recast as follows:

min
U,Q,Rs,d,

W,F̃

tr(U−1) (32a)

s.t. Q = F̃ΦR̃xΦ
HF̃H , (32b)[

J11(Q)−U J12(Q);JT
12(Q) J22(Q)

]
⪰0, (32c)

F̃ ∈ AF̃ , (32d)
(26c) − (26d), (28c), (32e)

where the matrices in the FIM constraint (32c) are obtained
by substituting (32b) into results in Appendix A. Specifically,
they can be expressed as

J11(Q)=
2|β|2T
σ2
d

ℜ

{[
tr(ĠT

θs
QĠ∗

θs
) tr(ĠT

θs
QĠ∗

rs)

tr(ĠT
rsQĠ∗

θs
) tr(ĠT

rsQĠ∗
rs)

]}
. (33)

J12(Q) =
2T

σ2
d

ℜ

([
β∗tr(G̃TQĠ∗

θs
)

β∗tr(G̃TQĠ∗
rs)

]
[1, j]

)
, (34)

J22(Q) =
2T

σ2
d

I2tr(G̃
TQG̃∗). (35)

Problem (32) is non-convex due to the non-convex SINR
constraint (26c), the quadratic constraint (32b), and the unit
modulus constraint (32d). We adopt the PDD optimization
technique to solve this problem [26]. Specifically, in the outer
iteration loop, the Lagrangian dual matrix and penalty factor
are updated with rules given in [26]. In the inner iteration loop,
the AL problem is solved. By introducing the Lagrangian dual
matrix Υ and the penalty factor ρ for constraint (32b), the

augmented Lagrangian (AL) problem can be given as:

min
U,Q,Rs,d,

W,F̃

tr(U−1) +
1

2ρ
∥Q− F̃ΦR̃xΦ

HF̃H − ρΥ∥2 (36a)

s.t. (26c) − (26d), (28c), (32c), (32d). (36b)

For a given dual matrix and penalty factor, it can be observed
that constraints of the AL problem are separable. Thus, the AO
method is adopted to address it with variables in two groups
{U,Q,Rs,W} and {F}, i.e., the variables of one group is
optimized with variables in the other group fixed in every
iteration, and this leads to the following two subproblems in
each AO iteration.

C. Subproblem with respect to {U,Q,Rs,d,W}
The SINR constraint for user k in (26c) can be rewritten as

1

γk,d
|h̃T

kwk,d|2 ≥
∑

i ̸=k
|h̃T

kwi,d|2 + h̃T
kRs,dh̃

∗
k + σ2

0 . (37)

where h̃k = FThk. Recall that R̃x = WWH +Rd in (10)
and define Wk,d = wk,dw

H
k,d. The subproblem with respect

to {U,Q,Rs,d,W} can be formulated as:

min
U,Q,R̃x,
Wk,d

tr(U−1) +
1

2ρ
∥Q− F̃ΦR̃xΦ

HF̃H − ρΥ∥2 (38a)

s.t. (1 +
1

γk,d
)h̃T

kWk,dh̃
∗
k ≥ h̃T

k R̃xh̃
∗
k + σ2

0 ,∀k (38b)

Wk,d ⪰ 0, rank(Wk,d) = 1,∀k, (38c)

tr(R̃x) ≤ P, R̃x ⪰
∑

k
Wk,d, (28c), (32c), (38d)

where the constraint (38b) is transformed from the commu-
nication SINR constraint (37). The SDR problem of prob-
lem (38) is convex and its optimal solution, i.e., {WSDR

k,d ,∀k},
can be solved via CVX [27]. Due to the SDR, matrices
{WSDR

k,d ,∀k} have general rank. Theorem 1 in [28] can
be used to constructed optimal solutions to problem (38)
using {WSDR

k,d ,∀k}. Specifically, suppose {WSDR
k,d ,∀k} are the

optimal solution to the SDR problem of problem (38), the
optimal solution to the original problem (38) is given by

W⋆
k,d=(h̃T

kW
SDR
k,d h̃∗

k)
− 1

2WSDR
k,d h̃∗

kh̃
T
kW

SDR
k,d (h̃T

kW
SDR
k,d h̃∗

k)
− 1

2 .
(39)

D. Subproblem with respect to {F}
The subproblem with respect to {F} can be expressed as

the subproblem with respect to {F̃}, which can be given as
follows:

min
F̃

∥Q− F̃ΦR̃xΦ
HF̃H − ρΥ∥2 (40a)

s.t. (26c), (32d). (40b)

The eigenvalue decomposition of ΦR̃xΦ
H with a rank of R

is
ΦR̃xΦ

H =
∑R

r=1
ρrvrv

H
r , (41)

where ρr and vr are the eigenvalue and the associated eigen-
vector of ΦR̃xΦ

H . To facilitate the following derivations,
define v̂r =

√
ρrvr, Vr = v̂rv̂

H
r , and Ḟ = ffH . Then

we have

F̃ΦR̃xΦ
HF̃H = F̃

∑R

r=1
v̂rv̂

H
r ḞH =

∑R

r=1
VrF̂V

H
r .

