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Abstract—In this paper, we propose a bi-static multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) integrated sensing and communication
(ISAC) system to detect the arrival of ultra-reliable and low-latency
communication (URLLC) messages and prioritize their delivery. In
this system, a dual-function base station (BS) communicates with
a user equipment (UE) and a sensing receiver (SR) is deployed
to collect echo signals reflected from a target of interest. The
BS regularly transmits messages of enhanced mobile broadband
(eMBB) services to the UE. During each eMBB transmission, if
the SR senses the presence of a target of interest, it immediately
triggers the transmission of an additional URLLC message. To
reinforce URLLC transmissions, we propose a dirty-paper coding
(DPC)-based technique that mitigates the interference of both
eMBB and sensing signals. For this system, we formulate the rate-
reliability-detection trade-off in the finite blocklength regime by
evaluating the communication rate of the eMBB transmissions, the
reliability of the URLLC transmissions and the probability of the
target detection. Our numerical analysis show that our proposed
DPC-based ISAC scheme significantly outperforms power-sharing
based ISAC and traditional time-sharing schemes. In particular,
it achieves higher eMBB transmission rate while satisfying both
URLLC and sensing constraints.

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) is enabled by
higher frequency bands, wider bandwidths and denser distri-
butions of massive antenna arrays. Such integration is mutually
beneficial to sensing and communication tasks thus offering var-
ious use cases for autonomous driving, smart factories, and other
environmental-aware scenarios in 6G [1]-[5]]. Many of these use
cases also require ultra-reliable and low-latency communication
(URLLC), a feature introduced in SG and expected to be further
advanced in 6G [6[]-[9].

Despite great progress to achieve the required latency and
reliability, 5G URLLC still does not meet all key performance
metrics needed for diverse mission-critical applications. One of
the main challenges arises from the random generation nature
of URLLC services, as their generation is often linked to the
occurrence of critical, time-sensitive events in the environment.
Another challenge is the coexistence of URLLC services with
other 5G/6G services such as enhanced mobile broadband
(eMBB) type services that depend largely on high transmis-
sion rate and are less sensitive to delay. Different coexistence
strategies have been studied in the literature [10]-[14]. For
example, the work in [11] proposes a puncturing strategy in
which the on-going eMBB transmission stops upon the arrival of
URLLC messages. The work in [[12]] shows that a superposition
coding strategy in which the transmitter simply sends a linear
combination of eMBB and URLLC signals outperforms the

puncturing strategy. A dirty-paper coding (DPC) [15], [16]
based joint transmission strategy is proposed in [13] which
also outperforms the puncturing technique. Theses studies either
assume a deterministic model or a random model with Bernoulli
distribution for the arrival of URLLC messages, which have
shortcomings in offering a practical model for the stochastic
nature of this type of services.

In this work, we propose a bi-static MIMO ISAC-enabled
URLLC system that supports the joint transmission of eMBB
and URLLC services. This system uses its own sensory data
to trigger URLLC transmissions with no assumption on their
arrival distribution. The setup consists of one base station (BS),
one user equipment (UE), one target and one sensing receiver
(SR). The BS accommodates the transmission of both eMBB
and URLLC type services. The eMBB message arrives at the
beginning of the transmission slot and its transmission lasts over
the entire slot. We divide the eMBB slot into smaller blocks.
In each block, the BS transmits dual-function signals enabling
simultaneous communication and sensing tasks. In each block,
if the SR senses the presence of the target, it triggers the
transmission of an additional URLLC message over the next
immediate block. In blocks with no URLLC transmission, the
dual function signal is generated using DPC to precancel the
interference of sensing signal from the eMBB transmission
[17]. In blocks with joint URLLC and eMBB transmissions,
to increase the reliability of the URLLC transmission, we also
propose a DPC based method to generate the dual function
signal. In this method, we first precancel the interference of the
sensing signal from the eMBB transmission, and then precancel
the interference of both eMBB and sensing signals from the
URLLC transmission. After each block, the UE attempts to
decode a URLLC message, and after the entire transmission
slot it decodes the eMBB message.

For this system, we formulate the rate-reliability-detection
trade-off in the finite blocklength regime [18]]. Specifically,
we upper bound the eMBB rate while treating the interfer-
ence of URLLC as noise. We measure the reliability of the
almost interference-free URLLC transmissions by evaluating the
corresponding decoding error probability. Finally, we calculate
the target detection probability under the interference of both
URLLC and eMBB. Through numerical analyses we show that
our proposed DPC-based ISAC scheme outperforms the power-
sharing and the time-sharing schemes by achieving higher
eMBB rate while accommodating the URLLC constraints and
the sensing constraints of the target detection.
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Fig. 1: An illustration of the system model: (a) no target is
detected, (b) detection of a target, (c) example of transmission
blocks with 1 = 4.

