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Abstract—This work investigates the co-existence of sensing
and communication functionalities in a base station (BS) serving
a communication user in the uplink and simultaneously detecting
a radar target with the same frequency resources. To address
inter-functionality interference, we employ rate-splitting (RS) at
the communication user and successive interference cancellation
(SIC) at the joint radar-communication receiver at the BS. This
approach is motivated by RS’s proven effectiveness in mitigating
inter-user interference among communication users. Building on
the proposed system model based on RS, we derive inner bounds
on performance in terms of ergodic data information rate for
communication and ergodic radar estimation information rate
for sensing. Additionally, we present a closed-form solution for
the optimal power split in RS that maximizes the communication
user’s performance. The bounds achieved with RS are compared
to conventional methods, including spectral isolation and full
spectral sharing with SIC. We demonstrate that RS offers a supe-
rior performance trade-off between sensing and communication
functionalities compared to traditional approaches. Pertinently,
while the original concept of RS deals only with digital signals,
this work brings forward RS as a general method for including
non-orthogonal access for sensing signals. As a consequence, the
work done in this paper provides a systematic and parametrized
way to effectuate non-orthogonal sensing and communication
waveforms.

Index Terms—Performance bound, radar-communications co-
existence, RS, SIC

I. INTRODUCTION

FUTURE wireless networks such as beyond 5G (B5G) and
sixth-generation (6G) systems are gearing up to embrace

the sensing functionality [1], [2]. With growing similarities
in radio resources, hardware platforms, and signal processing
techniques between communication and sensing, their inte-
gration has attracted significant attention from academia and
industry alike [1], [3]. This integration promises to enable myr-
iads of use-cases for future wireless networks including (but
not limited to) smart cities, remote sensing, Internet-of-things,
and vehicle-to-everything connectivity [2], [3]. With that being
said, a critical challenge in realizing this potential lies in
managing the detrimental interference between communication
and sensing while achieving an optimal performance trade-
off [1], [2], [4]. To this end, previous works have explored
either spectral isolation or spectral sharing with successive
interference cancellation (SIC) to address this issue of inter-
ference [2]–[4]. However, spectral isolation may result in low
resource efficiency, while spectral sharing with SIC is more
suited to systems prioritizing sensing, as communication rates

This work was supported in part by the Velux Foundation under the Villum
Investigator grant WATER.

Sensing Echo

Comm. signal
Uplink user

BS with joint radar-
communications receiver

Fig. 1: A basic joint sensing-communication setup where a base
station (BS) is serving a communication user in the uplink and
simultaneously sensing a radar target.

are constrained by sensing interference [2]. Thus, overcoming
this challenge calls for the development of more efficient
interference management strategies to ensure the seamless co-
existence of the two functionalities [1], [4], [5].

One approach that has gained significant traction as a
versatile interference and resource management technique for
communication functionality is rate-splitting (RS) [5]–[7]. In
RS, a communication user’s message is split into multiple
parts which are then transmitted using superposition coding
(SC) at the transmitter and decoded using SIC at the receiver
[5], [6]. Building on RS, the rate-splitting multiple access
(RSMA) scheme serves multiple communication users by
adjusting both the message split and the power allocation to
different parts of the users’ messages [6], [8]. Through this,
RSMA effectively manages inter-user interference by partially
decoding the interference and partially treating interference as
noise [5], [8]. Such an approach allows RSMA to achieve
optimal degrees-of-freedom (DoF) in the downlink, as well
as the capacity region in the uplink without requiring time-
sharing among users [5], [6].