(42)
Problem (40) can be reformulated as
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min
Ḟ

∥Q−
∑R

r=1
VrḞV

H
r − ρΥ∥2 (43a)

s.t.
1

γk,d
tr(ḞHk

k) ≤ tr(Ḟ(
∑

i ̸=k
Hi

k +Ψk)) + σ2
0 , (43b)

[Ḟ]n,n = 1,∀n = 1, 2, · · · , Na, (43c)

Ḟ ⪰ 0, rank(Ḟ) = 1, (43d)

where Hi
k = diag (hk)Φwi,d and Ψk =

diag (hk)ΦRdΦ
Hdiag

(
hH
k

)
. The SDR problem of problem

(43) is convex and its optimal solution can be solved via
CVX. The solutions of Ḟ that satisfy the rank-one constraint
can be obtained by using Gaussian randomization [29].

E. The Overall Algorithm for Solving (32)

The proposed algorithm for solving (32) during the down-
link ISPAC is summarized in Algorithm 2. Every iteration of
Algorithm 2 yields a non-increasing objective function value
for (32). Furthermore, because the BS power budget is con-
strained, the objective function value of (32) is lower bounded.
Thus, Algorithm 2 is certain to converge to a stationary point
of (32). Given the solution accuracy ϵ2,AO and ϵ2,PDD, the
complexity of solving problem (32) adopting the interior-point
method is O(log(1/ϵ2,PDD) log(1/ϵ2,AO)(N

4.5
RF +N4.5

a )) [29].

Algorithm 2 PDD-based algorithm for solving problem (32)

1: Initialize feasible F,Υ(n), η(n), and ρ(n) with n = 0, set
µ ∈ (0, 1).

2: repeat: outer loop
3: Obtain AL problem (36) with respect to Υ(n) and ρ(n).
4: repeat: inner loop
5: Given F = F̃Φ, obtain Q,Rd,W by solving prob-

lem (38).
6: Given Q,Rd,W, obtain F = F̃Φ by solving prob-

lem (40).
7: until the fractional decrease of (36) is less than thresh-

old ϵ2,AO.
8: Obtain F(n+1) = F̃(n+1)Φ, Q(n+1), and R̃

(n+1)
x =

R
(n+1)
d +W(n+1)(W(n+1))H .

9: if ∥Q(n+1)−F̃(n+1)ΦR̃
(n+1)
x ΦH(F̃(n+1))H∥∞ ≤ η(n)

then
10: Update Υ with Υ(n+1) = Υ(n) + 1

ρ(n) (Q
(n+1) −

F̃(n+1)ΦR̃
(n+1)
x ΦH(F̃(n+1))H).

11: Penalty factor remains the same, i.e., ρ(n+1) = ρ(n).
12: else
13: Update ρ with ρ(n+1) = µρ(n).
14: Lagrangian dual matrix Υ remains the same, i.e.,

Υ(n+1) = Υ(n).
15: end if
16: Set η(n+1) = 0.9∥Q(n+1) −

F̃(n+1)ΦR̃
(n+1)
x ΦH(F̃(n+1))H∥∞, n = n+ 1.

17: until the constraint violation is less than threshold ϵ2,PDD.

IV. TARGET POSITIONING AND CRB OPTIMIZATION
DESIGN FOR UPLINK ISPAC

In this section, we propose the two-stage uplink positioning
algorithm for estimating the target location. Then, we design
the uplink ISPAC system based on the CRB.

A. Positioning Algorithm for Uplink ISPAC
In terms of uplink target positioning, our purpose is to

obtain angle θs and distance rs of the sensing target utilizing
the acquired echo signals Ys,u. Inspired by the parameter
split technique used in [30], a customised uplink positioning
algorithm is proposed to cut down the computational cost,
where the angle and distance of the target are obtained with
two successive 1D MUSIC searches.

Specifically, the covariance matrix of the received echo
signal can be approximated as Ry,u = 1

T Ys,uY
H
s,u. Using

the eigenvalue decomposition, the noise space Un,u with the
dimension of NRF −1 is obtained. Based on (19), the received
probing signal after analog combining is spanned by the vector
ã(θ, r) = FHa(θ, r). According to the structure of the near-
field array response vector, we split it as