II. PROBLEM SETUP

Consider a bi-static MIMO ISAC system where a BS is
communicating with a UE and simultaneously wishes to sense
a target of interest. A SR is deployed to collect echo signals
reflected from the targelﬂ The BS is equipped with ¢ transmit
antennas, the UE and the SR each are equipped with r receive
antennas. The BS communicates both eMBB and URLLC type
messages to the UE. Assume n is the total communication frame
length. The eMBB message m. is uniformly distributed over
a given set M, := {1,..., M.} and is sent over the entire
transmission interval n. We divide n into 1 blocks each of
length ¢ (i.e., n = n - {), as in Fig. 1| Denote by P, p as the
target detection probability in block b. In each block b € [r],
with [n] := {1,...,n}, the BS transmits an additional URLLC
message myy to the UE with probability P,_;p which is
the target detection probability in the previous block b — 1.
With probability 1 — P,_; p no URLLC message is generated.
The message my y is uniformly distributed over a given set
My :={1,..., My}. For each b € [n], if a URLLC message is
generated, then we set A, = 1, and otherwise we set A, = 0.
Note that A; = 0 with probability 1. Define

Barrival 1= {b S [77} Ay = 1}7 (1

as the set of blocks in which an additional URLLC message is
generated.

A. Communication Received Signal at the UE

At the end of each block b € [1], the UE receives the signal
Yoe = [Yoe1---Yoer] € Ct" from the BS. Assume a
MIMO memoryless Gaussian quasi-static fading channel. The
channel input-output relation in each block b € [n] is given by

Yb,c = (Xb,c + Xb,s)Hb,c + Nb,c, (2)

where X, . € C*** is the communication signal, Xp,s € Ct*t s
the sensing signal, Y, . € C**" is the communication channel

'We assume that the UE is not within the SR sensing range. Hence, the SR
does not receive echo signals from the UE. We also assume that the SR and
the BS can communicate over an interference-free backhaul link.

output, Hy, . € C**" is the communication channel matrix, and
Ny, € C*" is additive noise at the UE whose entries are i.i.d.
N(0,1) and is independent of Hy.. Let X, = X, + X3 5, and
denote X := [Xy,...,X;]. The input matrix X is admissible if
it belongs to the following set:

Px(P) = {X € C™": Tr (XX") <P}, (3)

that implies a power constraint on the input matrix X by upper
bounding the trace of XX with nP. Assume that the channel
state information is known at both the BS and the UE. We
next introduce a communication channel code notation for this
setting.

Definition 1: A  communication

(n, Mo, My, egn), {ep,u}]_,) consists of:

o Anencoder f, : MexCt*™ — C'*" that at each block b ¢
Barival maps the message me € M. and the channel Hy .
to a codeword X . = fe(me, Hp,.) for each me € M. and
Hb,c € Ctxr,

e An encoder f, : M x My x C*" — C!*7 that at each
block b € Byiva maps the message pair (me, mpy) and
the channel H, . to a codeword Xy . = f (e, mp,u, Hp c)
for each me € Me, mpy € My and H, . € CH*".

o A decoder gy, : C™" x C**" — My that in each
block b € Byyivar produces

MU = Gb,u(Yo,co Hoe), 4

and produces 1,y = 0 if b ¢ Bymiva. For each message
my u, the average error probability is defined as

channel code

ep,u := Po_1,0P[1p,u # mip,u|b € Barriva)
+(1 — Pp_1p)Plriw,u # 0|b ¢ Barrival].  (5)

o A decoder g, : C"*" x Ct**" — M, that at the end of the
entire n channel uses produces

Me :ge(Yl,ca---aYn,caHl,cw-'an,c)- (6)

The average error probability of the eMBB message m, is
defined as
€M) = Plre # me). (7)

€

B. Target Echo Signal Model

In block b € [n], after transmitting X, the SR receives the
reflected echo matrix Yy = [Yp1...Ypsr] € C¥7. The
target detection problem in each block is formulated by defining
the following two hypotheses:

Ho: Yps = Nps, (8)
Hi: Yb,s = (Xb,c + Xb,s)Hb,s + Nb,37 &)
where Hp, s € C**" is the target channel response matrix and
N, € C*" is additive noise matrix with each entry having
zero mean and unit variance. The optimal detector for this

problem is the likelihood ratio test (LRT) [19] and is given
by

(10)



where f (Y4, ;|Ho) and f (Y4 s ;|#H1) are the probability
density functions (pdf) of the observation vector under the null
and alternative hypotheses, respectively, and ¢ := min{r,¢}.
Denote by P, p and Py s the target detection and false alarm
probabilities of block b, respectively. These probabilities are
given by

Pb7[) = ]P)[Tb > 5|H1],
Pb,FA = ]P)[Tb > 5|H0]

(11a)
(11b)

In our analysis, the threshold J is set to ensure the desired
probability of false alarm. In each block b, we assume that
the SR has the full knowledge of the sensing channel state
information and the sensing signal X , but the communication
signal X, . is unknown to the SR.

