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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has
emerged as a promising paradigm for next-generation (6G)
wireless networks, unifying radar sensing and communication
on a shared hardware platform. This paper proposes a dynamic
array partitioning framework for monostatic ISAC systems to
fully exploit available spatial degrees of freedom (DoFs) and
reconfigurable antenna topologies, enhancing sensing perfor-
mance in complex scenarios. We first establish a theoretical
foundation for our work by deriving Bayesian Cramér-Rao
bounds (BCRBs) under prior distribution constraints for het-
erogeneous target models, encompassing both point-like and
extended targets. Building on this, we formulate a joint optimiza-
tion framework for transmit beamforming and dynamic array
partitioning to minimize the derived BCRBs for direction-of-
arrival (DOA) estimation. The optimization problem incorporates
practical constraints, including multi-user communication signal-
to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) requirements, transmit
power budgets, and array partitioning feasibility conditions.
To address the non-convexity of the problem, we develop an
efficient alternating optimization algorithm combining the al-
ternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) with semi-
definite relaxation (SDR). We also design novel maximum a
posteriori (MAP) DOA estimation algorithms specifically adapted
to the statistical characteristics of each target model. Extensive
simulations illustrate the superiority of the proposed dynamic
partitioning strategy over conventional fixed-array architectures
across diverse system configurations.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC),
array partitioning, Bayesian Cramér-Rao bound, beamforming
design

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has emerged
as a foundational technology for sixth-generation (6G) wire-
less systems, unifying radar sensing and wireless communi-
cations within a shared framework to optimize spectral and
hardware resource utilization. By harmonizing these dual func-
tionalities, ISAC enhances spectral efficiency, reduces infras-
tructure costs, and supports emerging applications requiring
simultaneous data transmission and environmental perception
[2]-[6]. Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology
plays a pivotal role in ISAC systems, leveraging spatial degrees
of freedom (DoFs) to concurrently enhance communication
and sensing performance. For communications, MIMO enables
spatial multiplexing for high-throughput transmissions, spatial
diversity for robust connectivity in multipath environments,
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and beamforming gains for improved spectral efficiency. For
sensing, MIMO facilitates superior target detection and esti-
mation through beamforming, space-time adaptive processing,
and virtual aperture expansion, etc. However, the shared use
of antenna resources in MIMO-ISAC systems introduces an
inherent trade-off between communication and sensing per-
formance, necessitating advanced beamforming techniques to
balance the conflicting requirements [7], [8].

Recent developments in MIMO-ISAC beamforming designs
have demonstrated favorable trade-offs for various perfor-
mance metrics including signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
(SINR) [9]-[12] or achievable rate for communication,
and radar SINR [IT], [12], [14], [135], beampattern similarity
[O], [16], or the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) on estimation
error [10], [I10l, 17, [18]] for sensing. Despite these ad-
vances, a fundamental limitation persists: existing designs
predominantly employ fixed transmit-receive array configura-
tions. While such architectures offer simplicity and ease of
implementation, they inherently restrict the system’s ability
to fully exploit available spatial DoFs. This rigidity not only
limits adaptability in dynamic environments, but also degrades
the achievable performance-complexity trade-off. To overcome
these limitations, antenna selection has emerged as a promising
solution for adaptive spatial resource allocation.

Antenna selection is a cost-effective and low-complexity
strategy that retains many of the advantages of MIMO sys-
tems while reducing hardware requirements [19], making
it attractive for both standalone MIMO communication and
radar systems. For MIMO communications, the intelligent
selection of a subset of antennas for transmission and re-
ception enhances energy efficiency [20] and achieves near-
optimal capacity without the need for fully populated
radio frequency (RF) chains. Similarly, for MIMO radar, an
optimally chosen set of transmit antennas improves waveform
design, shaping the transmit beampattern [22]], minimizing the
CRB for parameter estimation [23], and maximizing radar
SINR for target detection [24]]. In addition to transmit-side
selection, joint selection of both transmit and receive antennas
can further enhance system efficiency [23].

Building on the proven efficacy of antenna selection in
standalone communication and radar systems, recent efforts
have extended this paradigm to ISAC architectures. In partic-
ular, [26]-[30] focused on the transmit antenna selection while
the receive array remains fixed. Similarly, receive antenna
selection has been investigated in [31]], wherein a predefined
subset of receive antennas is allocated for either sensing
or information decoding. Additionally, joint transmit-receive
antenna selection has been explored in [32], where a fixed
number of antennas are selected from both arrays to enhance
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overall system performance. While these approaches highlight
the advantages of dynamic antenna selection, they share a fun-
damental limitation: Only a small and predetermined number
of antennas are activated for transmission or reception, leaving
a significant portion of the array underutilized. This restriction
can result in performance degradation, particularly in scenarios
with stringent sensing and communication requirements.

