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Abstract: Considering the advantages of multi-

input multi-output and orthogonal frequency divi-

sion multiplexing (MIMO-OFDM) in both commu-

nication and perception, in this paper, we investigate

a distributed integrated MIMO-OFDM dual-function

radar-communication (DFRC) system, in which com-

munication and probing are implemented simultane-

ously in different subcarrier sets. We first design the

beam pattern and transmission signals on sensing sub-

carriers, and derive Cramer-Rao Bound (CRB) of tar-

gets in detection area. Then, to obtain the best trade-

off between communication and sensing performance,

we maximize the transmission rate by jointly optimiz-

ing the power/subcarrier allocation and the selection

of radar receivers under the constraints of detection

performance and total transmit power. To tackle the

non-convex mixed integer programming problem, we

propose an alternative optimization algorithm, which

solves the original problem by solving two subprob-

lems iteratively. For given radar receivers set, the first

subproblem related to power/subcarriers allocation is

transformed into a semidefinite programming (SDP)

problem with difference of convex (DC) approxima-

tion. For given resource allocation, the second sub-

problem related to radar receivers selection is con-

verted to a convex quadratic integer problem. The

numerical results demonstrate that tradeoff relation-
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ship between communication performance and radar

performance as well as the performance improvement

through radar receivers selection.

Keywords: MIMO-OFDM, DFRC system, sensing

signal design, resource allocation, radar receivers se-

lection

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, to alleviate the congestion and short-

age of radio frequency (RF) spectrum resource, wire-

less communication systems are gradually operating

in the millimeter wave (mmWave) frequency band,

which overlaps with the operating frequency band of

the radar systems[1][2]. To address the possible inter-

ference between communication and radar, some spec-

trum coexistence schemes of radar system and com-

munication system have been researched[3]. On the

other hand, the similarity between radar and commu-

nication systems in terms of digital signal processing

as well as hardware architecture provides a realistic

possibility for the implementation of integrated radar

and communication systems.

The integrated waveform design of Dual-Functional

Radar-Communication (DFRC) systems is a primary

consideration. At present, integrated waveform design

for DFRC systems can be classified into two major

categories. The first type of integrated waveform real-

izes the information transmission by modulating com-

munication information onto the radar waveform[4].

For example, [5] designed a linear frequency modu-
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lated (LFM) waveform embedded with communica-

tion signals, [6] developed a theoretical framework for

intra-pulse radar-embedded communications and [7]

proposed an integrated waveform based on frequency-

diversity multi-input multi-output (FD-MIMO) by em-

bedding weighted phase-modulated signals into radar

waveform and achieved the best tradeoff between lo-

cation estimation and communication performance.

However, the above integrated waveforms have

some disadvantages such as low communication trans-

mission rate and inflexible demodulation methods. To

attain high spectral efficiency, the second type of in-

tegrated waveform directly uses the communication

waveform to complete the detection function. Can-

didate communication waveforms applicable to de-

tection mainly include spread spectrum signals and

orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM)

signals. Among them, spread spectrum signals have

good detection ability due to its good correlation

properties[8]. In [9], the integrated waveforms us-

ing different spread spectrum sequences were studied

and the effects of different kinds of spread spectrum

sequences on radar detection performance were com-

pared. [10] analyzed the ambiguity function perfor-

mance of spread spectrum symbol sequences and pro-

posed a symbol sequence optimization method to im-

prove the peak side lobe level. The OFDM waveform

inherits the advantages of LFM signal, which has large

time-bandwidth product and can improve the distance

resolution by joint time-frequency processing. [11]

analyzed the ambiguity function of the OFDM signals

and analysis results indicated that increasing OFDM

symbols can resolve the Doppler ambiguity. [12] con-

sidered the phase-coded OFDM signals in DFRC sys-

tem and the proposed methods can achieve higher-

resolution range-velocity profiles of the targets along

with the relative high data rate transmissions. An auto-

paired super-resolution range and velocity estimation

method in OFDM-DFRC systems was proposed in

[13], which improved the resolution of range and ve-

locity estimation without increasing the signal band-

width and coherent processing interval (CPI).

The combination of OFDM and MIMO technolo-

gies can further improve communication and detec-

tion performance by effectively utilizing spatial free-

dom [14], [15]. [16] designed a hybrid beamforming

scheme for wide band MIMO-OFDM DFRC systems,

which can achieve the satisfactory radar and commu-

nication performance. [17] presented a precoding-

based transmitter for MIMO-OFDM DFRC system,

where both the communication and radar waveforms

occupy the entire available bandwidth at the same

time and the BS communicates with multiple down-

link users by utilizing the predicted radar interference.

In [18], the radar performance is maximized under

constraints of transmit power as well as the communi-

cation error rate by selecting the transmit waveforms

and the receive filters.

In the aforementioned work, the DFRC systems

based on centralized MIMO architecture were mainly

considered. Compared with centralized MIMO radar,

distributed MIMO systems can further improve the ac-

curacy of target localization [19]. [20] studied the

radar receivers selection in distributed multiple-radar

system and proved that same localization accuracy

can be achieved by using only a fraction of available

radars. In addition, some literatures have investigated

the resource allocation in distributed MIMO DFRC

systems. [21] proposed a power allocation scheme for

target localization in distributed multiple-radar sys-

tems and showed that significant power savings can

be obtained with the proposed strategies. [22] studied

a narrowband distributed MIMO DFRC system which

optimized the power allocation to achieve the desired

Cramer-Rao Bound (CRB) of target and communica-

tion rate.

In the existing schemes, to the best of our knowl-

edge, the joint optimization of resource allocation and

sensors selection in distributed MIMO-OFDM DFRC

system was not investigated. Therefore, in this pa-

per, we investigate a distributed dual function MIMO-

OFDM system which implements communication and

probing in the mode of frequency division. To reduce

the feedback overhead and computational complexity,

a subset of active radar receivers are selected for pro-

cessing and feeding back echo signals. Inspired by

[23], at the transmitter we design different beamform-

ing vectors on the subcarriers for detection and com-

munication, respectively. Specifically, wide beam de-

sign scheme in [24] is adopted to guarantee the cov-

erages of detection beams and maximum radio trans-

mission (MRT) is adopted to design beamforming vec-

tor for communication. In addition, we derive CRB

as detection performance metric instead of transmit

beampattern in [23]. Compared to [22] which only

optimized power allocation, the best tradeoff between
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detection and communication performance is obtained

by jointly optimizing power/subcarrier allocation and

radar receivers selection. The contributions of this pa-

per are organized as follows.

• We propose a frequency division-based

communication-sensing fusion scheme in

MIMO-OFDM systems. That is, different

sets of subcarriers are used for communication

and detection respectively. In order to reduce

the feedback overhead of echo signals, we

restrict the number of active radar receivers.

We first determine the beamforming vector of

each subcarrier according to the function of the

subcarrier, and then analyze the CRB for different

detection areas as well as the transmission rate

for communication users.

• To achieve the best tradeoff between communi-

cation rate and detection performance, we for-

mulate a Mixed Integer NonLinear Programming

(MINLP) problem which maximizes the total

communication rate subject to constraints of de-

tection performance and transmit power. Since

the problem is difficult to tackle, we propose an

alternative optimization algorithm which solves

the original problem by solving two subprob-

lems iteratively. The first subproblem associated

with power and subcarriers resource allocation is

equivalently converted to be a semidefinite pro-

gramming (SDP) with difference of convex (DC)

approximation. The second subproblem related

to radar receivers selection is transformed into a

convex quadratic integer problem.