Proposition 1: Given n,n and P, let R, := log% be the
eMBB transmission rate. The rate-reliability-detection trade-off
is

max Re (12a)
fx(x)ePx (P)

subject to egn) < €e, (12b)

epu < ey, Vbe[n], (120)

Pyp > Pp, Vbe[n], (12d)

where Px (P) is defined in (3).

III. CODING SCHEME

In each block b € [n], codewords are generated such that the
total transmit power is upper bounded by /P thus satisfying the
power constraint (3) over the 7 blocks. In each block b ¢ Byivals
we employ a DPC technique with parameter a1 € [0,1] to
precancel the interference of the sensing signal from the eMBB
transmission. In each block b € B, va Where the BS has
both eMBB and URLLC messages to send, we employ a DPC
technique to improve the reliability of the URLLC transmission.
In this technique, we first precancel the interference of the
sensing signal from the eMBB transmission using a DPC with
parameter a2 € [0, 1], and then precancel the interference of
both eMBB and sensing signals from the URLLC transmission
using a DPC technique with parameter «,, € [0, 1].

A. Codebook construction

Choose Sy, Bs.1,8s,2 € [0,1]. To improve the finite block-
length performance, all codewords are uniformly distributed on
the power shell. Denote a centered ¢-dimensional sphere of
radius 7 by S¢(r). For each block b € [r] and for each j € [¢],
generate the following codewords.

e For each v € [M,] and each realization m € [My],
generate codewords V', ;(m, v) by picking them uniformly
over Sy (\/ﬁ(ﬁu +a2(1 - Bu))P>.

o For each s € [M;] and each realization m’ € [M,], ran-
domly draw two codewords: a codeword 51()1]) (m/, s) uni-

formly distributed on S, (\/K(ﬁ&l +aZ (1- 5511))P);
and a codeword Sg?}(m’ ,$) uniformly distributed on

> (\/6(1 = Bu)(Bs2 + 02, (1 - /5572))P).

e For each s € [M,], randomly draw two code-
words: a codeword X gfjl)(s) uniformly distributed on

Se ( (1 — ﬂs,l)P); and a codeword Xl(ff)(s) uniformly
distributed on S (\/m B0 = ﬁs,g)P).

All codewords are chosen independently of each other.

B. Encoding

1) Encoding at each block b ¢ Bgyiva: In each block b ¢
Baiva and each j € [t], the BS first picks its sensing signal
X gsjl) (s) and then uses DPC to encode its eMBB message me
while precanceling the interference of its own sensing signal.
Specifically, it chooses an index s such that the

XD = 8iH (e, s) — a1 XY (13)
lies in the set D(¢F;,1P,(s1) for a given (1 > 0 where
D(a,() = {w:a_gg || ga}. (14)

For simplicity, we assume that at least one such a codeword ex-
ists. If multiple such codewords exist, the index s* is chosen at

random from this set, and the BS sends X = [ X 1,..., X 4]
with
e, 1 s,1 .
X=XV + X500, jelt. (15)

2) Encoding at each block b € Byuiva: In each block b €
Barival, the BS has both eMBB and URLLC messages to send.
For each j € [t], it first picks its sensing signal X l(ff (s). It then
uses DPC to encode its eMBB message m. while precanceling
the interference of its own sensing signal. More specifically it

chooses an index s such that

X&) = 81 (me, 5) — e 2 X (5D (16)

lies in the set D (¢{f852(1 — Bu)P, (s 2) for a given (o > 0.
Then it employs DPC to encode m; y while precanceling the
interference of its own sensing and eMBB signals X }ff) +

X 1(;;2)' Specifically, it chooses an index v such that the sequence
X33 = Vaglmaw,0) = o (X7 X00) ()

lies in the set D (¢3,P, () for a given (,, > 0. If multiple such
codewords exist, indices s* and v* are chosen at random from

these sets, and the BS sends X, = [ X4 1, ..., X] with
Xpy =X\ + XS0+ X3P el as)

C. Decoding
1) Decoding of URLLC Messages: At the end of each
block b € [n], the UE observes the channel outputs Yy .
(nge’l) + Xl()SJ))Hb,c + Nb,c
(Xl()U) + Xl()e,2) + XES’Z))HZ),C + Nb,c

if b ¢ Barrival

0.W.

ch:

3

19)

Define the information density metric between y,, . and v, :=
[Ub1,...,Vpq] DY:

fo,c (yb,c)