To overcome the inherent limitations of antenna selection-
based methods, antenna array partitioning has emerged as
a more flexible and superior alternative, enabling dynamic
reconfiguration of the entire antenna array into transmit and
receive subarrays. Unlike traditional approaches that activate
only a small and fixed subset of antennas, array partitioning
leverages all available elements in a reconfigurable array topol-
ogy to ensure a more adaptive and resource-efficient allocation
for both sensing and communication. In our previous work
[33]], we investigated joint array partitioning and beamforming
design for ISAC systems, where the direction-of-arrival (DOA)
estimation accuracy is optimized under communication SINR
requirements and a given power budget. Simulation results
demonstrated that the proposed dynamic array partitioning
scheme significantly outperforms fixed partitioning methods.
However, this prior study focused on scenarios with a single
point-like target, which fail to capture the multifaceted chal-
lenges of practical ISAC deployments that must account for
multiple point-like targets, or more general “extended” targets
with a spatially distributed response. Such scenarios pose addi-
tional challenges for target parameter estimation and resource
management. Furthermore, most existing studies optimize the
CRB under idealized assumptions of perfectly known target
parameters. To bridge this gap, a Bayesian CRB framework,
which explicitly accounts for statistical uncertainties in the
target parameters, is critical for designing robust ISAC systems
that align with practical operational conditions.

Motivated by these issues, in this work we investigate
joint array partitioning and beamforming designs for more
practical and complex ISAC scenarios, developing a robust
framework that efficiently manages spatial resources while
jointly optimizing sensing and communication performance.
The main contributions of this paper are summarized below.

e We establish an ISAC model for simultaneous multiple
point-like target sensing and multi-user communication
with a dynamically partitioned array architecture. Based
on this model, we derive the closed-form Bayesian
CRB (BCRB) for target parameter estimation, providing
fundamental theoretical insights. We then formulate a
joint array partitioning and beamforming optimization
framework to minimize the BCRB for target DOA es-
timation while satisfying multiuser communication SINR
requirements, the transmit power budget, and inherent
constraints on the array partitioning.

o To solve the resulting complicated problem with frac-
tional quadratic terms and binary integer variables, we
employ dedicated transformations and classical algorith-
mic frameworks to decompose the problem into tractable
subproblems by leveraging the Schur complement and
alternative direction method of multipliers (ADMM). We
iteratively solve these subproblems with the aid of semi-

definite relaxation (SDR).

o We generalize our Bayesian framework to extended target
sensing, where the target is characterized by its central
angle and angular spread. We formulate an optimization
problem to minimize the BCRB for angle estimation un-
der constraints similar to those for the previous problem.
To accommodate the extended target model, the previous
optimization framework is adapted to effectively handle
the additional complexity introduced by extended target
representations.

« For both sensing scenarios, we develop a joint maximum
a posteriori (MAP) estimation algorithm that simulta-
neously estimates all target parameters by maximizing
the posterior distribution. Unlike conventional methods,
it leverages parameter correlations and integrates prior
knowledge with real-time data, enhancing accuracy and
robustness, especially in low-SNR environments. This
approach mitigates error propagation and offers a more
efficient and reliable solution for complex sensing tasks.

e We conduct comprehensive numerical simulations to
evaluate the proposed method against fixed array parti-
tioning schemes. The results demonstrate that our dy-
namic partitioning approach significantly outperforms
conventional methods, achieving lower root-BCRBs and
reduced root-mean-squared errors (RMSEs) for various
system settings.