Motivated by the above, in this work, we investigate the
performance bound of RS in a joint sensing-communication
system comprising an active, mono-static, pulsed radar and a
communication user. To this end, we consider a BS with a
joint radar-communication receiver serving a communication
user in the uplink and simultaneously sensing a radar target;
see Fig. 1. This joint receiver is capable of simultaneously
estimating radar target parameters from the radar echoes
and decoding the received communication signals [2], [4].
We also assume that the radar system operates without any
constraints on the maximum unambiguous range. On the other
hand, the communication user is employing RS at its side to
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transmit information. Building on this, we derive the sensing-
communication co-existence performance bounds for RS. For
the radar target, the performance bound is measured in terms
of ergodic radar estimation information rate, whereas for the
communication user it is ergodic data information rate [2],
[4]. Moreover, we utilize the derived performance bounds to
obtain the optimal power split for RS that maximizes the data
information rate of the communication user. We show that by
virtue of its versatile design principle, RS manages the interfer-
ence between sensing and communication functionalities more
efficiently, and allows to achieve a better performance trade-
off between the two compared to conventional approaches of
spectral isolation and spectral sharing with SIC [2]. Moreover,
this work takes forward the concept of RS beyond digital
signals only and puts it as a general method for including
non-orthogonal access for sensing signals. Consequently, this
paper provides a systematic and parametrized way to effectuate
non-orthogonal sensing and communication waveforms.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

To begin with, we outline the key assumptions made in
this work, which align with those presented in [4]. It is
important to note that both our system model and most of the
assumptions closely follow the framework established in [4],
which investigates the performance bounds for conventional
approaches. Moreover, for simplicity, we restrict our focus on
range estimation as we are concerned with investigating and
comparing performance bounds of different approaches [2],
[4]. However, the work done in this paper can be extended to
other estimation parameters as well [4]. Subsequently, below,
we list the key assumptions made in this work:

• Based on prior observations (since the target is being
tracked), the BS is able to accurately estimate the target
cross-section and to predict the range up to some error,
which has a Gaussian distribution.

• Only the time portion where the radar return and com-
munication signals overlap is considered for analysis.

Next, we delineate the signal model for the radar return of the
target, and of the communication user.

A. Signal model

We consider a system operating in the complex-baseband,
where the BS is serving a communication user in the uplink
and simultaneously tracking a radar target. To this end, the BS
transmits a radar signal r (t) with power Pr and unit variance
[4]. Moreover, the BS sets the configuration parameters for
the uplink transmitter e.g., power and rate split for RS, etc. 1

For the radar return signal, we denote the complex combined
antenna gain, radar cross-section, and propagation gain by ar,
and time-delay by τr.

Next, since the communication user employs RS at the
transmitter, its message is split into two parts [5]. Subse-
quently, the two parts are independently encoded into streams

1The relevance of this consideration will be helpful when calculating the
performance measures for both the radar target and the communication user.

of unit variance, sc,1 (t) and sc,2 (t). These streams are allo-
cated powers Pc,1 and Pc,2 respectively, such that Pc,1+Pc,2 ≤
Pc, with Pc as the total uplink transmit power available at the
communication user. While we consider one communication
user here, the work done in this paper can be extended to
multiple users case. Subsequently, the uplink transmit signal
of the communication user, x (t), is expressed as [5], [6]

x (t) =
√
Pc,1 sc,1 (t) +

√
Pc,2 sc,2 (t) . (1)

The complex combined antenna gain and propagation loss
(amplitude) for x (t) is denoted by bc. Thereafter, at the BS,
the overall signal received by the joint radar-communication
receiver is passed through a brick-wall filter matched to
the bandwidth B of the system [4]. This joint radar-
communications complex-baseband received signal, denoted
by y (t), can be expressed as

y (t) = bcx (t) +
√
Pr arr (t− τr) + n (t) , (2)

where n (t) is the thermal noise which is drawn from a
Gaussian distribution of zero mean and variance σ2