©)

iy, (Vb3 ¥p,c) i= log (20)



The UE then chooses the pair
(V)

(m*,v*) = argmaxi; (Vo3 ¥y..)- (21)
m,v ’
Given a threshold dy, if for this pair
iy (i ¥p,0) > 0 22)

the UE chooses (1pu,0) = (m*,v*). Otherwise the UE de-
clares that no URLLC message has been received and indicates
it by setting 7, y = 0. Define

Bdetecl = {b € [T)] : mb,U 7é 0}7 (23)
Bdecode = {b € Bdelect : mb,U = mb,U}7 (24)

where Bgeweer denotes the set of blocks in which a URLLC
message is detected and Bgecoge denotes the set of blocks in
which a URLLC message is decoded correctly.

2) Decoding the eMBB Message: The UE decodes its eMBB
message based on the output of the entire 7 blocks. Let Y. :=
(Yic,...,Yy.]. Given that the URLLC messages interfere on
the eMBB transmissions, the UE treats URLLC transmissions as
noise. Therefore, the decoding of the eMBB message depends
on the detection of URLLC messages sent over the 7 blocks. Let
By, be the reahzatlon of the set Byeeor defined in (23)). Also, let
Se1 1= {sb }og B> and e i= {sg )}begd[ Given By, the UE
decodes its eMBB message based on the outputs of the entire n
channel uses by looking for an index pair (m’, s) such that its
corresponding codewords {se 2(m/, s),Se,1(m’, s)} maximize

i(e) (Se 25 8e,1; ycllgdelect = Bdt) =

fy (1) yb | )
ISy ¢

log | I 2re +log| I
b%B fo (‘(yb C)

bE Bt

1
fo,c|s£2) (yb,c|sl() ))

fo,c (yb,c)

among all codewords {se 2(m’, s),s¢1(m/, s)}.

(25)

IV. MAIN RESULTS

For each b € [n], let vp1 > Yp,2 > ... > Y 4 be the ¢ largest
eigenvalues of Hszb,s. We have the following lemma on the
target detection probability.

Lemma 1: The target detection probability is given by

Poo =1~ Fg, (Fg!(1= Pin)) .

where Ppy is the desired false alarm probability,

Xi({ws,j}ioq, 6 e }j=1) and Xo({we,;} 1, 0, {5 }]21)
are generalized chi-square distributions with

(26)

(1= k1)P
Woj = 7 _T_b’j(‘ 1 ljl) B’ (27a)
Yo, (1 — K1)
1—wy 2
pj i= KalP (wb”) : (27b)
J
'Vb,jEP 55,1 + sz) b ¢ Ba.rrivalv
Dy = g (27¢)
WilP (Bu+22)  ow.
where
Ky Ko(l — 045,1)2, b & Barrival 28)
C k(1= aw)?(1 — as2)?, ow.

b §é Barrival
0.W.

1= 4 L Ao, (29)
(1 - Bu)(l - 6572)7
and Fy (-) and Fg (-) are the corresponding CDFs.
Proof: See Appendix [A] [ |

For each b € [n], let Ay 1 > A\p2 > ... > Ap4 be the ¢ largest
eigenvalues of chHb,c- We have the following lemma on the
URLLC decoding error probability.

Lemma 2: The average URLLC decoding error probability is
upper bounded by

evu < Po_1pPy1+ (1—Po_1p)Pug (30
where
Pyy = (Gua+ (Bupn)™M +éy,), (3D
fhy MM
Pyo = <1 - (1 - MUMU> > ; (32)

_ —log(MyM,) + ¢Cy — Ky log(()) B

= + ) 33
=@ ( VEVy Vi &3
i 2 [log2 2B

== +22), 34
fu2 =y, ( 5 \/Z) (34

for some Ky > 0 and B > 0 and where Q(-) is the Q-function
and
q

Cy:= ZC(Qb,J Vy = ZV Dy 5), (35)
j=1
with C(¢) = 4 log(1 + ), V(x) := % and
(1= (1= 1— 2 P
Qb,j = Ab’]( ( ﬁu)( Oéu) ) (36)

14+ X (1 —ow)?(1 — Bu)P
Proof: See Appendix |Bl The proof follows by analyzing
the following three error events:

SUJ = {b ¢ Bdetect|b € Barrival}; (37)
SU,2 = {b ¢ Bdeoode|b € Bdelect» be Barrival}7 (38)
EU,B = {b S Bdetect|b ¢ Barrival}a (39)

where £y,1 happens when the transmitted URLLC message
is not detected, £y o happens when the transmitted URLLC
message is detected by the UE but the decoded message does
not match the transmitted one, and &y 3 happens if no URLLC
message has been transmitted but the UE incorrectly declares
the detection of a URLLC message. [ ]
The following lemma is on the eMBB transmission rate.