ã(θ, r) = FHdiag(1, ejϑ, · · · , ej(Na−1)ϑ)×[
1, ejφ, · · · , ej(Na−1)2φ

]H
= FHdiag (c(ϑ))d(φ),

(44)

where ϑ = kcd sin θ and φ = kcd
2 cos2 θ
2r . Then the projection

of ã(θ, r) for any angle θ and distance r on the noise space
is given by

p(θ, r) = d(φ)
H
Γ(ϑ)d(φ), (45)

where Γ(ϑ) = diag (c(ϑ))H FUn,uU
H
n,uF

Hdiag (c(ϑ)). With
above reformulation, the 2D angle and distance search can be
expressed as following optimization problem

min
ϑ,φ

d(φ)
H
Γ(ϑ)d(φ) (46a)

eT1 d(φ) = 1, (46b)

where eT1 = [1, 0, · · · , 0] ∈ R1×Na . In the first stage, we
focus on searching for ϑ and define the Lagrangian function
of problem (46) as

L(ϑ, φ, τ) = d(φ)
H
Γ(ϑ)d(φ)− τ(eT1 d(φ)− 1), (47)

where τ ≥ 0 is the Lagrange multiplier. Exploiting the Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions of stationarity point, i.e.,
∂L
∂d = 2Γ(ϑ)d(φ)+τe1 = 0 and considering constraint (46b),
we have

dopt =
Γ(ϑ)−1e1

eH1 Γ(ϑ)−1e1
. (48)

In the first stage, the 1D search for ϑ can be carried out based
on

ϑ̂=argmin
ϑ

(dopt)HΓ(ϑ)dopt=argmax
ϑ

eH1 (Γ(ϑ))−1e1. (49)

In the second stage, with the search result ϑ̂ for target angle,
the 1D search for φ can be carried out by solving

φ̂ = argmin
φ

d(φ)HΓ(ϑ̂)d(φ). (50)

Finally, the transformation between searching result {ϑ̂, φ̂}
and target angle and distance is given by

θ̂s = arcsin
ϑ̂

kcd
, r̂s =

kcd
2 cos2 θ̂s
2φ̂

. (51)

The proposed uplink positioning algorithm for target position-
ing is summarized in Algorithm 3.

B. Problem Formulation for Uplink ISPAC
The FIM of the unknown target parameter vector η can be

given as the form in (24). The detailed expressions of J11,
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Algorithm 3 Two-stage uplink positioning algorithm

1: Calculate the approximation of the covariance matrix Ry,u

based on the received echo signal Ys,u.
2: Obtain the noise space Un,u form Ry,u using the eigen-

value decomposition.
3: The first stage: Search for ϑ̂ based on (49).
4: The second stage: Search for φ̂ based on (50).
5: Carry out the transformation (51) to acquire θ̂s and r̂s.

J12, and J22 in downlink ISPAC are derived in Appendix B.
The CRB for estimating the target angle and distance can be
given by

CRB(θs, rs) = (J11 − J12J
−1
22 J

T
12)

−1 ∈ R2×2. (52)

We propose to minimize the trace of the CRB matrix while
guaranteeing the QoS of uplink users. The optimization prob-
lem can be formulated as follow:

min
Ru,wk,u,F

tr(CRB(θs, rs)) (53a)

s.t. F ∈ AF , (53b)
SINRk,u ≥ γk,u,∀k ∈ K, (53c)
tr(Ru) ≤ Ps, Ru ⪰ 0, (53d)

where constraint (53b) corresponds to the partially-connected
structure of the analog combiner at the receiver. (53c) is the
minimum SINR constraint of users with γk,u being the lower
bound for the SINR of user k. (53d) denotes the positioning
power constraint with Ps being the power budget at the AT.

Remark 2. Uplink positioning-communication trade-off:
There is a trade-off between positioning and communication
performance in the uplink ISPAC framework. On the one
hand, the echoed probing signal causes positioning to com-
munication (P2C) interference, resulting in the degradation
of uplink communication performance; On the other hand,
the MT simultaneously gathers the echo probing signal and
communication signals with a sharing analog combiner, thus
the design of the analog combining matrix at the MT should
strike a balance between positioning and communication per-
formances.

To Simplify the objective function of (53), introduce a
positive definite auxiliary matrix U which satisfies

J11 − J12J
−1
22 J

T
12 ⪰ U ⪰ 0. (54)

Then problem (53) can be reformulated as follow:

min
U,Ru,F,wk,u

tr(U−1) (55a)

s.t.
[
J11 −U J12;J

T
12 J22

]
⪰ 0, (55b)

U ⪰ 0, (55c)
(53b) − (53d), (55d)

In the following, we address the optimization problem (55)
with the AO method. Specifically, we partition the optimiza-
tion variables into two blocks, i.e., {Rs,u,wk,u} and {F}.
During each iteration, we successively optimize the variables
within one block, while keeping the variables in the other
block constant.