n =
κBTtempB. Here, κB and Ttemp denote the Boltzman constant
and effective temperature, respectively. At the BS, the joint
radar-communication receiver first decodes one stream of the
communication user, then the radar return signal, and finally
the other stream. Without loss of generality, we assume the
decoding order to be sc,1 (t) → r (t− τr) → sc,2 (t). In the
following, we delineate the decoding process at the BS. For
ease of understanding, Fig. 2 illustrates the framework for
decoding the radar and communication signals at the BS. It is
worth noting that in analog-to-digital conversion at baseband,
sampling requirements differ for radar and communication sig-
nals due to radar’s short pulse duration and need for high range
resolution. Radar requires a high sampling rate to accurately
capture temporal features for precise range measurements,
whereas communication signals prioritize data fidelity over
longer durations. The processing of the received baseband
signal requires: 1) decoding the first communication stream
with the predicted radar return time-delay; 2) estimating the
radar time-delay; and 3) decoding the second communication
stream with the estimated radar return. These operations and
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Fig. 2: Joint radar-communications system block diagram with RS at
the communication user and SIC at the BS.



their corresponding sampling considerations take place in the
respective blocks of Fig. 2.

B. First Communication Stream With Predicted Radar Return
Suppressed

As mentioned in Section II, since we assume the target
is being tracked, we have prior knowledge of its range from
previous observations, albeit with fluctuations due to an un-
derlying random process associated with the target [4]. This
range fluctuation can be translated into time-delay fluctuation
which is modeled by a Gaussian distribution nproc [2], [4].
Subsequently, during the kth observation, the delay for the
target, τ (k)r , can be written as

τ (k)r = τ (k)r,pre + nτr,proc

τ (k)r,pre = f (k;Tpri, ϕ) ,
(3)

where τr,pre is the predicted time-delay, and f (k;Tpri, ϕ) is a
prediction function for it. The prediction function depends on
the pulse repetition interval Tpri, and a set of system and target
parameters, ϕ [4]. The variance of the time-delay function
process, σ2

τr,proc, is given by

σ2
τr,proc = E

{
|nτr,proc|2

}
= E

{∣∣∣τ (k)r − f (k;Tpri, ϕ)
∣∣∣2} .

(4)
Using the predicted time-delay, the receiver seeks to mitigate
interference from the radar return signal while decoding the
first communication stream, sc,1, by subtracting the predicted
radar return from the received signal, y (t) [3], [4]. Conse-
quently, the received signal with the predicted radar return
suppressed can be written as

ỹ (t) = bc
√
Pc,1 sc,1 (t) + bc

√
Pc,2 sc,2 (t)+√

Pr ar [r (t− τr)− r (t− τr,pre)] + n (t) ,
(5)

Note that the estimated amplitude is assumed to be equal to
the actual amplitude, which is only reasonable to assume if
the error in the time-delay is smaller than 1/B [4]. Further,
the difference between the actual radar return and predicted
radar return can be approximated by a derivative for small
fluctuations as

r (t− τr)− r (t− τr,pre) ≈
∂ r (t− τr)

∂t
nτr,proc. (6)

Subsequently, ỹ (t) can be approximated as

ỹ (t) ≈ bc
√
Pc,1 sc,1 (t) + bc

√
Pc,2 sc,2 (t)

+
√
Pr ar

∂ r (t− τr)

∂t
nτr,proc + n (t) .

(7)

Following this, the interference plus noise from the first
communications stream’s point of view is given by

nint+n,1 ≈ bc
√

Pc,2 sc,2 (t)+√
Pr ar

∂ r (t− τr)

∂t
nτr,proc + n (t) ,

(8)

and its power is given by [4], [5]

σ2
int+n,1 = |bc|2Pc,2 + Pr|ar|2 (2π)2 B2

rmsσ
2
τr,proc + σ2

n, (9)

where Brms is the root-mean squared radar bandwidth. For the
calculation of Brms, please refer to [4], [9]. The relationship
between the bandwidth B and Brms is given by [4], [9]

γ2B2 = (2π)
2
B2

rms, (10)

where the scaling factor γ is dependent on the shape of the
radar waveform’s power spectral density [4]. The value of γ
for a flat spectral wave is γ2 = (2π)

2
/12. Subsequently, the

BS decodes the communication stream sc,1 with interference
from the suppressed radar return and stream sc,2. Thereafter,
using SIC, the BS removes sc,1 to then decode the radar signal,
and stream sc,2. As mentioned in Section II, the analysis is for
the case when there is an overlap between the communication
signal and the radar return signal, i.e., the radar signal and the
communication signal are received simultaneously [2]–[4].