Lemma 3: The eMBB transmission rate R, := log M. s upper
bounded by
V 1 log (M,
Re S Ce _ iQ—l(ee _ Ae) _ Ke Og(n) _ Og( S) (40)
n n n
for some K. > 0 and where
=3 Plal(1 = Pa)1PUIC, (41)
By
Ve =Y Pl (1 — Py )1~ 1Balv, 42)
Ba
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Fig. 2: Comparing our DPC-based scheme with power-sharing

and time-sharing schemes for P = 0.5, / = 150, n = 10,
Pra = 1076, €c = 1073,

1 q
=3 @)+ > @) | @
K J=1 bgBdt b€ By
q
EZ Svegh+ Y v, @
K Jj=1 \b¢Ba be By
where C(r) = § log(1 + ), V(@) i= 555,
QW . i1 = (1 —as1)*(L = Bs1))P 5)

b3 14+ A (1 — as1)2(1 — Bs1)P

0@ . A1 = ) (1= Bu)(1 = (1 = as0)*(1 = f,2))P
b T+ X (1= (1= ay)2(1 = Bu))P ’
(46)
Paet := Po_1.0(1 — (Eu 1) M) (1 —Py_1p)Py2,  (47)
B 4 21og 2
Aei= [1+—= (14— | + —=
¢ vn ( nf) nfe\/2nm
~(Pp_1p — ke ) Bal (&g 1 )MuMo — o )n—IBal 48

pgﬁddu — Pget)—|Bal

with ke 1= bel,D(gu,l)MU]w
(33) and (34), respectively.
Proof: See Appendix [C| [ |
By combining Lemmas [TH3| with Proposition [T} we have the
following theorem on the rate-reliability-detection trade-off.
Theorem 1: Given n and P, the rate-reliability-detection
trade-off is given by

v, and €y,; and €y are defined in

max C, — \/\Tte _ g o8t logMs) -y

B, n n n
S.t.: bel,DPU,l + (1 — Pb,LD)Pu)Q <ey, VD€ [’17], (49b)
1— Fg,(Fz' (1= Pa)) 2 Po, Vb€ [n), (49¢)

where /8 = {ﬁuvﬁs,laﬁs@} and o := {O‘ua 0&8,1,04572}.
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Fig. 3: Our proposed scheme with different values of the
URLLC decoding error probability threshold for P = 0.5,
=150, n =10, Ppa = 1075, ¢, = 1073,

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we numerically evaluate the rate-reliability-
detection trade-off of Theorem [T} Given P,n and 7 and ey, we
first find values of «, and 3, such that €,y is below ey in
all blocks. Meaning that the constraint @9b) is satisfied for all
blocks. Next, we maximize the upper bound on the eMBB rate
in @9a) over (s 1, fs,2, (ts 1, s 2 While satisfying the minimum
required target detection probability (i.e., Pp) over all blocks.

Fig. 2] illustrates the upper bound on the eMBB transmission
rate as a function of Pp for our DPC-based scheme, power-
sharing and time-sharing schemes when ey is fixed at 1072, In
the power-sharing scheme the BS sends a linear combination of
the sensing and communication signals and shares the transmit
power P between the two tasks. In the time-sharing scheme
sensing and communication tasks are performed independently
each using a portion of the blocklength n. As can be seen
from this figure, our scheme significantly outperforms the other
two schemes. Fig. [3] illustrates the upper bound on the eMBB
transmission rate as a function of Pp for our proposed scheme
under different levels of URLLC reliability. It can be seen that
as we decrease the required threshold on the URLLC decoding
error probability (i.e., ey) the eMBB rate decreases.

VI. CONCLUSION

We proposed a MIMO ISAC-enabled URLLC system where a
BS communicates with a UE and a SR collects echo signals re-
flected from a target of interest. The BS simultaneously transmit
messages from eMBB and URLLC services. During each eMBB
transmission, the transmission of an additional URLLC message
is triggered when the SR sensed the presence of the target. To
reinforce URLLC transmissions, the interference of both eMBB
and sensing signals were mitigated using DPC. For this system,
we formulated the rate-reliability-detection trade-off in the finite
blocklength regime. Our numerical analysis shows a significant
outperformance of our scheme over the power-sharing and the
time-sharing methods.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA[I]

The SR treats the interference of the communication signal
as noise. At each block b ¢ Byyival, the communication signal
only carries eMBB traffic, i.e., Xy . = X,()e b whereas, at each
block b € B,yival, the communication signal carries both eMBB
and URLLC traffic, i.e., Xy = XZ(JU) + X(e’Z) Denote by ¢ :=
min{¢,r} and let Ayb 1> Y2 > ... > g be the g largest
eigenvalues of Hy’ Z Hy.,. The LRT test in each block b € [1)] is
given by