C. Subproblem with respect to {U,Rs,u,wk,u}:

The subproblem with respect to {U,Rs,u,wk,u} is giving
by

min
U,Ru,wk,u

tr(U−1) (56a)

s.t.
[
J11(Ru)−U J12(Ru);J

T
12(Ru) J22(Ru)

]
⪰ 0,

(56b)
(53c) − (53d), (55c), (56c)

where the entries of the matrices in (56b) are given as in
Appendix B. The optimization problem is non-convex due
to the non-convex user SINR constraint (53c), which can
be reformulated as in (57) at the top of next page, where
Πk = 2tr(Wk,uĜRuĜ

H), ĥk =
√
PuF

Hhk, Ĝ = FHG,
Wk,u = wk,uw

H
k,u, and Ak =

∑
i ̸=k ĥiĥ

H
i − 1

γk,u
ĥkĥ

H
k +

σ2
uINRF

,∀k ∈ K. Term Πk can be rewritten as:

Πk=∥Wk,u+ĜRuĜ
H∥2F−∥Wk,u∥2F−∥ĜRuĜ

H∥2F , (58)

Then, the SCA technique is adopted and the non-convex term
Πk is replaced by its upper bound Πup

k . Specifically, for a
given point {W(n)

k,u,R
(n)
u } in the n-th SCA iteration, using

the first-order Taylor expansion, the convex upper bound of
Πk can be expressed as in (59) at the top of next page. For
the n-th SCA iteration, problem (56) can be transformed into
following problem:

min
U,Ru,wk,u

tr(U−1) (60a)

s.t. tr (Wk,uAk) + Πup
k ≤ 0,∀k ∈ K, (60b)

Wk,u ⪰ 0, rank(Wk,u) = 1,∀k ∈ K, (60c)
(53d), (55c), (56b), (60d)

where constraint (60c) comes from the definition of
Wk,u,∀k ∈ K. The SDR problem of problem (60) is convex
and its optimal solution can be solved via CVX. Although
the SDR may result in solutions with general rank, rank-one
solutions can be obtained by using Gaussian randomization.
The proposed SCA algorithm for solving subproblem (56) is
summarized in Algorithm 4.

Algorithm 4 SCA algorithm for solving problem (56)

1: Initialize feasible point R(0)
u and W

(0)
k,u,∀k ∈ K and set

n = 0.
2: repeat:
3: Get intermediate solutions by solving (60) for given

R
(n)
u and W

(n)
k,u,∀k ∈ K.

4: Update R
(n+1)
u and W

(n+1)
k,u ,∀k ∈ K with the interme-

diate solutions and set n = n+ 1.
5: until the fractional decrease of (56) is less than thresh-

old ϵ4,SCA.

D. Subproblem with respect to {U,F}:

In this section, we optimize F with fixed Rs,u and wk,u.
Defining auxiliary matrix as follows: Q = F̃ΦΦHF̃H . The
subproblem with respect to {U,F} is giving by

min
U,F̃,Q

tr(U−1) (61a)

s.t. Q = F̃ΦΦHF̃H , (61b)
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wH
k,uĜRuĜ

Hwk,u +
∑

i ̸=k
|wH

k,uĥi|2 −
|wH

k,uĥk|2

γk,u
+ σ2

u∥wk,u∥2 = Πk + tr(Wk,uAk) ≤ 0. (57)

Πup
k = ∥Wk,u + ĜRuĜ

H∥2F + ∥W(n)
k,u∥

2
F − tr((W(n)

k,u)
HWk,u) + ∥ĜR(n)

u ĜH∥2F − tr((ĜHĜR(n)
u ĜHĜ)HRu). (59)

[
J11(Q)−U J12(Q);JT

12(Q) J22(Q)
]
⪰ 0, (61c)

F̃ ∈ AF̃ , (61d)
(53c), (55c), (61e)

where the matrices in the constraint (61c) are obtained by
substituting (61b) into results in Appendix B. Specifically, they
can be expressed as

J11(Q) =
2|β|2T
σ2
u

×

ℜ

{[
tr(QĠθsRuĠ

H
θs
) tr(QĠθsRuĠ

H
rs)

tr(QĠrsRuĠ
H
θs
) tr(QĠrsRuĠ

H
rs)

]}
,

(62)

J12(Q) =
2T

σ2
u

ℜ

{[
β∗tr(QG̃RuĠ

H
θs
)

β∗tr(QG̃RuĠ
H
rs)

]
[1, j]

}
, (63)

J22(Q) =
2T

σ2
u

I2tr(QG̃RuG̃
H). (64)

Similar to problem (32), problem (61) is non-convex due to the
non-convex SINR constraint (53c), quadratic constraint (61b),
and the unit modulus constraint (61d). We adopt the PDD
optimization technique to solve this problem [26]. Specifically,
by introducing the Lagrangian dual matrix Υ and the penalty
factor ρ for constraint (61b), the AL problem can be given as:

min
U,Q,F̃

tr(U−1) +
1

2ρ
∥Q− F̃ΦΦHF̃H − ρΥ∥2 (65a)

s.t. (53c), (55c), (61c), (61d). (65b)

The proposed PDD-based algorithm solves problem (65a)
with a double-loop iteration. In the outer iteration loop, the
Lagrangian dual matrix and penalty factor are updated. In the
inner iteration loop, the AL problem is solved with the AO
method. For the inner loop AO, we partition the optimization
variables into two blocks, i.e., {U,Q} and F. During each
iteration, we successively optimize the variables within one
block, while keeping the variables in the other block constant.