Notation: Boldface lower-case and upper-case letters indi-
cate column vectors and matrices, respectively. The symbols
()*, ()T, ()", and (-)~! denote the conjugate, transpose,
transpose-conjugate, and inverse operations, respectively. The
space of real and imaginary numbers is respectively rep-
resented by C and R. The operators |a|, ||a]|, and ||A|r
represent the magnitude of a scalar a, the norm of a vector a,
and the Frobenius norm of a matrix A, respectively. Statistical
expectation is denoted by E{-}, Tr{A} takes the trace of the
matrix A, and diag{a} indicates the diagonal matrix whose
diagonal elements are taken from a. The real part of a complex
number is given by R{-}, and S}; represents the set of all N-
dimensional complex positive semidefinite matrices. Finally,
we let A(i,j) denote the element in the i-th row and the j-
th column of matrix A, and a(i) denote the i-th element of
vector a.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION FOR
MULTIPLE POINT-LIKE TARGETS

We consider a monostatic ISAC system in which a BS is
equipped with a uniform linear array (ULA) consisting of NV
elements with half-wavelength spacing. The dual-functional
BS simultaneously serves K single-antenna users while per-
forming target sensing. In this section, we address scenarios
involving multiple point-like targets, such as the drones shown
in Fig. [ Extended targets with a non-negligible angular
extent, like the vehicle in Fig. [Tl will be discussed in a subse-
quent section. These scenarios introduce increased complexity
compared to conventional sensing models, necessitating so-
phisticated designs that dynamically and strategically optimize
the allocation of available resources to achieve an optimal
balance between communication and sensing performance.
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Fig. 1. A monostatic ISAC system with a dynamically parti-
tioned array architecture. (red: transmit antennas and beam-
forming, blue: receive antennas and beamforming)

To address these challenges, we propose a dynamic array
partitioning approach that optimizes the configuration of the
available antennas for either dual-functional signal transmis-
sion or echo-signal reception, thereby effectively balancing the
demands of both communication and sensing functionalities.
The array partitioning configuration is represented by the
vector a = [a1,az,...,ay]T € {0,1}", where a, = 1
indicates that the n-th antenna operates as a transmit antenna
and a,, = 0 represents a receive antenna.

The transmitted dual-functional signal at time slot [ is

x[l] = AW.,s.[l] + AW,s,[]] = AWSs][l], (1

where A £ diag{a} is the array partitioning matrix, W £
[W. W,] € CVN*(V+K) g the transmit beamforming matrix,
W, € CNXE and W, € CV*V represent the beamformers
for the communication symbols s. € C¥ and the radar probing
signals s; € CY, respectively. We assume that E{ss”} =
Inix. The received signal at the k-th user is written as

ykll] = hif AWS]l] + n[l], (2)

where h;, € CV denotes the channel between the BS and
the k-th user and ny[l] ~ CN(0,07) denotes additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN). The SINR for the k-th communica-
tion user is given by
[hif Awy|”

K+N :
> itk bl Aw;|? + o2

For sensing, we assume 7' > 1 targets are located far
enough from the BS to be modeled as point reflectors. The
received radar signal at the BS is thus composed of echos
from the targets, self-interference between the transmit and
receive antennas, and additional noise and interference:

SINRj, = (3)

T
yell] = > au(Iy — A)hyhf AWSs]]] @
t=1

+ HgWs[l + 7] + (Ix — A)n.[l],

where Hg; € CN*N is the self-interference channel, 7
represents the round-trip delay of the target echoes, oy € C
is the target radar cross section (RCS), h; € C¥ is the line-
of-sight (LoS) channel to the ¢-th target at direction 6, i.e.,
ht Y Bt[efjlgNﬂ'sinHt7 6733721\]71'sin€,57 . eijglwsinGt]T
B accounts for distance-dependent path loss, and n, ~
CN(0,021y) is AWGN. The radar echoes collected over L

time slots can be expressed as

] >

T
Y. => a,H/WS + HOWSJT, + (Iy — A)N;,  (5)

t=1
where S 2 [s[l],...,s[L]], N, & [mJ[l],...,nJ[L]], the
equivalent channel for the target echoes is

H; = (ILy — A)hsh[ A, ©)

and the equivalent self-interference channel is defined as
H, £ (Iy — A)HgA. 7

The time-shift matrix J. represents the round-trip delay of
the target echoes. We vectorize the echo signal matrix, y, =
vec{Y,}, yielding

T
e =Y owvec{H;WS} + vec{ HWSJ, + (Iy — A)N,},
t=1

n (noise component)

7 (signal component)

()
which we assume to follow a complex Gaussian distribution:
y: ~ CN(n, R,) with covariance matrix R, = I, ®R,,, where
R, is the covariance of the self-interference plus noise:

R, = (In — A)[0?Iy + HiAWW" AHE | (Iy — A). (9)

Given y,, the BS aims to estimate the target parameters

0 £ [01,6,,...,07]", (10a)
a o, an,. .. a7, (10b)
€207, R{a"}, ${a"}". (10c)