ﬁ IACANNILCYE R (50)

Yb 57J|H0) 7-70

Given that Ny s ; ~ J\/(O,Ig), thus f (Y,s,5|Ho) is an iid
Gaussian distribution. However, due to our power-shell code
construction, f (Y s 5|#1) is non iid. Hence, we take a
change of metric measurement approach by introducing the
following new LRT test:

q
QY
Ty := log H Q¥ beyt) (51)

9,
Ybsg|HO) 750

Jj=1
where Q (Y ;|H1) is  iid Gaussian  distribution

N(Mb,jaggﬁjl—f)' If o ¢ Barrivah H'b,j = V7, T (51) and
0'13 =1+ 7;,](1 — (1 = Bs1)(1 — as1)?)P. Otherwise,

\/'yijb’ % and O’b =1+ 7,1 —(1-B)01 -
) (1 — Bs2)(1 — as2)? )P The test thus can be written as

J

~ a ||Yba_lll 4|2 Hy
Ty =Y ([ [Ypugl? - 2200 ) 260 (52)
j=1 Tb.j Ho
The probability of false alarm is given by
Pb,FA = P[Tb > (5|’H0] (53)
! INb,s,5 — 12
=P () (llf\’b,s,jl2 e TI ) s 5| (54)
j=1 Tb.j
q
= P[220 - )N + —,lub,jw
j=1 b,j
q
>0+ —lm ] 9
—1 %
j=1 g
=P ub>(5+z ||ub,j| : (56)
j=1 b»]
where
1 1
— 2
up 1= Z(l - ?)HNb,s,j + W”b,j” . (57)
j=1 J J
Given that Ny ~ N(0,1), then Ny, + 1.“1;,] ~
N (= o7 1/Lb],|g) and consequently [Ny, ; + — 1,ubJ||2

J
follows a non- central chi-square distribution w1th degree of ¢

and parameter W ||y, ;11* - Hence, w is the weighted sum

of independent non-central chi-square random variables. It thus
follows a generalized chi-square distribution. More specifically,

Up ~ /"?1({%,3‘}?:1’57 {Vbd'};]':l)v

where the parameters {wp ;}i_; and {1} ;}j_, are defined
in @7). Let Fy3 (-) denote the CDF of the corresponding
generalized chi-square distribution. The probability of false
alarm thus is given by

(58)

q
+Zaz

j=1 b3

Pypa =1~ ||Nb,g|\2 : (59)

For each block b, we fix the false alarm probability at Pgs. The
threshold § then is equal to

q
_ 1
PR P = Y P 60
j=1 "bJ
The target detection probability is given by
Pyp
=P[T} > 6|Hi] (61)
q
= P[> (INv0s + X /511
j=1
N+ Xoeiv/Toil?
_|| b,s,j 2177 \J 'Vb,g“ ) > (5} (62)
O'b .
q
{Z( 5 M Nbsj + Xobcjv/
j=1 7]
of . Kl
. 2
REX 2| (63
N ) +Z ai] i 12] (63)
=P [ab > Foi(1- PFA)] , (64)
where
q o2
ab = Z(l )||Nb 8,7 "‘\/'Vb,ij c,j +71p‘bd||2
j=1 va b,
(65)

Following the same argument provided for the false alarm
probability, one can obtain that w; is the weighted sum of
independent non-central chi-square random variables and thus
follows a generalized chi-square distribution as

iy ~ X ({wp 51921, 6 {75} I)), (66)

where the parameters {wp ;}i_, and {#;}j_, are defined
in @27). Let Fy (-) denote the CDF of the corresponding
generalized chi-square distribution.

Subsequently, the target detection probability is given by

Pop=1-Fg, (F/,gll(l — PFA)) . 67)

This concludes the proof.



APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA [2]

When channel state is known at both the BS and the UE, then
by performing a singular value decomposition, the MIMO chan-
nel in (@) is transferred into the following set of ¢ := min{¢, r}
parallel channels

Yicij=Xv;VA;+ Nocy,

for each j € [g] and each b € [n]. Here, \p1 > Npo >
> Mpg are the largest ¢ eigenvalues of Hb,cch and
Ny ; ~ N(0,1;) are independent noise vectors. Let A, =
[Ao1,---Abg]- We further assume that the encoders f. and
f» in Definition [T] act on A, instead of Hy .. Also, let X, :=
[Xp1,...,Xp,4]- The power constraint (3) applies that

(68)

q
DX < P

j=1

(69)

Note that, to improve the finite blocklength performance, all
the codewords are uniformly distributed on the power shell.
According to Shannon’s observation, the optimal decay of the
probability of error near capacity of the point-to-point Gaussian
channel is achieved by codewords on the power-shell [20]. As a
result of this code construction, the induced output distributions
vy vy (Yp.clve) and fy, (y,.) are non iid. We thus take a
change of metric approach and instead of the information den-
sity metric il()u)(Vb; Ys,c) defined in 20), we use the following
metric:

Qv oIV, (Yo.clve)
QYb,c (Yb,c)
where (Q’s are i.i.d Gaussian distributions.