1) Subproblem with respect to {U,Q}: The subproblem
with respect to {U,Q} is given by

min
U,Q

tr(U−1) +
1

2ρ
∥Q− F̃ΦΦHF̃H − ρΥ∥2 (66a)

s.t. (55c), (61c). (66b)

Problem (66) is convex and its optimal solution can be solved
via CVX.

2) Subproblem with respect to F̃: The subproblem with
respect to F̃ is given by

min
F̃

∥Q− F̃ΦΦHF̃H − ρΥ∥2 (67a)
s.t. (53c), (61d). (67b)

The SINR constraint for user k in (53c) can be rewritten as
in (68) at the top of next page, where ŵk,u = Φwk,u, Ŵk,u =
diag (ŵk,u), F̂ = ffH , and Bk = Pu

γk,u
ŴH

k,uhkh
H
k Ŵk,u −

∑
i̸=k PuŴ

H
k,uhih

H
i Ŵk,u−ŴH

k,uGRuG
HŴk,u. Substitut-

ing (31) into the objective function of problem (67), we have

F̃ΦΦHF̃H = F̃
∑NRF

i=1
θiθ

H
i F̃H =

∑NRF

i=1
ΦiF̂Φ

H
i , (69)

where Φi = diag (θi). Note that the definition of F̂ implies
F̂ ⪰ 0 and Rank(F̂) = 1. Then, problem (67) can be
reformulated into following form

min
F̂

∥Q−
∑NRF

i=1
ΦiF̂Φ

H
i − ρΥ∥2 (70a)

s.t. tr(F̂Bk)− σ2
u∥wk,u∥2 ≤ 0,∀k ∈ K, (70b)

[F̂]n,n = 1,∀n = 1, 2, · · · , Na, (70c)

F̂ ⪰ 0, rank(F̂) = 1. (70d)

The SDR problem of problem (70) is convex and its optimal
solution can be solved via CVX. Despite the SDR could lead to
solutions with general rank, the Gaussian randomization can
be used to further obtain rank-one solutions. The proposed
algorithm for solving the subproblem with respect to F is
summarized in Algorithm 5.

Algorithm 5 PDD-based algorithm for solving problem (61)

1: Initialize feasible Υ(n), η(n), and ρ(n) with n = 0, set
µ ∈ (0, 1).

2: repeat: outer loop
3: Obtain AL problem (65a) with respect to Υ(n)

and ρ(n).
4: repeat: inner loop
5: Given F = F̃Φ, update Q by solving problem (66).
6: Given Q, update F = F̃Φ by solving problem (67).
7: until the fractional decrease of (65a) is less than thresh-

old ϵ5,AO.
8: Obtain F(n+1) = F̃(n+1)Φ and Q(n+1).
9: if ∥Q(n+1) − F̃(n+1)ΦΦH(F̃(n+1))H∥∞ ≤ η(n) then

10: Update Υ with Υ(n+1) = Υ(n) + 1
ρ(n) (Q

(n+1) −
F̃(n+1)ΦΦH(F̃(n+1))H).

11: Penalty factor remains the same, i.e., ρ(n+1) = ρ(n).
12: else
13: Update ρ with ρ(n+1) = µρ(n).
14: Lagrangian dual matrix Υ remains the same, i.e.,

Υ(n+1) = Υ(n).
15: end if
16: Set η(n+1) = 0.9∥Q(n+1) −

F̃(n+1)ΦΦH(F̃(n+1))H∥∞, n = n+ 1.
17: until the constraint violation is less than threshold ϵ5,PDD.

E. The Overall Algorithm for Solving (55)
The proposed algorithm for solving (55) during the uplink

ISPAC is summarized in Algorithm 6. Every iteration of
Algorithm 6 yields a non-increasing objective function value
for (55). Furthermore, because the BS power budget is con-
strained, the objective function value of (55) is lower bounded.
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Pu

γk,u
|ŵH

k,uF̃
Hhk|2 − ŵH

k,uF̃
HGRuG

HF̃ŵk,u −
∑

i ̸=k
Pu|ŵH

k,uF̃
Hhi|2 =

Pu

γk
|fHŴH

k,uhk|2

− fHŴH
k,uGRuG

HŴk,uf −
∑

i ̸=k
Pu|fHŴH

k,uhi|2 = tr(F̂Bk) ≤ σ2
u∥wk,u∥2.