• Simulation results show that tradeoff relationship

between transmission rate and detection perfor-

mance with different parameters configuration in

distributed MIMO-OFDM DFRC system. The

radar performance improvement through radar re-

ceivers selection is also demonstrated. Compar-

ing with existing scheme, our proposed scheme

show the advantages in tradeoff performance.

The organization of this paper is listed below. Sec-

tion II introduces the system model and detection

beampattern design, Section III presents the derivation

of CRB of detection areas and communication perfor-

mance. In Section IV, the power/subcarriers allocation

and radar receivers selection are jointly optimized to

acheive the tradeoff between radar and communication

performance. Section V shows the simulation results,

and Section VI concludes the paper.

Figure 1. MIMO-OFDM based DFRC system model.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As showed in Fig.1, we consider an integrated MIMO-

OFDM system which consists of a transmit BS

equipped with Tx antennas, Rx single-antenna radar

receivers and a computation center. Suppose that the

integrated system serves for M single-antenna com-

munication users and probes an area which is divided

into disjoint N parts according to different beam cov-

erages. The transmit BS will simultaneously commu-

nicate with communication users and detect targets in

specific areas. Echo signals received by the radar re-

ceivers are sent back to the computation center for de-

tection and estimation. To reduce the feedback over-

head, only the selected radar receivers feed back in-

formation to computation center. The set of selected

radar receivers is determined by the computation cen-

ter. In particular, the computing center determines the

resource allocation and receiver set based on the chan-

nel information between the transmit BS and commu-

nication users, as well as the relative position between

the detection areas and transmit BS.

In one OFDM symbol duration, each subcarrier may

be used to communicate with one of communication

users or detect one of beam coverages. Therefore, the

baseband signal transmitted on k-th subcarrier in the
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lth OFDM symbol is given by

sk,l =
M∑

m=1

√
pkσ

C
k,mω

C
k,mb

C
k,m,l +

N∑

n=1

√
pkσ

R
k,nΩ

R
k,nb

R
k,n,l

(1)

where pk denotes the signal power on the k-th subcar-

rier, ωC
k,m ∈ CTx×1 is the beamforming vector for the

m-th communication user on the k-th subcarrier and

Ω
R
k,n ∈ CTx×Tx is the beamforming matrix for cover-

ing n-th detection area on the k-th subcarrier. σC
k,mand

σR
k,n are subcarrier allocation factors. If σC

k,m = 1,

the k-th subcarrier is allocated to m-th communication

user; if σR
k,n = 1, the k-th subcarrier is used to detect

the n-th subarea. Since one subcarrier could be only

assigned to one communication user or one detection

subarea, the following condition holds

M∑

m=1

σC
k,m +

N∑

n=1

σR
k,n = 1,∀k. (2)

bCk,m,l and bRk,n,l ∈ CTx×1 are communication sig-

nal with E(|bCk,m,l|2) = 1 and detection signal with

E(bRk,n,l(b
R
k,n,l)

H) = I (I is unit matrix), respec-

tively. We assume that each OFDM symbol dura-

tion is Ts = T + Tcp where Tcp denotes the length

of cyclic prefix (CP), T = 1
∆f

is the OFDM symbol

period, and ∆f is the frequency interval of adjacent

sub-channels. Thus, after inverse fast fourier trans-

form (IFFT), adding CP, and impulse sharping, the

baseband complex waveform in l-th OFDM symbol is

given by

x(l)(t) =
K∑

k=1

sk,le
j2π(k−1)∆ftu(t− (l − 1)Ts) (3)

where

u(t) =

{

1, t ∈ [−Tcp, T ],

0, otherwise.
(4)

The bandpass real waveform in L OFDM

symbols at carrier frequency fc is x(t) =

Re
(
∑L

l=1 x
(l)(t)ej2πfct

)

.

In order to maximize receive SNRs at communica-

tion terminals, maximum radio transmission (MRT)

is adopted to determine ωC
k,m, i.e. ωC

k,m =
hk,m

‖hk,m‖

where hk,m ∈ CTx×1 represents channel vector be-

tween BS and the m-th communication user on the

k-th subcarrier. As for detection beams design, to

cover the probing area, we generate beampattern with

a desired main-beam width on detection subcarriers.

The autocorrelated matrix of detection signal on the

k-th subcarrier for covering n-th subarea is Rk,n =

Ω
R
k,n(Ω

R
k,n)

H . The radar beampattern design on the

kth subcarrier is given by [24]

min
a,Rk,n

Q
∑

q=1

|aPn(θq)− a
H
k (θq)Rk,nak(θq)|2

(5)

s.t. [Rk,n]t,t =
1

Tx

, t = 1, ..., Tx (5a)

Rk,n � 0,Rk,n = R
H
k,n, a ≥ 0 (5b)

where a is a scaling factor, {θq}Qq=1 is an equally inter-

val sampling sequence in [−90◦, 90◦], Q is the number

of sampling points, Pn(·) is the desired beampattern

for the n-th detection area, ak(θq) is the steering vec-

tor at angle θq on the k-th subcarrier and ak(θq) =
[
1, e

−j 2π
λk

d sin θq , . . . , e
−j 2π

λk
(Tx−1)d sin θq

]T
where d =

c
2fc

is antenna spacing (c denotes the speed of light),

λk is the corresponding wavelength on the k-th sub-

carrier and λk = c
fc+(k−1)∆f

. As showed in Fig.1, the

detection area is divided into N disjoint subareas. We

use An to denote the angle range in the n-th detection

subarea, then the Pn(·) in (5) is designed as

Pn(θq) =

{

1, θq ∈ An

0, otherwise.
(6)

The problem in (5) is a semidefinite positive program-

ming (SDP) which can be solved using convex opti-

mization method. We denote the solution of (5) as

R
∗
k,n. Since R

∗
k,n � 0, we have ΩR

k,n = (R∗
k,n)

1

2 .

III. ANALYSIS OF DETECTION AND

COMMUNICATION PERFORMANCE

3.1 Sensing Signals Design

To analyze the detection performance in different

probing sub-regions, we assume that N targets are lo-

cated in different sub-regions. We use dn = (dxn, d
y
n)

and vn = (vxn, v
y
n) to denote the position and the ve-
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locity of the target in the n-th detection area respec-

tively. In addition, we assume that p0 = (px0 , p
y
0) and

pr = (pxr , p
y
r) are the positions of the BS and the r-th

radar receiver respectively. Therefore, we can calcu-

late time delay and Doppler frequency offset from the

BS to the n-th target then to r-th radar receiver as

τn,r =
‖p0 − dn‖+ ‖dn − pr‖

c
, (7)

fn,r =
vT
n (p0 − dn)

λ‖p0 − dn‖
+

vT
n (pr − dn)

λ‖pr − dn‖
. (8)

Then, the equivalent baseband echo signal received by

r-th radar receiver is

yr(t) =
L∑

l=1

N∑

n=1

K∑

k=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,rt

× ej2π(k−1)∆f(t−τn,r−(l−1)Ts)u(t− τn,r − (l− 1)Ts)

× βH
k,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pkσ

R
k,n′Ω

R
k,n′bRk,n′,l + w(t)

(9)

where cn,r denotes propagation loss from the BS

to n-th target then to the r-th receiver, w(t)

is AWGN with zero mean and variance σ2
w,

βk,n ∈ CTx×1 is the steering vector on k-th

subcarrier from the BS to the n-th target and

βk,n =
[
1, e

−j 2π

λk
d sinαn , . . . , e

−j 2π

λk
(Tx−1)d sinαn

]T
,

where αn = arctan(
d
y
n−p

y
0

dxn−px
0

) is the angle of departure

(AOD) from the BS to the n-th target, and binary vari-

able sr is used to represent the status of the r-th radar

receiver. Specifically, sr = 1 means that the r-th radar

receiver will feedback echo signals to the computation

center, otherwise, it will not be involved in detection.