Given that the channel state information is known at both BS
and UE, the information density metric can be written as

51(,U) (Vy; Yp,c) == log (70)

q
i (Vi Yoo) = Z i (Vosi Yoes):

j=1

(71)

The following lemma shows that the random variable
2,§U)(v,,; Ys,c) converges in distribution to a Gaussian distribu-
tion.

Lemma 4: The following holds:

iy (Vo3 Yo.0) ~ N (£Cu, V), (72)
where
q q
Cu=> C(y), Vu=> V() (73)
j=1 j=1
with C(z) = 3 log(1 +2), V(x) := 555 and Q, ; is defined
in (36).
Proof: The proof follows the same argument as the proof
of [21} Proposition 1]. [ |

We are now ready to analyze the URLLC decoding error
probability. Recall the definition of Byival, Baetect and Baecode

from (T, (23) and (24), respectively. In each block b € Bygival,
we have the following URLLC decoding error events:
5U,1 = {b ¢ Bdetect‘b S Barrival}7
gU,Q = {b ¢ Bdecode‘b S Bdetectv be Ban’ival}~

In each block b & Byiva We have the following error event:

{b € Byetect|b ¢ Baival }- (76)
The URLLC decoding error probability thus can be bounded by
eru < Poo1p (PEua] +Pléus]) + (1 — Po—1p)PlEu,s]. (T7)

In the following sections, we evaluate the occurrence probability
of each event individually.

1) Analyzing P[€y 1]: This error event is equivalent to the
probability that for all v € [M,] and for all m € [..., My]
there is no codeword V;(m,v) such that Eéu)(vb; Yo,.) > u.
Hence,

(74)
(75)

gu’g =

)MUM” (78)

PlEu] = (B[ (Vos Vi) < 8]

2) Analyzing P[Ey2]: This error event is equivalent to the
missed detection of the transmitted URLLC message. To evalu-
ate this probability, we use the threshold bound for maximum-
metric decoding. For any given threshold dy:

Pl < Bliy” (Vo (mn,u,v): Vo) < 0]

H(MyM, — VP (Vo(m!,0'); Yi.0) > 6u] (79)
where m' € [My], v € [M,] and (mpu,v) # (m',v") and
Vyp ~ fy, and is independent of V;, and Yy ..

3) Analyzing P[€y 3]: This error event is equivalent to the
probability that no URLLC has been sent over block b but there
is at least one codeword V, such that P[igu)(\_lb;Yb,c) > oyl

Hence,

MyM,
(80)

PlEua] = 1— (P (ViYoo) < o]
Combining (77), (78), (79) and (B0), we have
e,u < Py—1p (]P’[i;(,u)(vb; Yy.) < oy)MuMe

+P[if” (Vo Y.0) < by

+(MuM, — DPIY (Vy; Yo0) > 5U])

~ — MUMU
+(1- Py_1p) (1 - (P[igu)(vb;vb,c) < 5U]) ) .81
set
oy = log(MyM,) + Ky log(?) (82)

for some Ky > 0. To evaluate IP’[il()U)(Vb; Yy,.) > duy] we follow
[22, Lemma 47] which results in

. - 2 log2 2B
]P)[Zl()u)(vb;Yb,c) > dy] < My M, Ko <\/2gW + \/Z) . (83)

To evaluate P[igu)(vb(mbyu,v);vac) < dy] we employ the
Berry-Esseen central limit theorem (CLT) for functions [21}
Proposition 1] which results in

P[iéu)(vb; Yi,c) < 0yl



—log(MyM, — Kyl B
vE&Vy Vi
where Q(+) is the Q-function. Denote by
Pya = (éu1 + (6y1)MoMo 4 €u2) (85)
éus MyM,
Pio=(1-1|1- 86
U,2 ( ( My, ) ) , (86)
with
- —log(MuMq,) +(Cy — Ky log(ﬁ)) B
€ = G (87)
u1 =0 ( Ny i
N 2 (log2 2B
€U2 = — +—]. 88
U2 = g ( 57 \/Z) (88)
Combining (85)—(88) with concludes the proof.
APPENDIX C

PROOF OF LEMMA [3]