(68)

Therefore, it is guaranteed that Algorithm 6 will converge to a
stationary point of (55). The main complexity of Algorithm 6
comes from solving (56) and (61) with Algorithm 4 and
Algorithm 5. Given the solution accuracy ϵ4,SCA, ϵ5,PDD,
and ϵ6,AO, the complexity of solving problem (55) with the
interior-point method is O(log(1/ϵ6,AO)(log(1/ϵ4,SCA)N

4.5
RF +

log(1/ϵ5,PDD)N
4.5
a )) [29].

Algorithm 6 AO algorithm for solving problem (55)

1: Initialize the analog matrix F with random phases.
2: repeat:
3: Given F, update Ru and wk,u,∀k ∈ K by solving

problem (56) with algorithm 4.
4: Given Ru and wk,u,∀k ∈ K, update F by solving (61)

with algorithm 5.
5: until the fractional decrease of (55) is less than the

threshold ϵ6,AO.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide the numerical results obtained
by Monte Carlo simulations to verify the effectiveness of the
proposed algorithms.

A. Simulation Setup

It is assumed that the ISPAC system serves K = 4
communication users while simultaneously carrying out target
sensing and positioning at a frequency of 28 GHz. The MT
and AT are both equipped with ULA antenna arrays. The array
aperture of the MT is 0.5 m, which leads to a Rayleigh distance
of around 50 m. All communication users and the target are
located in the near-field region of the MT. Specifically, the
target is set at the direction of 45◦ with a distance of 20 m.
Communication users as well as scatterers for communication
links fall in the distance from 20 m to 30 m with respect to
the MT at random angles following the uniform distribution.
The number of scatterers associated with each user is set to be
Lk = 2,∀k ∈ K. Path loss coefficients are calculated utilizing
the Empirical NYC path loss model [31], which is given by:

L(r)[dB] = a1 + a210 log10(r), (71)

where r is the propagation distance. a1 and a2 are the path
loss at the reference distance and the path loss exponent,
respectively. Based on the measurement at the frequency of
28 GHz, parameters {a1, a2} are set as {61.4, 2} for LoS
channels and {72, 2.92} for NLoS channels [31]. The power
budget at the BS and users are set as 30 dBm and 20 dBm,
respectively. The noise power at the BS and users are set as
−80 dBm. The reflection coefficient of the target, i.e., βr, is set
to 0 dB with random phase. This means the target is assumed
to reflect all probing signals impinging on it. The QoS require-
ments of all communication users are set as the same value,
i.e., γk,d = γd, γk,u = γu,∀k ∈ K. All simulation results

in this section are obtained with an average of 100 channel
realizations unless otherwise specified. In simulation figures,
legends “HB”, “FD”, “near”, and “far” represent fully digital
structure at the MT, hybrid analog and digital structure at the
MT, near-field beamfocusing for communication, and far-field
beamsteering for communication, respectively. “RCRB” and
“RMSE” represent the root of CRB and MSE, respectively.

B. Baseline Schemes

We compare with the following two baseline schemes to
verify the efficacy of the proposed ISPAC framework in both
downlink and uplink.

1) Far-field beamsteering: In this baseline scheme, the
far-field channel model is adopted for communication
channels since the near-field channel state information
(CSI) is more difficult to obtain than the far-field CSI.
The channel between the MT and user k is

hk,far = αke
Na

far (θk) +
∑Lk

l=1

1√
Lk

αk
l e

Na

far

(
θkl
)
, (72)

where the channel is represented with far-field array
response vectors, i.e., eNa

far (·). As the near-field com-
munication channel in (6), the far-field communication
channel also includes the LoS part and NLoS part
introduced by Lk scatterers. Moreover, the coefficients
αk, αk

l , ∀k = 1, 2, · · · ,K, ∀l = 1, 2, · · · , Lk are
set identical to its near-field counterpart in (6) for fair
comparison.

2) Fully digital ISPAC (CRB lower bound): In this
baseline scheme, the MT adopts FD precoding structure
where the number of RF chains NRF is equal to the
number of antennas Na. This scheme provides the CRB
lower bound for our proposed ISPAC framework.

C. Convergence Behavior of Proposed Algorithms
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Fig. 2: Convergence behavior of Algorithm 2.
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Fig. 3: Convergence behavior of Algorithm 6.
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In Fig. 2 and 3, we examine the convergence performance
of proposed algorithms for the downlink and uplink ISPAC,
respectively. Parameters {Na, Nb} are set as {64, 16} and the
sub-array size of the HAD structure is M = 4. Results in this
subsection are obtained from a random channel realization.

For downlink ISPAC, the convergence behaviour of the
proposed PDD-based Algorithm 2 is shown in Fig. 2. The
convergence thresholds of the inner iteration and the outer
iteration in Algorithm 2 are set as ϵ2,AO = 10−3 and
ϵ2,PDD = 10−4. The PDD constraint violation for Algorithm 2
is shown in the right of Fig. 2. As can be seen, as the number
of outer loop iterations rises, the constraint violation rapidly
drops until it meets the predetermined accuracy. This indicates
feasible F, Rs,d, and W are obtained with Algorithm 2.