C. Radar Return Signal With Second Communication Stream
As Interference

In this subsection, we derive the cramér-rao lower bound
(CRLB) for the the time-delay estimation of the radar signal.
To this end, we consider a simple matched filter or correlation
receiver for time-delay estimation [4]. Assuming perfect SIC
of the first communication stream sc,1; as considered in [4] for
deriving the inner bounds on performance of a joint sensing-
communication system for spectral sharing with SIC; the
received signal at the time-delay estimator is expressed as

z (t) = ar
√
Pr r (t− τr) + bc

√
Pc,2 sc,2 (t) + n (t) . (11)

It is important to note that sc,2 (t) and τr are independent of
each other. Therefore, the presence of bc

√
Pc,2 sc,2 (t) adds

an independent, deterministic constant interference within the
overlap period, which effectively increases the total noise
variance. The CRLB for the estimation of τr through the
considered correlation receiver would reflect this increased
noise variance. This approach is justified when the commu-
nication and radar signals overlap in the complex baseband,
and the symbol duration of the communication signal is much
larger than the radar pulse duration T , which is generally
the case given the requirements of range resolution in radar.
Additionally, this configuration can be achieved by having the
BS send instructions to the communication user, as outlined
at the beginning of Section II.2 To derive inner bounds on the
performance of the joint sensing-communication system using
RS, we account for the worst-case interference introduced
by the secondary communication stream to the radar signal,
which is the peak power of the second communication stream
in baseband. Subsequently, we derive the CRLB for time-
delay estimation in the presence of the second communication
stream and noise. To this end, the probability density function

2The authors wish to emphasize that when the symbol length of the
communication signal is comparable to T , biased estimate of the time-delay
may arise, particularly in cases where the pulse shape of the communication
signal deviates from a rectangular form. Such scenarios will arise when
the symbol length of the communication signal is significantly reduced, and
should be investigated in future research.



of the received signal with θ = τr as the parameter of interest
is given by

p (z (t) ; θ) =
1

πσ2
eff
e
−|z(t)−ar

√
Prr(t−τr)|2
σ2

eff , (12)

where σ2
eff = σ2

n + |bc|2Pc,2 is the combined noise variance
and interference from stream sc,2 (t). Note that for time-delay
estimation within an overlap period, the value of σ2

eff will be
σ2
n + |bc|2Pc,2|sc,2|2, where |sc,2|2 is the peak interference

from the second communication stream. However, since we
are interested in the ergodic performance of the radar estima-
tion information rate bound, we consider the expected value
of |sc,2|2. Moreover, the consideration allows us analytical
tractability. Subsequently, using (12), we can compute the
Fisher Information, which then allows us to derive the CRLB
for the estimate of τr as [4], [10]

σ2
τr,est ≥

(
σ2
n + |bc|2Pc,2

2γ2B2 (TB) |ar|2Pr

)
. (13)

With the obtained CRLB for time-delay estimation, we cal-
culate the radar estimation information rate [2]–[4]. This esti-
mation information rate is the data information rate equivalent
of the communication user, and constitutes the entropy of the
parameter being estimated and the entropy associated with the
uncertainty of the estimation [4], [11], expressed as

Rest ≤
δ

2T
log2

(
1 +

σ2
τr,proc

σ2
τr,est

)
(14)

where δ is the radar duty factor, such that Tpri = T/δ. Next,
with the estimated time-delay, we suppress the radar signal
from z (t) and estimate the second communication stream.