The likelihood function for parameter estimation is given by

exp [ -y — U)Hﬁ{l@r - 77)]
7TNL|ﬁn| ’

p(¥:l0,a) = (11

Incorporating prior knowledge about the target parameters
can greatly improve estimation accuracy. In tracking scenarios,
the BS can leverage historical observations to obtain statistical
priors. In our proposed approach, we assume the following
prior distributions of the target DOAs and RCS:

BNN(NOuEO)a aNCN(NQ,Ea), (12)
with the corresponding prior probabilities
2(0) = exp [—%(0 — He)ngl(e - ug)] (130)
(2m)T/2|54[1/2 )
Hyi—1
exp |—(a — o) 2 (a0 — po
pla) = = ) ( ) . (13b)

7| %4

Combining the prior information with the likelihood, the



posterior probability for estimating 8 and « is given by

p(0, aly,) < p(y.-10, a)p(0)p(a). (14)

Ignoring constants independent of (6, ), the negative log-
posterior can be expressed as

£(0,0) = Gem) "Ry Fom) + 5(0-10)" 55 (0 o)
+ (e — Na)TE;I(a — Ha)-
15)
Estimates of the target parameters € and « can be obtained
by maximizing the posterior probability, which is equivalent
to minimizing the negative log-posterior £(0, ). The sens-
ing performance is typically evaluated by the mean squared
error (MSE) of the parameter estimates. However, due to
the complexity of the sensing scenario, deriving closed-form
expressions for the estimates or their associated errors is often
intractable. As an alternative, a widely adopted approach is to
evaluate the theoretical lower bound on the estimation errors
using the Bayesian Cramér-Rao bound (BCRB). The BCRB
provides a fundamental limit on the achievable estimation
accuracy by leveraging the Fisher information matrix (FIM),
which quantifies the overall information available for param-
eter estimation. The Bayesian FIM is defined as [34]:

0*Inp(0, aly,)
Fp = —E{—’}. 16
B D€z (16)
According to (I4) and (I3), Fp consists of two components:
Fg = FL + Fp, (17)

where Fp is the likelihood-based FIM that captures the in-
formation provided by the observations, while Fp reflects the
information contained in the prior distributions. Given the prior
probabilities in (I3) and assuming independence between 6
and o, the prior FIM is expressed as

F
FP—|:9F:|7

2R{Z1) 2=}
=23{= ) 2% (=S
The likelihood-based FIM Fy € R37*37 is defined by

(18)

where Fy = E;l and F,, = [

o onfl ~ | on
F =2 — 1
L) = 2GRy 5L, 19
with partial derivatives
I _ asvec[H, WS}, (20a)
00,
on
o] vec{H; WS}, (20b)
on
55 70n] = yjvec{H, WS}, (20c)
and H, = 0H, /00,. Recalling (@), we can write
H, = diag{h, }ba” diag{h, }, (21a)
H; = (Iy — A)h,hT A + (Iy — A)h;hT A, (21b)

— diag{h;}ba” diag{h,} + diag{h, }ba” diag{h;},
1)

where b £ 1 — a, and h; £ 9h,/d6, = — 7 cos §;Qh, with
Q £ diag{q} and q & [1:5¥, 38 EZLT Note that
both H, and H, depend on the array partitioning vector a.
Using the definitions in (I9) and 20), the elements of Fy are
shown in @7) on the next page, where R, = WW¥_ For
convenience in further derivations, we partition Fr, as

F, = S 22
' [FgaT Faar =
where Fggr € CT*XT, Fggr € CT*?T and Fgzar €

C2T><2T

Combining the prior and likelihood-based FIMs, the
Bayesian FIM is expressed as

Fgor + Fy Foar
Fp = , 23
B [ Fl + Fssr +Fo (23)

and the BCRB is obtained by inverting Fg. We will focus on
the diagonal elements of the BCRB, which represent lower
bounds on the estimation error variance for each parameter in
&. Our focus will be on DOA estimation performance, so we
are interested in reducing the trace of the BCRB corresponding
only to 6:

BCRBg = Tr{ [Fggr +Fo—Fgsr (Faar +Fo) 'Fogr] '}.

(24)
More generally, our estimation criterion will involve minimiz-
ing the following weighted trace:

Tr{A[Foor + Fo — Fjsr (Faar + Fo) 'Fogr] '}, (25)

with weighting matrix A = diag{\}, \3,...,\2.}.