To extract information on the k-th subcarrier, we per-

form the following transformation on echo signals

ȳr(k, l) =
1

T

∫ T

0

yr (t+ (l − 1)Ts) e
−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt

(10)

When τn,r ≤ Tcp, we can extract information on all

subcarriers with (10) to get

ȳr(k, l) = sr

N∑

n=1

cn,re
j2π(l−1)Tfn,re−j2π(k−1)∆fτn,r

× (βH
k,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pkσ

R
k,n′Ω

R
k,n′b

R
k,n′,l) + w̄(k, l),

k = 1, · · · ,K
(11)

where

w̄(k, l) =
1

T

∫ T

0

w (t) e−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt (12)

is the AWGN with variance σ2
w̄ = σ2

w

K
. Based on

(11), various estimation algorithms have been pro-

posed [25], [26]. However, when τn,r > Tcp, the

orthogonality between subcarriers is disrupted due to

the limitation of u(t) in (3) so that we cannot obtain

(11) from (10). Next, we will propose a sensing signal

design method so that when τn,r > Tcp, intercarrier-

interference (ICI) can be eliminated.

Lemma 1. When τn,r > Tcp, we can obtain (11)

from (10) if the detection signals satisfy bRk,n,l =

ej2π(k−1)∆fTsbRk,n,l−1.

Proof: The proof is given in the Appendix A.

3.2 CRB Analysis

Based on (7) − (8) and (11) − (12), we will de-

rive the CRB matrices of position and velocity

estimation for all targets. We define unknown pa-

rameters θ = [(d1,v1), (d2,v2), ...(dN ,vN )] and

ϕ = [(τ 1,f1), (τ 2,f2), ...(τN ,fN)], where τ n =

[τn,1, τn,2, ..., τn,Rx
],fn = [fn,1, fn,2, ..., fn,Rx

]. In

(11), we use ur(k, l) to denote the mean of ȳr(k, l)

and arrange all {ȳr(k, l)} as a gaussian vector

ȳ = [ȳ1(1, 1), ȳ1(1, 2),

...ȳRx
(K,L)] with mean µ =

[u1(1, 1), u1(1, 2), ...uRx
(K,L)] and covariance

matrix E = σ2
w̄I( I is a RxKL× RxKL unit matrix

). Therefore, we can calculate Fisher Information

Matrix (FIM) F (ϕ) with respect to ϕ as

F (ϕ) =
2

σ2
w̄

ℜ
(
∂Hµ

∂ϕ

∂µ

∂ϕ

)

(13)
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where ℜ(x) denotes the real part of x. Then accord-

ing to the chain rule, we can calculate FIM F (θ) with

respect to θ as

F (θ) = JF (ϕ)JT (14)

where J is Jacobian matrix given by

J =
∂ϕ

∂θ
=






J1 . . . 0

...
. . .

...

0 . . . JN




 (15)

where

Jn =









∂τn,1

∂dxn
. . .

∂τn,Rx

∂dxn

∂fn,1

∂dxn
. . .

∂fn,Rx

∂dxn
∂τn,1

∂d
y
n

. . .
∂τn,Rx

∂d
y
n

∂fn,1

∂d
y
n

. . .
∂fn,Rx

∂d
y
n

0 . . . 0 ∂fn,1

∂vxn
. . .

∂fn,Rx

∂vxn

0 . . . 0 ∂fn,1

∂v
y
n

. . .
∂fn,Rx

∂v
y
n









.

(16)

Based on (13)-(14), F (θ) can be represented in the

following form

F (θ) =









F
(1)
1 F

(1)
2 . . . F

(1)
N

F
(2)
1 F

(2)
2 . . . F

(2)
N

...
...

. . .
...

F
(N)
1 F

(N)
2 . . . F

(N)
N









(17)

where F
(j)
i s are 4× 4 matrices. Diagonal elements of

F−1(θ) are CRB of estimating θ. However, accurate

expressions of CRB are too complicated to be applied

to the optimization problem in Sec. IV. It is observed

that non-diagonal blocks of F−1(θ) denote coupling

between targets. When targets are far apart, elements

in non-diagonal block will be very small. On the other

hand, even when targets are close, we can get the lower

bound of CRB by ignoring the non-diagonal blocks [].

Therefore, in the following analysis, we only consider

the following block diagonal matrix

F̄ (θ) =






F
(1)
1 . . . 0

...
. . .

...

0 . . . F
(N)
N




 . (18)

The difference between accurate CRB and lower

bound of CRB is exhibited in simulation results. By

ignoring the coupling between location and velocity

estimation, F (n)
n has the form of

F (n)
n =

Rx∑

r=1

K∑

k=1

N∑

n′=1

srpkσ
R
k,n′Gn(r, k, n

′) (19)

where Gn(r, k, n
′) is a 4× 4 block diagonal matrix

Gn(r, k, n
′) =

[
Dn(r, k, n

′) 0

0 V n(r, k, n
′)

]

(20)

where both Dn(r, k, n
′) and V n(r, k, n

′) are 2×2 ma-

trices, and their expressions are given in the Appendix

A. Based on [17] we can obtain the CRB matrix of the

n-th target Cn = (F (n)
n )−1. To facilitate later anal-

ysis, we use Cd
n and Cv

n to denote CRB matrices of

location and velocity respectively, which are given by

Cd
n =

(
Rx∑

r=1

K∑

k=1

N∑

n′=1

srpkσ
R
k,n′Dn(r, k, n

′)

)−1

(21)

Cv
n =

(
Rx∑

r=1

K∑

k=1

N∑

n′=1

srpkσ
R
k,n′V n(r, k, n

′)

)−1

.

(22)

3.3 Communication Rate

In this subsection, we analyze the communication per-

formance of the integrated system. If the k-th subcar-

rier is allocated to the m-th communication user, then

the received signal of the m-th communication user on

the k-th subcarrier is

rk,m = hH
k,m

√
pkω

C
k,mb

C
m + z (23)

where hk,m = amak(γm) is the channel vector be-

tween the BS and the m-th communication user on

the k-th subcarrier, am represents the propagation

loss from the BS to the m-th communication user,

ak(γm) =
[
1, e

−j 2π
λk

d sin γm , . . . , e
−j 2π

λk
(Tx−1)d sin γm

]T

and γm denotes the angle from the BS to m-th commu-

nication user, z is AWGN with zero mean and variance

σ2
z . When ωC

k,m =
hk,m

‖hk,m‖ , the transmission rate of the

m-th communication user on the k-th subcarrier is

Rk,m = log
(

1 +
a2m‖hk,m‖2pk

σ2
z

)

. (24)
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IV. RESOURCE ALLOCATION AND RE-

CEIVERS SELECTION

In this section, we investigate how to maximize

the transmission rate under the constraints of CRB

and total transmitted power by optimizing the

{σR
k,n}, {σC

k,m}, {pk} and {sr}. The optimization

problem is formulated as

max{σR
k,n

},{σC
k,m

},{pk},{sr}

K∑

k=1

M∑

m=1

σC
k,mRk,m (25)

s.t. [Cd
n]1,1 ≤ ηd, [C

d
n]2,2 ≤ ηd,∀n (25a)

[Cv
n]1,1 ≤ ηv, [C

v
n]2,2 ≤ ηv,∀n (25b)

M∑

m=1

σC
k,m +

N∑

n=1

σR
k,n = 1,∀k (25c)

K∑

k=1

pk ≤ Pmax (25d)

Rx∑

r=1

sr = Nr. (25e)

(25a) and (25b) are the estimation performance con-

straints, where ηd and ηv denote the CRB bounds of

distance and velocity respectively. (25c) means that

each subcarrier can only be allocated to one com-

munication user or one detection subarea. (25d) is

the total transmit power constraint. (25e) is the con-

straint of the number of available radar receivers, i.e.