D. Second Communication Stream With Estimated Radar Re-
turn Suppressed

The received signal at the communication receiver with
estimated radar return suppressed can be written as

ỹ (t) =bc
√
Pc,2 sc,2 (t)+√

Pr ar [r (t− τr)− r (t− τr,est)] + n (t) ,
(15)

where during any kth observation we now have τ
(k)
r = τ

(k)
r,est+

nτr,est, similar to the predicted radar return. Moreover, the
lower bound on the variance of nτr,est is obtained in (13).
Subsequently, the interference plus noise for sc,2 is

nint+n,2 ≈
√
Pr ar

∂ r (t− τr)

∂t
nτr,est + n (t) ,

σ2
int+n,2 =Pr|ar|2γ2B2σ2

τr,est + σ2
n

(16)

Following this, the data information rate for the second com-
munication stream can be calculated. To this end, in the next
section we calculate the performance bounds for both the radar
target and the communication user.

III. PERFORMANCE BOUNDS

In this section, we delineate bounds on the performance of
the joint sensing-communication system for the RS strategy.
As mentioned earlier, we consider ergodic radar estimation in-
formation rate for the radar target and ergodic data information
rate for the communication user as performance measures. To
this end, the bounds are derived assuming that the radar pulse
duration T is held constant [4]. Subsequently, using equations
(13) and (14), the ergodic radar estimation information rate
bound for the target is given by

RRS
est ≤

δ

2T
log2

(
1 +

2σ2
τr,procγ

2B2 (TB) |ar|2Pr

σ2
n + |bc|2Pc,2

)
. (17)

Note that the bound is reached if the estimator can reach the
CRLB bound. Next, the bound on the data information rate
of the communication user is given by RRS

c ≤ Rc,1 + Rc,2,
where Rc,1 and Rc,2 are the data rates of the split parts of the
communication user’s message, expressed as

Rc,1 =B log2

(
1 +

|bc|2Pc,1

σ2
n + Pr|ar|2γ2B2σ2

τr,proc + |bc|2Pc,2

)

Rc,2 =B log2

(
1 +

|bc|2Pc,2

σ2
n + Pr|ar|2γ2B2σ2

τr,est

)
. (18)

The inner bounds on the performance of the communication
user can be obtained by varying the power split between Pc,1

and Pc,2 as Pc,1 = (1 − α)Pc and Pc,2 = αPc, where α ∈
[0, 1]. Next, utilizing (17)-(18), we calculate the optimal α for
which the communication user achieves the maximum ergodic
data information rate.

A. Optimal Power Split
The optimal power split, αRS

max, for which the communication
rate is maximum can be derived as

argmax
α∈[0,1]

Rc,1 +Rc,2 (19)

To obtain αRS
max, we differentiate the sum Rc,1 + Rc,2 with

respect to α and set the derivative equal to zero, leveraging
the concavity of the sum over α ∈ [0, 1]. Subsequently, we
first calculate the derivative as

∂ (Rc,1 +Rc,2)

∂α
=

|bc|2Pc

σ2
n + α|bc|2Pc

− |bc|2Pc

σ2
n + α|bc|2Pc + Pr|ar|2γ2B2σ2

τr,proc

− |bc|2Pc

σ2
n (2TB + 1) + α|bc|2Pc

(20)

Equating (20) to zero results in a quadratic equation with
respect to α, given by(

|bc|2Pc

)3
α2

+ 2
(
|bc|2Pc

)2
σ2
nα+

(
σ4
n|bc|

2
Pc

)
− 2σ2

n|bc|
2
PcPr|ar|2γ2B2σ2

τr,procTB = 0. (21)



Solving (21), the α for which communication user’s rate is
maximum is obtained as

αRS
max =

−σ2
n + |ar|γBσproc

√
PrTB

|bc|2Pc

. (22)

B. Inner Bounds on Performance with Baseline Schemes

For comparison, we also delineate the inner bounds on
the performance of the joint sensing-communication system
considered in this work for isolated spectral allocation (ISA),
and resource sharing with SIC only. The readers are requested
to refer to [2]–[4] for a detailed discussion on the inner bounds
of these approaches. Following this, the performance inner
bounds for ISA are given by [4]