In the next section, we will study minimization of the BCRB
for DOA estimation, subject to constraints on communication
SINR, transmit power, and the array partitioning, as formulated
in the following optimization problem:

min Tr{A[Fogr +Fo — Fozr (Fagr +Fa) 'Foar] '}

(26a)
h? Aw|?
S.t. Nﬂl ko Wi —— >Ty, Vk, (26b)
djzk g AW+ op
|[AW % < P, (26¢)
K<1Ta<N-T, (26d)
an € {0,1}, Vn, (26¢)

where I', is the communication SINR threshold for the k-th
user, P is the transmit power budget, and (26d) is imposed
to guarantee K different data streams and the desired sensing
capability. This optimization problem is inherently complex
and highly non-convex, primarily due to the fractional and
quadratic terms in the objective and constraints, as well as the
binary integer constraints on the array partitioning. In the next
section, we introduce an efficient alternating optimization al-
gorithm that decomposes the problem into several manageable
sub-problems and solves them iteratively. Subsequently, in
Section IV, we extend the joint array partitioning and transmit
beamforming design to address the extended target scenario.



FL(i,j) = 2R{ajajvec {H;WS} (I, ® Ry) 'vec{H,;WS}} (27a)
=2LR{a} o, Tr{R, "H;R,H} (27b)
= 2LR{a}a;[a” diag{h;}Rydiag{h} }ab” diag{h/ } R, 'diag{h;}b

+ al'diag{h;} R diag{h¥ }ab” diag{h” }R, 'diag{h;}b

+ adiag{h;} R diag{h¥ }ab” diag{h” }R 'diag{h;}b
+ a”diag{h; }Rdiag{h }ab” diag{h” }R, 'diag{h,}b]}, Vi, j =1,2,...,T, (27c)
FL(i, T +j) = 2LR{ o} Tr{R, "H; R, H} (27d)

= 2LR{a;} [a” diag{h;}Rdiag{h }ab” diag{h/ } R 'diag{h,}b

+ a’diag{h;}Rdiag{h }ab” diag{h” } R *diag{h;}b]}, Vi, j=1,2,....T,  (27e)
FL(i,2T + j) = 2LR{yo; Te{R, "H;R H}, Vi, j=1,2,...,T, (271)
FL(T+4,T+j)=FL(2T +i,2T + j) = 2LR{Te{R, 'H;R,H/" } (279)
= 2LR{a" diag{h; }Rdiag{h/" }ab” diag{h/'}R, 'diag{h;}b}, Vi, j =1,2,...,T, (27h)
Fu(T +i,2T + j) = 2LR{yTr{R, "H;RH/ }, (271)
FL(2T +4,T +j) = 2LR{ — jTe{R, 'H;RH/' }, Vi, j=1,2,...,T. (7))
ITII. JOINT ARRAY PARTITIONING AND TRANSMIT st. 0<a, <1, Vn, (29b)
BEAMFORMING DESIGN FOR POINT-LIKE TARGETS m _ m’ m’ (29¢)

In this section, we propose an alternating optimization
algorithm to solve the joint array partitioning and transmit
beamforming design problem for the multiple point-like-target
scenario. The Schur complement is first used to reformulate
the objective function into a more tractable form. Subse-
quently, the binary integer constraint is relaxed by introducing
a smooth penalty term along with convex constraints. To
further facilitate the optimization process, the ADMM frame-
work is employed to decompose the problem into a series of
tractable subproblems that are then iteratively solved using
block coordinate descent. The detailed algorithmic steps are
provided in the following subsections.

A. Schur Complement Transformation

To address the complex objective function, we introduce an
auxiliary variable U € SJTr and leverage the Schur complement
to convert the optimization problem to

min ~ Tr{U!'} (28a)
a,W,UeS
st |Feer +Fo—UA - Foar | gy
Foar Faarir,
26b) — 26e). (28¢)

B. Binary Integer Constraint

Since the binary integer constraint (26€)) introduces com-
binatorial complexity that makes the problem challenging to
solve directly, we approximate this constraint by reformulating
it as a smooth penalty term in the objective function accom-
panied by a box constraint:

Tr{U '} + p1a’ (1 - a)

min
a,W,Ues

(29a)

where p; > 0 is a preset penalty parameter that regulates the
extent to which the binary integer constraint is enforced.