Nr ≤ Rx. Because (25a) and (25b) are nonlinear

constraints which contains both continuous and dis-

crete variables, the problem (25) is a Mixed Integer

NonLinear Programming (MINLP) problem.

We propose an alternative optimization method to

solve (25) which divides (25) into two subproblems,

denoted by (26) and (27), respectively. For given

radar receiver set, we solve (26) to obtain the optimal

subcarrier and power allocation,

max{σC
k,m

},{σR
k,n

},{pk}

K∑

k=1

M∑

m=1

σC
k,mRk,m (26)

s.t. : [Cd
n]1,1 ≤ ηd, [C

d
n]2,2 ≤ ηd,∀n (26a)

[Cv
n]1,1 ≤ ηv, [C

v
n]2,2 ≤ ηv,∀n (26b)

M∑

m=1

σC
k,m +

N∑

n=1

σR
k,n = 1,∀k (26c)

K∑

k=1

pk ≤ Pmax (26d)

Then, for given subcarrier/power allocation, we solve

(27) to get the optimal radar receiver set,

min{sr,ηd} ηd (27)

s.t. : [Cd
n]1,1 ≤ ηd, [C

d
n]2,2 ≤ ηd,∀n (27a)

[Cv
n]1,1 ≤ ηv, [C

v
n]2,2 ≤ ηv,∀n (27b)

Rx∑

r=1

sr = Nr (27c)

or

min{sr,ηv} ηv (28)

s.t. : [Cd
n]1,1 ≤ ηd, [C

d
n]2,2 ≤ ηd,∀n (28a)

[Cv
n]1,1 ≤ ηv, [C

v
n]2,2 ≤ ηv,∀n (28b)

Rx∑

r=1

sr = Nr. (28c)

In (25), when subcarrier/power allocation is given, the

objective function is independent of {sr}. However, to

improve the estimation performance, in (27) and (28),

we set ηd and ηv as the objective function, and opti-

mize {sr} to minimize ηd or ηv . When we intend to

minimize the CRB of target position, ηv is set to a con-

stant, and (25) is solved by solving (26) and (27) itera-

tively. Likewise, if we intend to minimize the CRB of

target velocity, ηd is set to a constant, and then (25) is

solved by solving (26) and (28). Due to the similarity

between the problem (27) and the problem (28), in the

following we only consider the solution to subproblem

(27) below.

4.1 Subcarriers and Power Allocation

In this subsection, we mainly solve the subproblem in

(26). Firstly, we relax the binary variables σC
k,m and

σR
k,n to real number in (0, 1] and make variables trans-

formation: p̄Ck,m = pkσ
C
k,m, p̄Rk,n = pkσ

R
k,n. The objec-

tive function in (26) is transformed to

K∑

k=1

M∑

m=1

R̄k,m =
K∑

k=1

M∑

m=1

σC
k,m log

(

1 +
a2m‖hk,m‖2p̄Ck,m

σ2
z̄σ

C
k,m

)

(29)
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which is a concave function of (σC
k,m, p̄

C
k,m). Although

σC
k,m in (29) is not allowed to be 0, when σC

k,m is ar-

bitraily close to 0, R̄k,m also approaches 0. Next, we

prove that (26a) and (26b) can be equivalently con-

verted to convex constraints. According to expressions

in (20), [Cd
n]1,1 ≤ ηd can be written in the following

form

[(
aTx bTx

bTx dTx

)−1 ]

1,1

≤ η (30)

where a, b,d are constant value vectors and x is a

variable. Then, we have

dTx

xT (adT − bbT )x
≤ η ⇐⇒(ηaTx− 1)dTx

− (
√
ηbTx)2 ≥ 0

(31)

Construct matrix A =

[
dTx

√
ηbTx√

ηbTx ηaTx− 1

]

. Be-

cause dTx > 0 and (29), we have A � 0, which is

a convex constraint of x. Similarly, all constraints in

(25a) and (25b) can be transformed to the convex con-

straints in (30)-(33). For notational simplicity, we use

Dn and V n to represent Dn(r, k, n
′) and V n(r, k, n

′)

respectively, and
∑Rx

r=1

∑K
k=1

∑N
n′=1(·) is abbreviated

as
∑

r,k,n′(·).

C̄
(d,1)
n =





∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [Dn]2,2

√
ηd
∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [Dn]1,2

√
ηd
∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [Dn]2,1 ηd

∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [Dn]1,1 − 1






(32)

C̄
(d,2)
n =





∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [Dn]1,1

√
ηd
∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [Dn]1,2

√
ηd
∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [Dn]2,1 ηd

∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [Dn]2,2 − 1






(33)

C̄
(v,1)
n =





∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [V n]2,2

√
ηv
∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [V n]1,2

√
ηv
∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [V n]2,1 ηv

∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [V n]1,1 − 1






(34)

C̄
(v,2)
n =





∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [V n]1,1

√
ηv
∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [V n]1,2

√
ηv
∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [V n]2,1 ηv

∑

r,k,n′

srp̄
R
k,n′ [V n]2,2 − 1






(35)

Then, we obtain the following convex problem

max{σC
k,m

},{σR
k,n

},{p̄C
k,m

},{p̄R
k,n

}

K∑

k=1

M∑

m=1

R̄k,m (36)

s.t. : C̄
(d,1)
n � 0, C̄

(d,2)
n � 0,∀n (36a)

C̄
(v,1)
n � 0, C̄

(v,2)
n � 0,∀n (36b)

M∑

m=1

σC
k,m +

N∑

n=1

σR
k,n = 1,∀k (36c)

K∑

k=1

( M∑

m=1

p̄Ck,m +
N∑

n=1

p̄Rk,n

)

≤ Pmax. (36d)

However, the solution to (36) can not guarantee that

the relaxed variables {σR
k,n} and {σC

k,m} will value at

the endpoints of interval (0, 1]. To address this issue,

we introduce the constraints (37) and (38) to restrict

the value of {σR
k,n} and {σC

k,m} near the endpoints of

interval (0, 1],

σR
k,n(1− σR

k,n) ≤ αk,n ∀k, n (37)

σC
k,m(1− σC

k,m) ≤ δk,m ∀k,m (38)

where {αk,n} and {δk,m} are the slack variables. Since

(37) and (38) have the forms of Difference of Convex

(DC) programming, we adopt the following first-order

Taylor series at given points {σR,(j)
k,n } and {σC,(j)

k,m } to

approximate them,

(σ
R,(0)
k,n )2 + σR

k,n(1− 2σ
R,(0)
k,n ) ≤ αk,n, ∀k, n (39)