In terms of uplink ISPAC, the convergence behaviour of
the proposed AO Algorithm 6 is given in Fig. 3. Specifi-
cally, in simulations, the convergence thresholds of the SCA
method, PDD-based algorithm, and AO algorithm involved
in Algorithm 4, Algorithm 5, and Algorithm 6 are given
as ϵ4,SCA = ϵ5,AO = ϵ6,AO = 10−3 and ϵ5,PDD = 10−4. It
can be seen that the proposed algorithm can converge within
20 iterations when the ISPAC system works under the uplink
working mode.

D. Target Location Estimation
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(a) Downlink angle and distance estimation.
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(b) Uplink angle and distance estimation.

Fig. 4: Target positioning performance versus the sensing SNR.

In Fig. 4, we show the target positioning performance
versus the sensing SNR in terms of the root-MSE (RMSE) of
target location estimation. Specifically, parameters {Na, Nb}
is set as {64, 16}. The sub-array size of the HAD structure
is M = 4. The communication QoS requirement is set as 10
dB. The target location is estimated using the proposed uplink
positioning algorithm and downlink positioning algorithm.

The sensing SNR is defined as |βs|2Pd/σ
2
d and |βs|2Ps/σ

2
u

for downlink and uplink ISPAC, respectively. As expected,
the RMSE for target positioning is lower-bounded by the
corresponding CRB. It can be verified that the proposed
low complexity positioning algorithms can locate the target
simultaneously in angle and distance domains for both for
downlink and uplink ISPAC.

E. Root RCB of Downlink ISPAC

In Fig. 5, we investigate the RCRB for target positioning
in terms of the QoS of users and the number of RF chains
at the MT to demonstrate the trade-off between positioning
and communication. Fig. 5(a) and 5(b) sketch the RCRB
for target positioning versus the QoS of users. Two antenna
configurations for MT and AT are considered in the simu-
lation. Specifically, parameters {Na, Nb} are set as {32, 8}
or {64, 16}. The sub-array size of the HAD structure is
set as M = 4. Our observations indicate that as the QoS
of communication users improves, the precision of target
positioning diminishes. This phenomenon matches with the
analysis in Remark 1, i.e., as the QoS demand becomes more
stringent, the design of HAD precoding matrix has a tendency
to meet QoS demand rather than to achieve accurate target
positioning.

With the same antenna configuration, the near-field ISPAC
scheme always outperforms baseline Scheme 1, where the
communication design is based on far-field beamsteering in-
stead of near-field beamfocusing. The reason behind this is
that the beamfocusing based on the near-field channel model
can cast transmitted signals to both the intended angle and
distance, i.e., a specific area. In contrast, the beamsteering
based on the far-field channel model only supports sending
signals toward the intended direction, i.e., a specific angle.
Consequently, sophisticated beamfocusing leads to less inter-
user interference among communication users compared to
coarse beamsteering, which alleviates the stress of meeting
user QoS demand and allows more DoFs for target positioning.
Scheme 2 with FD beamfocusing structure MT serves as a
theoretical lower bound for the proposed hybrid beamfocusing
structure since it introduces fewer constraints to system design.

Fig. 5(c) shows the RCRB for target positioning versus the
number of RF chains at the MT. Parameters {Na, Nb} are
set as {32, 8} or {64, 16}. The users’ QoS demand is set as
10 dB. It can be observed that the RCRBs for both target
angle and distance decrease when the MT is equipped with
an increasing number of RF chains. This can be explained
from two perspectives. In the downlink ISPAC system, the MT
simultaneously bears the tasks of transmitting communication
signals and probing signals. On the one hand, an increased
number of RF chains provides more DoFs for the downlink
beamfocusing and thus mitigates the inter-user interference
among communication users; On the other hand, with an
increased number of RF chains, more sophisticated probing
signal design can be achieved to realize better target posi-
tioning performance. This observation is also in line with the
results in Fig. 5(a) and 5(b), where the Scheme 2 gives the
RCRB lower bound of the proposed scheme.
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Fig. 5: The RCRB of target positioning versus the QoS of users during downlink ISPAC.
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Fig. 6: The RCRB of target positioning versus the QoS of users during uplink ISPAC.

F. Root RCB of Uplink ISPAC

In Fig. 6, we investigate the RCRB for target positioning
in terms of the QoS of users and the number of RF chains at
the MT to demonstrate the trade-off between positioning and
communication. Fig. 6(a) and 6(b) sketch the RCRB for target
positioning versus the QoS of users. Antenna configurations
for both MT and AT are identical to those in Fig. 6(a) and 6(b).
Our observations indicate that as the QoS of communication
users improves, the precision of target positioning diminishes.
This phenomenon can be attributed to the rigorous QoS
demands, which necessitate the design of analog combiner
with a tendency to meet QoS requirements. This observation
is consistent with the UPC trade-off analyzed in Remark 2.