C. ADMM-Based Transformation

We observe that both the objective and the constraints
involve quadratic terms with respect to b, where b £ 1—a. To
simplify the problem, it is natural to introduce b =1 — a as
an auxiliary variable. Doing so and employing the ADMM
framework [33], we express the corresponding augmented
Lagrangian formulation of the problem as

min_ Tr{U '} + pra” (1 —a) + pofb - 1 +a+ |
a,W,UeS} b P2

(30a)

st 0<apb, <1, ¥n, (30b)

T<1"b<N-K, (30c)

(26b) — 26d), [@8b), (30d)

where p > 0 is a penalty parameter and u € RY is the
dual variable. Then, we employ the block coordinate descent
method to solve this multivariate optimization problem. In
each iteration, the dual variable is updated by

pi=p+p2(b—1+a). (31)

The update rules for other variables are presented in detail in
the following subsections.

D. Update W

Given solutions for the other variables, the sub-problem for
finding W is formulated as

Tr{U '}

min
W.,Ues}

st (26b), @26d), @80

(32)



Since both the objective and constraints involve quadratic
terms with respect to W, we define Ry, 2 WWH and
R, 2 wiwH  Vk. Then using the typical SDR approach

[36], we transform problem (32) as

min Te{U '} (33a)
Ues) Ry, Ry, Vk
ot |Foor(Rw) +Fg —UA Foar (Rw) “0
o FgaT (RW) F&&T (RW + Fa -
(33b)
(14T "al diag{h; }Ridiag{h} }a
— al'diag{h;}Rydiag{hYa > o7, Vk, (33c)
Tr{diag{a}Rydiag{a}} < P, (33d)
Ry, Ry, Vk, R “ Ryest 33
Wy ks ) W Zk:l k€ N* ( e)

In (33h), the matrices Fggr, Fggzr and Fggr are linear
functions of Ry, as shown in (7). This is a semi-definite
programming (SDP) problem that can be efficiently solved
using conventional optimization toolboxes.

After obtaining the solutions R, and Ry, to (B3), we have
the optimal solution Ry, = Ry, and we can find the optimal
Ry, that satisfy Rank{Ry} = 1, Vk, using

wi = (hf AR, Ah})"V?R,AhL, Vk,

H
Ry = wrwy,

(34a)
(34b)
where wy, is the k-th column of the communication beam-

former W.. Then, recalling that R,, = wwi = W WH
WrWrH , the radar beamformer W, should satisfy

K
WW/ =R, - Ry, (35)
k=1

from which W, can be found using either a Cholesky or
eigenvalue decomposition.
E. Update a

After obtaining the other variables, the sub-problem for
updating a is formulated as

manipulations and using the SDR approach, problem (36) can
be transformed as

min _ Tr{U'} + Tr{AE,} (37a)
Uesh.A
Foor (A1) + Fy — UA Foar (A1)
S.t. - ~ ~ >~ 0,
Fogr (A1) Faar(A1) +Fq
(37b)
Tr{DyA:} > o2, Vk, (37¢)
K+N N
> Tr{diag{|w;[*}A;} < P, (37d)
j=1
K? < Tr{A,1} < (N - T)?, (37¢)
0<A(n,n) <1, ¥n, (37
A(N+1,N+1)=1, (37g)

where the matrices Fggr, Fggr and Fgzgzr can be easily
expressed as linear functions with respect to A, i.e., aa”l,
according to the expressions in (27), and we define

—p)I c
E, = [(Pz cgl) N Ob] 7
¢y = 05011 + pa(b — 1+ p/p2),
Dj, = (1 + T} Hdiag{hy}wiw} diag{h}'}
— diag{h, }WW*diag{h!’}.

(38)

After obtaining A, by solving problem (37)), we can construct

the optimal solution as
a=(1TA;1)"2A1 (39)

if the rank-one constraint is satisfied; otherwise Gaussian
randomization is necessary to recover an approximate solution.

F. Update b

Fixing the other variables, the update procedure for b is
similar to that for a. In particular, defining b £ [b” 1]” and