RISA
est ≤ δ

2T
log2

(
1 +

2σ2
τr,procγ

2 (1− µ)
2
B2TB|ar|2Pr

σ2
n

)
,

RISA
c ≤µB log2

(
1 +

|bc|2Pc

µσ2
n

)
, (23)

where µ ∈ [0, 1] partitions the total bandwidth B into two sub-
bands, one for the radar target, Br = (1−µ)B, and the other
for the communication user, Bc = µB [4]. With this approach,
each functionality operates without interference from the other.

Next, for resource sharing with SIC only, the performance
bounds are obtained by considering decoding of the com-
munication user’s signal first and removing it using SIC [2].
Subsequently, the time-delay estimation is done without any
interference from the communication functionality. Conse-
quently, the inner bounds on the performance of the joint
sensing-communication system with SIC is given by

RSIC
est ≤ δ

2T
log2

(
1 +

2σ2
τr,procγ

2B2 (TB) |ar|2Pr

σ2
n

)

RSIC
c ≤B log2

(
1 +

|bc|2Pc

σ2
n + Pr|ar|2γ2B2σ2

τr,proc

)
. (24)

In the next section, we present the derived inner bounds on the
performance of the joint sensing-communication system, com-
paring the outcomes achieved with rate splitting (RS), spectral
isolation (ISA), and successive interference cancellation (SIC)
under a specific example parameter set.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we demonstrate the derived inner bounds on
the performance of the joint sensing-communication system
with RS. To this end, the parameters considered are delineated
in Table I [4]. We assume that the signal of the communication
user is received through an antenna sidelobe, leading to differ-
ent radar and communications receive signal gains. Together
with the antenna gains, we calculate |ar| using [10, eq. (2.8)],
whereas |bc| is calculated using the standard free-space path-
loss model. Moreover, στr,proc is calculated by dividing the
target process standard deviation by the speed of light. We
emphasize that the choice of parameters and models discussed
above follows from [4] to ensure a fair comparison with the
baseline techniques, ISA, and SIC. These results are readily

Table I: Simulation parameters

Parameter Value

Bandwidth (B) 5 MHz
Frequency (f) 3 GHz
Effective Temperature 1000K
Communications range 10 km
Communications power (Pc) 100 W
Communications antenna gain 0 dBi
Communications receiver side-lobe gain 10 dBi
Radar target range 100 Km
Radar antenna gain 30 dBi
Radar Power (Pr) 100 kW
Target cross section 10m2

Target process standard deviation 100m
Time-Bandwidth product (TB) 100
Radar duty factor (δ) 0.01

applicable to any cellular scenario with parameters in Table I
scaled proportionally as needed. Finally, the bounds illustrated
in this section are obtained by producing the convex hull of
all contributing inner bounds [4].

Fig. 3 illustrates the inner bounds on the performance of
the joint sensing-communication system, with an RS scheme
for the communication user and SIC at the joint receiver
at the BS. For comparison, ISA and resource sharing with
SIC only (labeled as SIC) are used as baselines [2], [4].
We start by discussing the inner bounds of these baseline
schemes first. With ISA, as µ increases from 0 to 1, the
ergodic radar estimation information rate decreases while the
communication user’s data information rate rises. This increase
in the communication user’s ergodic rate is expected since
more bandwidth is allocated to it. The inner bounds with SIC
are represented by the green vertical line. Points on this line
are achieved by gradually increasing the communication user’s
transmit power from 0 to Pc. The maximum ergodic data
information rate for the communication user, shown in Fig. 3,
corresponds to the full transmit power Pc as described in (24).
Since time-delay estimation is done after SIC of the commu-
nication signal, the radar estimation information rate remains
unaffected by changes in the communication user’s transmit
power. However, the performance of the communication user
is interference limited, stemming from the radar signal.