The eMBB message is decoded at the end of the entire n
channel uses. We have the following two eMBB decoding error
events:

ge,l
ge’g =

{Bdetect 7& Barrival}
{me 7é me‘Bdelect = Barrival}

Recall the definition of By, as the realization of the set Bgetect-
The average eMBB decoding error probability is bounded by

€<(5n) < ZP[Bdetect = Bdt]
Bdl

(Pl€e1|Baccs = Ba] + Plée2lBaceas = Bal)- O
1) Analyzing P[Baeecs = By Define
Paet := P[b € Barrivat] P[0 € Butetect|b € Barrivai]
+P[b ¢ Burival|P[b € Baetect|b ¢ Barrivall 92)
= Pyp_1,0(1 —Plu]) + (1 — Py—1,p)PlEus] (93)
Po_1,0(1 — (fy1)™™Me)

(89)
(90)

+(1=Pp_1,p) (1 — (1 — &y2)™M) (94)
‘We thus have
P[Baeeet = Bai] = PIE* (1 — Pyer)~ 14, (95)

2) Analyzing P[Ee 1|Baerecr = Bar): This error event is equiv-
alent to the probability that the set of blocks in which a URLLC
message is detected by the UE differs from the set of blocks in
which URLLC messages have been transmitted by the BS.

IPD[ge,l |Bdetecl = Bdt]

= ]P)[Bdelect 7é Barrival|8detect = Bd[] (96)
= ]P)[Barrival # Bdt|Bdetect = Bdt] (97)
=1- P[Barrival = Bdt|Bdetect = Bdt} (98)
]P)[Barrival = Bdt]P[Bdelecl = Bdt‘Barrival - Bdt]
- 99
]P)[Bdetect - Bd[] ( )
_ 1 (Pooap(1 = PEy])) P (P[] (1 = Py1,p))" 1P

PIEVI (L~ Py
(100)

3) Analyzing P[Ee 2| Bueteer = Bar): To evaluate this probabil-
ity, we first follow the argument provided in Appendix [B| and
introduce a new metric:

7(6) (se 2, Se,13 yc‘Bdetect = Bdl) =

logH —|— ogH

b¢ By bE By

be ‘5(2) yb(‘sb )

QYZ; (,( )

where (s are i.i.d Gaussian distributions. Following the same
argument as Lemma |4} we have the following lemma showing
O (Se,2:Se,1; Y| Baeteet = Bar) converges in distribution to a
Gaussian distribution.

Lemma 5: The following holds:

101
vaxyb L> (1ob

7

i© (Se,25Se,13 Y| Baeteer = Bar) ~ N(nCE7 n\~/e) (102)

where C, and V, are defined in and (44), respectively.
We now use the threshold bound for maximum-metric decoding
to evaluate P[E 2|Baetect = Bat]- For any given threshold Je:

[ e 2|Bdetecl = Bdt}
< ]P[ ( ) (Se,la e Qv ("Bdelect — Bdt) < 5 ]

+(McM — 1)PLi®) (Se,1,Se.2: Y| Baeteer = Bar) > 0], (103)

where SEJ ~ fg,m1 and Seg ~ f5e12

Se,1, Se2 and Y.
Set

and are independent of

de 1= log M + log M + K log(n) (104)

for some K. > 0.

To evaluate P[i(¢) (Se,1,Se2; Ye|Bacteet = Bar) < de] we em-
ploy the Berry-Esseen central limit theorem (CLT) for functions
[21} Proposition 1] which results in

]P)[Z(e) (Se,la e,23 C|Bdetect - Bdt) ) ]
= log(M,) — log(Ms)N—i- nCe — K. log(n) N E’
vV nVe Vn

(105)

for some B > 0 and where Q(+) is the Q-function. To evaluate
P[i(®) (5.5717 Se2; Y| Baeteot = Bdt) > J.] we follow [22, Lemma
47] which results in

]P)[Z(e) (ge,la e,2; cleetecl - Bdt) > 0, ]

< 2 log 2 L ﬁ
= M MpnEe \ \2rn  n )
By combining @I), (©3), (100), (103), (105) and (T06)

we have the following bound on the eMBB decoding error
probability:

n Bat
Eé ) Sle’lcletdl(lfp

Byt

m+Q<

(106)

—|B
det)n [ Ba|

log(M.M;) + nCe

VnVe

- K. log(n)> ] (107)



where A, is defined in ([#8). According to Proposition [T] it

is required that e¢"

(") {6 be bounded above by €, i.e., eV < e

Thus

ce > Y Photl(1 — Py~ 1Bal

Bt
—log(MM;) + née — K.log(n)

VnVe

Ae+Q

By taking the inverse of the ()-function, we have

log M,
<nCe— \/nVeQ_l(ee — Ae) — Kclog(n) — log M. (109)

Dividing both sides of (T09) by n concludes the proof.
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