The near-field ISPAC method outperforms baseline Scheme
1, where the communication design is based on far-field re-
ceiving beamsteering rather than near-field receiving beamfo-
cusing. This is because the parallel-wave-based far-field chan-
nel solely uses angle information, leading to a high degree of
correlation between the channels of users with similar angles.
The BS is unable to regulate IUI effectively. In contrast, the
spherical-wave-based near-field channel carries both the angle
and distance information. The additional distance information
aids in interference reduction at the BS side. Scheme 2 with
the FD MT provides a theoretical CRB lower bound for the
proposed ISPAC framework since it places fewer restrictions
on system design.

Fig. 6(c) shows the RCRB for target positioning versus
the number of RF chains at the MT. Antenna configurations
for both MT and AT are identical to those in Fig. 6(c). The
users’ QoS demand is set as 10 dB. It can be seen, for both

antenna configurations, as the MT gets equipped with more RF
chains, the RCRB for both target angle and distance decreases.
This is to be expected as more RF chains provide the analog
combining matrix design more DoFs and a more flexible UPC
trade-off can be achieved. This observation is consistent with
Remark 2.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

A novel near-field ISPAC framework was proposed, where
a double-array structure BS supports communication users and
detects a target at the same time. Low-complexity positioning
algorithms were conceived for target positioning. Effective
joint angle and distance CRB optimization frameworks and
target positioning algorithms were proposed for both down-
link and uplink ISPAC. Numerical results confirmed that our
proposed ISPAC system can estimate not only the angle but
also the distance of the target. Besides, the HAD structure
at the MT has little impact on positioning performance given
the communication QoS demand is not strict. Furthermore,
adapting near-field beamfocusing could enhance the sensing
and positioning performance of ISPAC.

APPENDIX A
DERIVATION OF THE FIM FOR DOWNLINK ISPAC

During downlink ISPAC, the probing signal collected by the
AT, i.e., ys,d = vec(Ys,d) follows the Gaussian distribution
CN (u,Rn), where u = vec(GTX) and Rn = σ2

dINbT . The
element at the ℓ-th row and the p-th column of Jη can be
calculated by [24]
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[Jη]ℓ,p =
2

σ2
ℜ
{
∂uH

∂ηℓ

∂u

∂ηp

}
, (73)

where ηℓ denotes the ℓ-th element of η. With G̃ =
a(θs, rs)b

T (θs), we have

∂u

∂θs
= βsvec(Ġ

T
θsX),

∂u

∂rs
= βsvec(Ġ

T
rsX), (74)

∂u

∂βr
s

= vec(G̃TX),
∂u

∂βi
s

= j · vec(G̃TX), (75)

where Ġθs = ∂G̃
∂θs

= ∂a
∂θs

bT + a∂bT

∂θs
, Ġrs = ∂G̃

∂rs
= ∂a

∂rs
bT .

For simplicity, θs and rs are dropped In the above formulas.
Denoting the matrix J11 as [Jθsθs Jθsrs ; Jrsθs Jrsrs ], its
entries can be given as follows:

Jlp =
2|β|2T
σ2
d

ℜ{tr(ĠT
p FR̃xF

HĠ∗
l )}. (76)

where R̃x = WWH + Rs. Next, the matrices J12 and J22

are derived as follows:

J12 =
2T

σ2
d

ℜ

([
β∗tr(G̃TFR̃xF

HĠ∗
θs
)

β∗tr(G̃TFR̃xF
HĠ∗

rs)

]
[1, j]

)
, (77)

J22 =
2T

σ2
d

I2tr(G̃
TFR̃xF

HG̃∗). (78)

APPENDIX B
DERIVATION OF THE FIM FOR UPLINK ISPAC

During uplink ISPAC, the probing signal collected by the
MT over T time slots, i.e., ys,u = vec(Ys,u), follows the
Gaussian distribution CN (u,Rn), where u = vec(FHGSu)
and Rn = σ2

uINRFT . Similar to the derivation in Appendix A,
the entries Jlp,∀l, p ∈ {θs, rs}, of the matrix J11 can be given
as follows:

Jlp =
2|β|2T
σ2
u

ℜ{tr(FHĠpRuĠ
H
l F)},∀l, p ∈ {θs, rs}. (79)

Next, the matrices J12 and J22 are derived as follows:

J12 =
2T

σ2
u

ℜ

{[
β∗tr(FHG̃RuĠ

H
θs
F)

β∗tr(FHG̃RuĠ
H
rsF)

]
[1, j]

}
, (80)

J22 =
2T

σ2
u

I2tr(F
HG̃RuG̃

HF). (81)
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