(σ
C,(0)
k,m )2 + σC

k,m(1− 2σ
C,(0)
k,m ) ≤ δk,m. ∀k,m (40)

By adding (39) and (40), the problem (36) is further

converted to

max{σC
k,m

},{σR
k,n

},{p̄C
k,m

},{p̄R
k,n

},{αk,n},{δk,m}R̄ − β(j)P

(41)

s.t. : C̄
(d,1)
n � 0, C̄

(d,2)
n � 0,∀n (41a)
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C̄
(v,1)
n � 0, C̄

(v,2)
n � 0,∀n (41b)

M∑

m=1

σC
k,m +

N∑

n=1

σR
k,n = 1,∀k (41c)

K∑

k=1

( M∑

m=1

p̄Ck,m +
N∑

n=1

p̄Rk,n

)

≤ Pmax (41d)

(σ
R,(j)
k,n )2 + σR

k,n(1− 2σ
R,(j)
k,n ) ≤ αk,n ∀k, n

(41e)

(σ
C,(j)
k,m )2 + σC

k,m(1− 2σ
C,(j)
k,m ) ≤ δk,m ∀k,m

(41f)

where R̄ =
∑K

k=1

∑M
m=1 R̄k,m, β(j) > 0 denotes

the penalty coefficient at the j-th iteration, P =
∑K

k=1

∑N
n=1 αk,n +

∑K
k=1

∑M
m=1 δk,m denotes the to-

tal violation, σ
R,(j)
k,n and σ

C,(j)
k,m are optimal solution at

the j-th iteration. We state the algorithm to solve prob-

lem (36) in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1. Iterative Algorithm for Solving Problem (36)

Input: initial points {σR,(0)
k,n }, {σC,(0)

k,m }, maximum

penalty βmax, intital penalty β(0), a constant γ > 1,

the iteration number j = 0, the tolerance ǫ.

repeat

obtain the solution

{σR,(∗)
k,n },{σC,(∗)

k,m },{p̄R,(∗)
k,n },{p̄C,(∗)

k,m } by solv-

ing problem (41);

set j = j + 1;

update σ
R,(j)
k,n = σ

R,(∗)
k,n and σ

C,(j)
k,m = σ

C,(∗)
k,m ;

β(j) = min{γβ(j−1), βmax};

until |R(j) −R(j−1)| ≤ ǫ .

Output: {σR,(∗)
k,n },{σC,(∗)

k,m },{p̄R,(∗)
k,n },{p̄C,(∗)

k,m }.

4.2 Radar Receivers Selection

In this subsection, we mainly tackle the subproblem in

(27). We first introduce a Lemma for later use.

Lemma 2. Suppose that ai ∈ R and Bi is 2 × 2 ma-

trix, i = 1, 2, ..., I . We denote a = (a1, a2, ...aI)
T .

Then the following equations hold

[

(
I∑

i=1

aiBi)
−1

]

1,1

=
aTp1

aTQa
(42)

[

(
I∑

i=1

aiBi)
−1

]

2,2

=
aTp2

aTQa
(43)

where Q is a I × I matrix with [Q]i,i′ =

[Bi]1,1 [Bi′ ]2,2 − [Bi]1,2 [Bi′ ]2,1, p1 =

([B1]2,2, [B2]2,2, ..., [BI ]2,2)
T and p2 =

([B1]1,1, [B2]1,1, ..., [BI ]1,1)
T .

Proof: The proof is given in the Appendix D.

To tackle (27a) and (27b) with Lemma 2, we first

define

Bd
n,r =

K∑

k=1

N∑

n′=1

pRk σ
R
k,n′Dn(r, k, n

′) (44)

Bv
n,r =

K∑

k=1

N∑

n′=1

pRk σ
R
k,n′V n(r, k, n

′). (45)

Then, according to Lemma 2, (27a) and (27b) can be

expressed as

[Cd
n]1,1 =

[
(

Rx∑

r=1

srB
d
n,r)

−1
]

1,1
=

sTpd,1
n

sTQd
ns

(46)

[Cd
n]2,2 =

[

(

Rx∑

r=1

srB
d
n,r)

−1
]

2,2
=

sTpd,2
n

sTQd
ns

(47)

[Cv
n]1,1 =

[

(

Rx∑

r=1

srB
v
n,r)

−1
]

1,1
=

sTpv,1
n

sTQv
ns

(48)

[Cv
n]2,2 =

[

(
Rx∑

r=1

srB
v
n,r)

−1
]

2,2
=

sTpv,2
n

sTQv
ns

(49)

where Qd
n and Qv

n are Rx × Rx matrices with

[Qd
n]r,r′ = [Bd

n,r]1,1[B
d
n,r′ ]2,2 − [Bd

n,r]1,2[B
d
n,r′ ]2,1,

[Qv
n]r,r′ =

[
Bv

n,r]1,1[B
v
n,r′

]

2,2
− [Bv

n,r]1,2[B
v
n,r′ ]2,1,

pd,1
n = ([Bd

n,1]2,2, [B
d
n,2]2,2, ..., [B

d
n,Rx

]2,2)
T ,

pd,2
n = ([Bd

n,1]1,1, [B
d
n,2]1,1, ..., [B

d
n,Rx

]1,1)
T ,

pv,1
n = ([Bv

n,1]2,2, [B
v
n,2]2,2, ..., [B

v
n,Rx

]2,2)
T ,

pv,2
n = ([Bv

n,1]1,1,

[Bv
n,2]1,1, ..., [B

v
n,Rx

]1,1)
T , s = (s1, s2, ..., sRx

)T .

Since the denominators of (46) − (49) are still

quadratic functions of {sr} and (Qd
n, Qv

n) are neither
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positive definite nor negative definite matrices, it

makes the problem (27) hard to obtain global op-

timum at low complexity. To address it, we prove

that (27a) and (27b) can be converted into convex

constraints by following steps

sTp

sTQs
≤ η (50)

⇐⇒ −ηsTQs+ sTp ≤ 0 (51)

⇐⇒ −sT (Q+QT )s+
2

η
sTp ≤ 0. (52)

We denote Z = −(Q + QT ) and λZ as the minimal

eigenvalue of Z. Then, (52) is equivalently to

sT (Z − λZI)s+
2

η
sTp+ λZs

T Is ≤ 0. (53)

Since sTIs =
Rx∑

r=1
sr = Nr and Z − λZI is positive

semidefinite, (53) is a convex constraint. Therefore,

for given ηv, (27) can be equivalently converted to

the following convex quadratic integer problem which

can be efficiently solved by optimization tools such as

Mosek,

min{sr,ηd} ηd (54)

s.t. : sT (Zd
n − λZd

n
I)s+

2

ηd
sTpd,1

n + λZd
n
Nr ≤ 0

(54a)

sT (Zd
n − λZd

n
I)s+

2

ηd
sTpd,2

n + λZd
n
Nr ≤ 0

(54b)

sT (Zv
n − λZv

n
I)s+

2

ηv
sTpv,1

n + λZv
n
Nr ≤ 0

(54c)

sT (Zv
n − λZv

n
I)s+

2

ηv
sTpv,2

n + λZv
n
Nr ≤ 0

(54d)

Rx∑

r=1

sr = Nr (54e)

Where Zd
n = −(Qd

n + (Qd
n)

T ) and Zv
n = −(Qd

v +

(Qd
v)

T ). The problem (54) is essentially a feasible

problem and bisection search method is applied for

searching for the optimal ηd. The details of solving

(54) is described in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2. Bisection Search Method for Solving Problem (27)