Turning to the RS scheme, the inner bounds are obtained
by varying α from 0 to 1. At α = 0, Pc,2 = 0, so the inner
bounds curve for RS begins at the upper vertex of the SIC
vertical line, as both achieve the same ergodic performance
measures; see equations (17), (18), and (24). As α increases,
the radar’s ergodic estimation information rate decreases,
while the communication user’s ergodic data information rate
rises. This results from the increased Pc,2, which raises the
effective noise σ2

eff for radar sensing, thus increasing the
CRLB for target estimation. Consequently, the uncertainty
in estimating the desired radar parameter τr rises, reducing
the radar’s ergodic estimation information rate. In contrast,
the communication user’s data information rate improves due
to the flexibility of the RS scheme. Splitting the message
allows for the two streams to experience different interference
levels: sc,1 countenances interference from both the predicted
radar return suppressed signal and sc,2, while sc,2 only faces
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communication user.

interference from the estimated radar return suppressed signal.
Thus, up to a certain Pc,2, the total data information rate of the
communication user increases. However, as Pc,2 grows large,
the rate of sc,1 severely declines, radar estimation information
rate degrades further, and increasing interference from the
estimated radar return suppressed signal causes the rate ofsc,2
to deteriorate as well. As a result, the overall ergodic data
information rate of the communication user starts decreasing
after a certain value of α, i.e., power split for RS.

We determine the point of change of direction for the RS
curve from equation (22). For the parameters set out in Table
I, the value of αRS

max = 0.0071. The obtained value of αRS
max is

verified by obtaining the value of α from Fig. 3 for which the
RS curve has maximum value. We would like to emphasize
that the small value of αRS

max in this case is due the proximity
of the communication user with the BS, compared to the radar
target. The received signal strength of the communication user
is significantly higher than the radar target’s echo. Therefore,
the first communication stream experiences relatively low
interference from the radar target, and, in turn, less power
allocation is needed to the second communication stream. The
reasoning can be verified by observing the value of αRS

max for
communication range 50 km keeping other parameters the
same, which comes out to be 0.18.

Finally, when all the power is allocated to Pc,2, the com-
munication user’s ergodic performance is worse than that of
ISA and SIC approaches. The left end point of the RS curve
demonstrates that doing sensing by treating entire communi-
cation signal as interference is detrimental to both sensing
and communication performance. Nevertheless, RS scheme
achieves significantly better inner bounds on performance of
the joint sensing-communication system than ISA and SIC up
to a certain power split, which can be utilized to achieve better
performance trade-off between the two functionalities.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS

In this paper, we provided a novel approach based on RS
at the communication user and SIC at the BS for producing
joint sensing-communications performance inner bounds. With

ergodic radar estimation information rate as the performance
measure for the radar target, and ergodic data information
rate for the communication user, inner bounds on performance
with RS are investigated and compared with that of baseline
schemes; spectral isolation, and spectral sharing with SIC.
We demonstrated that RS efficiently manages the interference
between the sensing and communication functionalities and
achieved a larger inner bound than the baseline approaches up
to a certain power split. With the BS aware of and able to
control radar and communication parameters and constraints,
the operating region can be determined for the joint system
depending on its requirements. Additionally, we derive a
closed-form expression for the optimal power split that maxi-
mizes the ergodic data information rate of the communication
user. As a consequence, while the original concept of RS
deals only with digital signals, this work puts forth RS as
a general method for including non-orthogonal access for
sensing signals. Resultantly, we provided a systematic and
parametrized way to effectuate non-orthogonal sensing and
communication waveforms.

Building on this work, future research can explore two
main directions. The first is extending the current model to
multiple users, which would require optimizing user grouping
(including the radar target), power allocation and decoding
order for RS, incorporating multi-antenna settings, etc. The
second direction involves expanding the system model to case
of comparable pulse duration of radar and symbol length of
the communication user. The authors are currently exploring
both directions to evaluate RS performance for joint sensing-
communication systems across various configurations.
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