e~ B b ~ o
B £ bb" = |7} here B; £ bb”, the optimizat
min Te{U""} + pra”(1 — a) + paf|b — 1+ a+ p/ps]? pT 1| Where By , the optimization
Uesr.a problem is transformed as
(6w i Ut BE 40
Fogr(a) + Fo ~ UA _ Fogr(a) veaps U )+ THBE) (“0u
S.t. T t 0, T
Foar (a) Fzar(a)+ F, . _
(36b) s.t nggT (Bl) + F@ —UA Fgaz (Bl) ~0
.L. T o —_ 3
(1+ F];1)aTdiag{hk}WkaHdiag{th}a Foar (B1) Fzar(B1) +Fa 40n)
— aldiag{h;,)WW®diag{h? }a > o2, Vk, (36¢c) ) - )
. H 4 T° < Tr{Bll} < (N - K) ) (40c)
Tr{diag{a}WW" diag{a}} < P, (36d) -
< <
K?<allya < (N -T)? (36€) 0<B(n,n) <1, ¥, (40d)
0<a<1, Vn. (36f) B(N+1,N+1)=1, (40e)
This problem involves both quadratic and linear functions of where we define
a along with constraints that include fractional expressions E — poIn p2(a— 1+ p/p2) . @D
and semidefinite conditions. To address these difficulties, we “ pa(a— 17+ w/ P2)T 0
define the Variible a £ [a” 1], and the primary variable  Afier solving (40), the optimal solution is obtained as
A L oxT _ 1 a A, L 2T i = =
A =aa’ = LT J where A; = aa’. After some matrix b=(17B;1)"/?B1, (42)



Algorithm 1 BCRB-Oriented Joint Array Partitioning and
Beamforming Design Algorithm

hy, o7, Tk, Vk, Hst, J7, po, o, ta, o, P,

Input: h, V¢, 03,
L, P1, P2.
Output: a, W.
1: Initialize a, = b, = 0.5, Vn, Ry, = U?I, pn=0.
2: repeat
3:  Obtain R, Rk, Vk by solving (33).
Update W by (34) and (33).
Obtain A; by solving (37).
Update a by or Gaussian randomization.
Obtain B by solving #Q).
Update b by @2) or Gaussian randomization.
9:  Update p by (31).
10:  Update R, by @).
11: until convergence
12: Return a, W.

AN A

or using Gaussian randomization.

G. Summary

Based on the above derivations, we summarize the proposed
BCRB-oriented joint array partitioning and beamforming de-
sign approach in Algorithm 1. With an appropriate initializa-
tion, we alternatingly update the beamformer W, the array
partitioning vector a, the auxiliary variable b, and the dual
variable g until convergence.

IV. JOINT ARRAY PARTITIONING AND TRANSMIT
BEAMFORMING DESIGN FOR AN EXTENDED TARGET

In this section, we focus on scenarios involving extended
targets that span a contiguous set of angles, such as in
vehicular radar applications. Unlike point targets, an extended
target reflects signals from multiple scattering points along
its surface, resulting in a continuous set of echoes. Accu-
rately modeling and exploiting this structure is crucial for
improving parameter estimation and system performance. In
the following, we first present the extended target (ET) model
and formulate the corresponding Bayesian estimation problem.
As will be shown, although the system model differs from
that of point-like targets, the resulting optimization problem
retains a structure similar to that in Section II. Consequently,
we adapt the algorithm developed in Section III, introducing
appropriate modifications to handle the expressions required
for ET modeling.

A. System Model and Problem Formulation

The radar returns from an ET collected during L symbol
slots at the BS receive array can be expressed as

Y, = (Iy — A)GAWS + HWSJ, + (Iy — A)N,, (43)

where the target response matrix G represents the effect of
multiple distributed scatters along the ET. In particular, we
assume the ET is composed of Ny, reflectors from angles
0 = (01,0, ...,0N,,.]7 with corresponding RCS values o =
[, a9, ..., an,,.]T. The target response matrix is given by

(44)

where h(f;) represents the LoS channel for the i-th scatterer
at DOA 6;.

Unlike multiple point-like targets, an ET can be efficiently
parameterized by its central angle 6. and angular spread Ay,
as introduced in [39]. Specifically, the scatterer angles are
modeled as

~

0 =0.+ Agw, (45)

where w £ [wy,wa, ..., wN,, |7 C [~1,1] captures the
spatial distribution of the scatterers and is determined by the
physical properties of the ET. Consequently, the parameters to
be estimated for this scenario are

¢=[0. ®R{a"}, S{a”}],

where @ £ [0., Ag]T contains the central angle and angular
spread that describe the ET in the spatial domain, and «
represents the RCS parameters for each angle bin.