Input: ηdl , ηdh, tolerance ǫ;

Make sure (54) is feasible for ηdh and infeasible for

ηdl .

repeat

ηd =
ηd
l
+ηd

h

2 ;

solve (54);

if {′feasible′} then

ηdh = ηd;

else

ηdl = ηd;

end if

until {ηdh − ηdl ≤ ǫ}
Output: ηd.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulation results to show

the the performance of distributed MIMO-OFDM

DFRC system with different parameters settings. We

set fc = 3 GHz, Tx = 32, ∆f = 15KHz, Tcp =

4.7µs, T = 71.7µs, Pmax = 5W , L = 32. The noise

power of radar receivers and communication receiver

are σ2
w̄ = 1.5× 10−18W and σ2

z = 1.5× 10−14W , re-

spectively. The attenuation coefficients in (11) are set

to cn,r =
√

λ2RCSr

(4π)3(dn,0)2(dn,r)2
where RCSr is Radar

Cross Section to the r-th radar receiver, dn,0 is the dis-

tance from transmit BS to the n-th target and dn,r is

the distance from the n-th target to the r-th radar re-

ceiver. We assume RCSr is uniformly distributed be-

tween 0.09 to 0.1 [27]. The propagation loss am in

(23) is set to am =
√

λ2

(4π)2d2m
where dm represents

the distance between the BS and the m-th communi-

cation user.

5.1 Tradeoff Between Communication and

Sensing Performance With Subcarri-

er/Power Allocation

In this subsection, we demonstrate the effects of dif-

ferent parameters on the tradeoff between communi-

cation and radar performance by solving (26) with

Algorithm 1. Specifically, given estimation accu-

racy constraints ηd and ηv and other parameters, we
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Figure 2. The tradeoff between transmission rate and CRB of location with different parameters configurations.
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Figure 3. The tradeoff between transmission rate and CRB of velocity with different parameters configurations.

solve (26) to obtain the subcarrier/power allocation

scheme. Then, we can calculate the transmission rate
1
T

∑K
k=1

∑M
m=1 Rk,m and the CRB of location and ve-

locity according to (21) and (22), respectively. By

varying ηd or ηv, tradeoffs between transmission rate

and CRB are exhibited in Fig.2 and Fig.3.

In Fig.2(a) and Fig.3(a), we demonstrate the rela-

tionship between transmission rate and CRB of loca-

tion and velocity with three different radar receivers

placements. We set M = 2, N = 2, Rx = 4 and

K = 64, 128, the relative positions of BS, commu-

nication users, targets and radar receivers are showed

in Fig.4. The location of BS is [0m, 0m] and the

radar receivers are distributed on a circle with the

BS as the center and 50 meters as the radius. The

value of ‘angle’ in Fig.4 represents the angular spac-

ing between radar receivers. Specifically, ‘angle =

90’ means that the four radar receivers are located

at angles −15◦, 75◦, 165◦, 255◦ respectively, ‘angle =

60’ means that the four radar receivers are located at

angles 0◦, 60◦, 180◦, 240◦ respectively, ‘angle = 30’

means that the four receivers are located at angles

15◦, 45◦, 195◦, 225◦ respectively. The angel range of

the detection area [0◦, 60◦] is divided into two subar-

eas and each subarea has an angular coverage of 30◦.

We assume that there are two targets located within the

detection area, with a velocity of 20m/s and locations

of [289.8m, 77.6m] and [212.1m, 212.1m]. The lo-

cations of communication users are [24.8m, 283.2m]

and [109.5m, 300.8m] respectively. It is observed that
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Figure 4. The position of the BS, receivers, targets and

users.
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subareas.

reducing the detection performance results in more re-

sources being allocated to communication users, thus

increasing the communication rate. The right most

points of the curves show the CRB of the targets in

the detection area when all resources are allocated to

communication users. We can see that when the lo-

cations of the communication users are near the de-

tection area, a good detection performance can still

be achieved even if all the subcarriers are allocated to

communication users. Increasing the number of sub-

carriers (signal bandwidth) can effectively improve the

location estimation performance, but the improvement

of the velocity estimation performance is not signifi-

cant. When the RCSr of different radar receivers are
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Figure 7. Subcarrier and power allocation radio versus

CRB of velocity.

approximately equal, the more evenly distributed the

receivers are, the better the estimation performance is.

The estimation performance is optimal when the min-

imum distance between radar receivers is maximized.

Fig.2(b) and Fig.3(b) show the relationship between

transmission rate and CRB of location and velocity

estimation with different numbers of radar receivers.

All parameter settings are the same as Fig.2(a) and

Fig.3(a) except for the number of radar receivers.

Rx = 3 means the three radar receivers are lo-

cated at angles 0◦, 120◦, 240◦ respectively, Rx = 4

means that the four radar receivers are located at

angles 0◦, 90◦, 180◦, 270◦ respectively and Rx = 5

means that the five radar receivers are located at an-
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targets.
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Figure 9. Spatial distribution of CRB of velocity near the tar-

gets.

gles 0◦, 72◦, 144◦, 216◦, 288◦ respectively. Obviously,

increasing the number of cooperative receivers will

improve the estimation performance. However, The

diversity gain brought by distributed receivers grad-

ually decreases as the number of receivers increases.

Moreover, Fig.2(a) and Fig.2(b) show that both higher

transmission rate and lower CRB of location can be

achieved when K increases from 64 to 128. How-

ever, Fig.2(a) and Fig.3(b) show that, as K increases,

the CRB of velocity estimation is not affected and

only transmission rate is improved. The reason is that

the elements of Dn(r, k, n
′) are positively correlated

with K according to (B.1) − (B.4), while the ele-

ments of V n(r, k, n
′) are independent of K according

to (B.5)− (B.8).

Fig.2(c) and Fig.3(c) show the tradeoff between

transmission rate and CRB of location and velocity

estimation with different numbers of detection sub-

areas. The detection beampatterns will change with

the varying of N . Taking N = 2 as an exam-

ple, the angular range [0◦, 60◦] of the whole detec-

tion area is divided equally into two detection subareas

[0◦, 30◦], [30◦, 60◦] as shown in Fig.4. Different sub-

carrier sets are used to probe different subareas. The

curves of N = 2 in Fig. 5 show the beampattern when

two sets of subcarriers are used to probe two subareas

separately. The beampatterns with N = 1 and N = 3

are also plotted for comparison. From Fig.2(c) and

Fig.3(c) we can see that the tradeoff performance in

the case of N = 2 is better than the cases of N = 1

and N = 3. The performance of N = 2 is better than

that of N = 3 because as N increases, more subcar-

riers are used to detect, which reduces the transmis-

sion rate. On the other hand, the power gain of beam-

patterns of N = 2 is significantly higher than that of

N = 1, which helps to use fewer subcarriers for de-

tection and thus increases the transmission rate.

In Fig.6 and Fig.7, subcarriers and power allocation

schemes are presented. We set N = 2, Rx = 4, and

K = 128, and the placement of radar receivers is the

same as the case of “angle = 60” in Fig.4. It can be

seen that as CRBs increase, the proportion of subcar-

riers and power allocated to the communication users

gradually increases. In addition, the proportion of sub-

carriers and power allocated to target in the subarea

1 is always lower than that allocated to target in the

subarea 2, because the beam power gain towards the

subarea 1 is smaller than that toward the subarea 2.

Therefore, target 1 needs more subcarriers and power

to achieve the same detection accuracy as target 2.

Fig.8 and Fig.9 show the spatial distribution of

CRBs near detection targets. The red stars represent

the locations of detection targets. We set N = 2,

Rx = 4, K = 128, ηd = 0.55, ηv = 0.2, and the dis-

tribution of radar receivers is the same as the case of

angle = 60◦ in Fig.4. By solving problem (26) we can

obtain the solution of subcarrier and power allocation,

based on which we calculate the CRBs of location and
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Figure 11. Transmission rate vs. the CRB of location with

different radius.

velocity of the sampled points near the targets. The

CRB contours outline the detection area in which dis-

tance estimation error is less than 1.2m and velocity

estimation error is less than 0.5m/s.

5.2 Joint Resource Allocation and Radar Re-

ceivers Selection

In this section we mainly demonstrate the effects of

radar receiver distribution and selection on the trade-

off between communication performance and detec-

tion performance. We set M = 2, N = 1, K = 64,

Nr = 4, and the distance from the BS to the target is

300m.

In Fig.10 and Fig.11, we assume that Rx radar re-

ceivers are evenly distributed on the circle with a ra-

dius of radius centered around transmit BS. Fig.10

and Fig.11 shows the relationship between the trans-

mission rate and the CRB of location with different

Rx and radius, respectively. In Fig.10, radius is

fixed to 50m and 4 receivers are chosen out of Rx re-

ceivers to minimize CRB. The selective gain obtained

by choosing optimal radar receiver set makes the trans-

mit BS can allocate more power and bandwidth re-

source to communication users for given CRB con-

straints. Therefore, it is seen that increasing Rx helps

to improve transmission rate under same CRB con-

straints. However, for fixed radius, the performance

gain will decreases with the increasing of the density

of radar receivers. To reveal the relationship between

the tradeoff performance and radius, Fig.11 exhibits

the performance curves with varying Rx and radius.

The curves indicate that the performance improvement

from increasing radius is more significant than that

from increasing Rx due to increased spatial freedom

and reduced detection distance.

In Fig.12 and Fig.13, we assume that radar re-

ceivers are distributed around the target. In Fig.12,

the radar receivers are distributed on a circle with a

radius of 300m centered on the target. All radar re-

ceivers are uniformly distributed within a certain an-

gle range which is denoted by the marker “angle”. For

example, “angle = 180, Rx = 8” means that 8 radar

receivers are located on the circle with angle interval

180o/8. The larger the “angle” is, the more dispersed

the distribution of the receivers is. From Fig.12, we

can see that compared with increasing Rx, increas-

ing “angle” (scattering receivers) can provide greater

performance improvement. In Fig.13, we change the

placement of receivers by locating half of them on a

circle of 250m radius and the other half on a circle

of 350m radius. In this case, the selected receivers

may be on different circles (‘non-equal distance dis-

tribution’). The curves with “angle=360, Rx = 8”

and “angle=360, Rx = 6” in Fig.12 are also plotted

for comparison. Fig.13 shows that non-equal distance

distribution of radar receivers results in a small perfor-

mance gain compared to equal distance distribution.

From Fig.12 and Fig.13 we can find that the mini-
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Figure 13. Transmission rate vs. the CRB of location with

angle and Rx.

mum value of CRB is 0.05, which is much smaller

than the minimum value of CRB (0.4) in Fig.10 and

Fig.11. This is because when the radar receivers are

distributed around the transmit BS, the minimum dis-

tance between the radar receivers is small. On the

other hand, when the radar receivers are distributed

around the target, especially when the radar receivers

occupies the full angular range, the minimum distance

between the radar receivers is maximized. Based on

the above analysis, we can conclude: the increase of

the number of available radar receivers and the in-

crease of the relative distance between radar receivers

can improve the estimation performance, and the later

brings more estimation performance gain.

5.3 Comparison Schemes

In this subsection, we compare the proposed method

with that in [23], which designed a joint trans-

mit beamforming scheme for an integrated MIMO

communication-radar system. Different from our fre-

quency division scheme, the comparison scheme de-

signed beamforming matrices for radar and commu-

nication waveforms on the sharing spectrum, respec-

tively. Since [23] did not consider OFDM systems,

we extend the schemes in [23] to OFDM systems in

order to make a fair comparison with our scheme.

In the comparison scheme, each subcarrier is used

for both communication and detection, and the base-

band OFDM signal on the k-th subcarrier is expressed
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Figure 14. Comparison of tradeoff performance with exist-

ing scheme.

as sk = Ω
R
k b

R
k + W C

k b
C
k where Tx × Tx matrix

Ω
R
k is the beamforming matrix for radar waveform,

the Tx × M matrix WC
k is the communication pre-

coder, bRk is radar signal and bCk is communication

signal. We assume that the total power is equally allo-

cated on each subcarrier. For each subcarrier, we de-

sign WR
k and Ω

R
k to optimize the beampattern under

the constraint of signal-to-interference-plus-noise ra-

tio (SINR) of communication signals with the method

in [23]. Then we utilize the optimized transmission

parameters to calculated CRB (with method in sec.3.2)

and communication rate, and the results are shown in
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Fig.14.

In Fig.14, we set M = 2, N = 1, K = 64, Rx = 4

and Nr = 4. In our scheme, radar receivers are lo-

cated on a circle with a radius of 50m centered on

the transmit BS. The comparison scheme considered

a monostatic radar system with Nr receiver antennas.

Locations of communication users and detection tar-

get are the same as that in Sec.5.1. In the comparison

scheme, decreasing the SINR threshold of each com-

munication user will improve the beam pattern used

for detection of transmit signals. However, we find

that the CRB decreases slightly when the designed de-

tection beam pattern is improved. the gap between

the actual and the ideal beampattern is reduced, When

the transmission rate is reduced to 5.5Mbps, the CRB

of location is about 1, which is still larger than the

CRB in our scheme. Therefore, with the same trans-

mission rate, the proposed scheme is obviously su-

perior to comparison schemes in terms of estimation

performance. On the other hand, since the compar-

ison scheme adopted space division multiplexing on

each subcarrier, by optimizing beamforming vectors

to control multiuser interference, it has the potential to

achieve a higher transmission rate.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a distributed MIMO DFRC

system which uses OFDM signals as integrated sig-

nals. Different subcarrier sets are used for communi-

cation and detection, respectively. To better achieve

the detection function, we design the beamforming

vector and sensing signals on sensing subcarriers and

analyze the CRBs of target locations and velocities

in different detection regions. Then, we maximize

the transmission rate by jointly optimizing the pow-

er/subcarrier allocation scheme and radar receiver se-

lection under CRB constraints. We propose an alter-

native optimization algorithm to solve the proposed

MINLP problem, which solves the original problem

by iteratively solving two subproblems. The first sub-

problem is related to power and subcarrier allocation,

which is solved by combining SDP and DC approx-

imation. The second subproblem is a quadratic inte-

ger problem related to radar receiver selection, which

is equivalently transform into a convex quadratic in-

teger problem that can be solved at a low complexity.

Simulation results show the best tradeoff relationship

between radar and communication performance by op-

timizing resource allocation and receivers selection.
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APPENDIX

A Proof of Lemma 1
We will begin with equ.(10). When τn,r > Tcp, the calculation of equ.(10) will involve two adjacent OFDM

symbols. Therefore,

ȳr(k, l) =
1

T

∫ T

0

yr (t+ (l − 1)Ts) e
−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt

=
1

T

∫ τn,r−Tcp

0

yr,l−1 (t+ (l − 1)Ts) e
−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt+

1

T

∫ T

τn,r−Tcp

yr,l (t+ (l − 1)Ts) e
−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt,

(A.1)

where yr,l(t) =
∑N

n=1

∑K
k=1 srcn,re

j2πfn,rtej2π(k−1)∆f(t−τn,r−(l−1)Ts)u(t− τn,r − (l − 1)Ts)β
H
k,n

×
∑N

n′=1

√
pkσ

R
k,n′Ω

R
k,n′bRk,n′,l + w(t). Substituting yr,l(t) into (A1), we have

1

T

∫ τn,r−Tcp

0

yr,l−1 (t+ (l − 1)Ts) e
−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt

=
1

T

∫ τn,r−Tcp

0

N∑

n=1

K∑

k′=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,r(t+(l−1)Ts)ej2π(k

′−1)∆f(t−τn,r+Ts)βH
k′,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pk′σR

k′,n′Ω
R
k′,n′b

R
k′,n′,l−1e

−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt

+ w̄(k, l)

≈ 1

T

N∑

n=1

K∑

k′=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,r(l−1)Tse−j2π(k′−1)∆f(τn,r−Ts)βH

k′,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pk′σR

k′,n′Ω
R
k′,n′bk′,n′,l−1

∫ τn,r−Tcp

0

ej2π(k
′−k)∆ftdt

+ w̄(k, l),
(A.2)

and

1

T

∫ T

τn,r−Tcp

yr,l (t+ (l − 1)Ts) e
−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt

=
1

T

∫ T

τn,r−Tcp

N∑

n=1

K∑

k′=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,r(t+(l−1)Ts)ej2π(k

′−1)∆f(t−τn,r)βH
k′,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pk′σR

k′,n′Ω
R
k′,n′bk′,n′,le

−j2π(k−1)∆ftdt

+ w̄(k, l)

≈ 1

T

N∑

n=1

K∑

k′=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,r(l−1)Tse−j2π(k′−1)∆fτn,rβH

k′,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pk′σR

k′,n′Ω
R
k′,n′bk′,n′,l

∫ T

τn,r−Tcp

ej2π(k
′−k)∆ftdt+ w̄(k, l)

=
1

T

N∑

n=1

K∑

k′=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,r(l−1)Tse−j2π(k′−1)∆fτn,rβH

k′,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pk′σR

k′,n′Ω
R
k′,n′bk′,n′,l×

(∫ T

0

ej2π(k
′−k)∆ftdt−

∫ τn,r−Tcp

0

ej2π(k
′−k)∆ftdt

)

+ w̄(k, l)

=
N∑

n=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,r(l−1)Tse−j2π(k−1)∆fτn,rβH

k,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pkσ

R
k,n′Ω

R
k,n′bk,n′,l−

1

T

N∑

n=1

K∑

k′=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,r(l−1)Tse−j2π(k′−1)∆fτn,rβH

k′,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pk′σR

k′,n′Ω
R
k′,n′bk′,n′,l

∫ τn,r−Tcp

0

ej2π(k
′−k)∆ftdt+ w̄(k, l).

(A.3)
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where approximations in (A2) and (A3) are because we approximate the phase rotation due to the doppler fre-

quency within one OFDM block as constant [25]. Based on (A2) and (A3), we have

ȳr(k, l) =
N∑

n=1

srcn,re
j2πfn,r(l−1)Tse−j2π(k−1)∆fτn,rβH

k,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pkσ

R
k,n′Ω

R
k,n′bk,n′,l +

1

T

N∑

n=1

K∑

k′=1

srcn,r×

ej2πfn,r(l−1)Tse−j2π(k′−1)∆fτn,rβH
k′,n

N∑

n′=1

√
pk′σR

k′,n′Ω
R
k′,n′

(

bk′,n′,l−1e
j2π(k′−1)∆fTs − bk′,n′,l

)∫ τn,r−Tcp

0

ej2π(k
′−k)∆ftdt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

ICI

+ w̄(k, l)
(A.4)

Obviously, when bk,n,l−1e
j2π(k−1)∆fTs = bk,n,l, the ICI term is equal to 0.

B The Expressions of Dn′(r, k, n) and Vn′(r, k, n)

[Dn]1,1 =
8π2|cn,r|2

σ2
w̄

βH
k,nR

∗
k,n′βk,n

L∑

l=1

(

k2∆f 2(
∂τn,r
∂dxn

)2 − 2kl∆fT
∂fn,r
∂dxn

∂τn,r
∂dxn

+ l2T 2(
∂fn,r
∂dxn

)2
)

(B.1)

[Dn]1,2 =
8π2|cn,r|2

σ2
w̄

βH
k,nR

∗
k,n′βk,n

L∑

l=1

(

k2∆f 2∂τn,r
∂dxn

∂τn,r
∂dyn

− kl∆fT (
∂fn,r
∂dxn

∂τn,r
∂dyn

+
∂fn,r
∂dyn

∂τn,r
∂dxn

) + l2T 2∂fn,r
∂dxn

∂fn,r
∂dyn

)

(B.2)

[Dn]2,1 =
8π2|cn,r|2

σ2
w̄

βH
k,nR

∗
k,n′βk,n

L∑

l=1

(

k2∆f 2∂τn,r
∂dxn

∂τn,r
∂dyn

− kl∆fT (
∂fn,r
∂dyn

∂τn,r
∂dxn

+
∂fn,r
∂dxn

∂τn,r
∂dyn

) + l2T 2∂fn,r
∂dxn

∂fn,r
∂dyn

)

(B.3)

[Dn]2,2 =
8π2|cn,r|2

σ2
w̄

βH
k,nR

∗
k,n′βk,n

L∑

l=1

(

k2∆f 2(
∂τn,r
∂dyn

)2 − 2kl∆fT
∂fn,r
∂dyn

∂τn,r
∂dyn

+ l2T 2(
∂fn,r
∂dyn

)2
)

(B.4)

[V n]1,1 =
8π2|cn,r|2

σ2
w̄

βH
k,nR

∗
k,n′βk,n

L∑

l=1

l2T 2(
∂fn,r
∂vxn

)2
(B.5)

[V n]1,2 =
8π2|cn,r|2

σ2
w̄

βH
k,nR

∗
k,n′βk,n

L∑

l=1

l2T 2∂fn,r
∂vxn

∂fn,r
∂vyn (B.6)

[V n]2,1 =
8π2|cn,r|2

σ2
w̄

βH
k,nR

∗
k,n′βk,n

L∑

l=1

l2T 2∂fn,r
∂vxn

∂fn,r
∂vyn (B.7)

[V n]2,2 =
8π2|cn,r|2

σ2
w̄

βH
k,nR

∗
k,n′βk,n

L∑

l=1

l2T 2(
∂fn,r
∂vyn

)2
(B.8)
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C Proof of Lemma 2

[

(
∑

i

aiBi)
]−1

1,1
=

[
∑

i aiBi

]

2,2

det(
∑

i aiBi)
=

∑

i ai[Bi]2,2
∑

i ai [Bi]1,1
∑

i ai [Bi]2,2 −
∑

i ai [Bi]1,2
∑

i ai [Bi]2,1

=

∑

i ai[Bi]2,2
∑

i

∑

i′ aiai′
(

[Bi]1,1 [Bi′ ]2,2 − [Bi]1,2 [Bi′ ]2,1

)

=
aTp1

aTQa

(C.1)

where p1 and Q are defined in Lemma 2.
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