Given the received signals: y, = vec{Y;} ~ CN(n,Ra)
with n = vec{(I — A)GAWS}, the likelihood function for
estimating &€ has the same general form as in (1), but with
7 defined by the ET model. As before, the likelihood-based
FIM is given by Fy(i,7) = 2R {%ﬁ;lg—g}, in this case
with partial derivatives

on

(46)

50, vec {BHyAWS}, (47a)
on _ vec {BHAAWS) (47b)
8A0 = A )

on_ _ vec{BH; AWS} (47¢)
63%{%} - ! ’
on__ ec{BH,AWS} (47d)
PRI i ’
where
B2I-A, H; 2 h(9;)h’(6;), (482)
8G Nbins
LA 77 . . ) .
Hy = - 2 g ; o cos 0;(QH,; + H;Q), (48b)
6G’ Nbins
A7 . . ) )
Hp £ A, = ; ow; cos 0;(QH, + H;Q).  (48c)

The elements of Fy for the ET model can then be computed
as shown in (5I) on the top of the next page.

In addition, we assume the following prior distributions for
the central angle 6., the angular spread Ay, and the RCS o

Oc ~ N(MCvoz)v Ag ~ N(MA702A)7 @~ CN(NQ, Ea)'
(49)
For simplicity, we use the notation 6 £ [0, Ag]” and rewrite
the prior distribution of 8 as

0 ~ N(po, X), (50)
T o 0
where g = [pe, pal’ and Xy = 0 o2 The correspond-
A
ing prior probabilities and the prior FIM follow the same form
as in (I3) and (I8).

Following the Bayesian framework, the FIM is computed
as Fg = FL + Fp and the BCRB is obtained by inverting



Fo(1,1
FL(1,2
FL(2,2

Fi(Noins + + 2,5 + 2) = 2LR{—jTr{BR, 'BH,; AR, AH }},
FL(i 4+ 2, Nyins + j + 2) = 2LR{Tr{BR, 'BH; AR, AH }},

) L%{Tr{BR;lBHQARWAﬂgf Y, (51a)

) = 2LR{Tr{BR, 'BHAAR,AH/}}}, (51b)

) = 2LR{Tr{BR, 'BHAAR,AHY}, (51c)

FL(1,i+2) = 2LR{Tr{BR, 'BH;AR,AH/} }}, (51d)

FL(1, Nyins + i + 2) = 2LR{yTr{BR, 'BH; AR, AH/}}, (5le)
FL(2,i+2) = 2LR{Tr{BR, 'BH;AR,AH% }}, (51f)

FL(2, Noins + i + 2) = 2LR{jTr{BR, 'BH; AR, AHY 1}, (5lg)
FL(i+2,j+2) = 2LR{Tr{BR, 'BH;AR,AH}}, (51h)
)= (519)

) = (51)

)= (51k)

F1.(Noins + 7 + 2, Noins + 7 + 2) = 2LR{Tr{BR, 'BH;AR,AH” }}.

Fg. To obtain a closed-form expression for the BCRB of the
central angle 6. and the angular spread Ay, we again partition
the FIM matrices F|, and Fp into 2 x 2 blocks, similar to
@2) and (I8). In the given ET scenario, the dimension of
Foor and Fy is 2 x 2, Fggr 1S 2 X 2Npins, Fgar and F,
iS 2Npins X 2Npins, respectively. Consequently, the weighted
BCRB for estimating 6. and Ay follows the same form as
(23), leading to an optimization problem analogous to (26).

B. Joint Array Partitioning and Beamforming Design

Despite the differences in the ET model, the resulting opti-
mization problem maintains a structure analogous to the point-
like target case, differing primarily in the expressions derived
from (31I). Therefore, the algorithm proposed in Section III
can be applied here with only slight modifications to accom-
modate the new FIM expressions. Following the procedures
in Sections III-A, III-B, and III-C, we convert the weighted
BCRB minimization into a multivariate optimization problem
similar to (30), noting that U € S5 and F. is replaced by (51).
Then, the dual variable p is updated via (3I), and the variables
W, a, and b are updated using the SDR approach presented
in Sections III-D, III-E, and III-F, respectively, except that the
FIM expressions in (33H), (37B), and (@0B) must be replaced
by their extended-target counterparts in (31)).

To illustrate how these expressions can be cast into the
same form required by our algorithm, we take the first
element F(1,1) in (31a) as an example. Define E;; =
H/'BR, 'BHy and D; ; = HyAR,AHJ}. We can rewrite

N+K
= Tr{ARwAEM} = Z Tr{AwlwfIAEll}

=1

FL(1,1)

N+K

= Z Tr{ A diag{w! }E, 1diag{w;} },
i=1

(52a)

N
F.(1,1) = Tr{BR, 'BDy 1} = > Tr{Bu,u/BD }

n=1

r{Bldlag{uH}Dl 1diag{u,}}, (52b)

uMz

where we use an eigendecomposition to construct R, 1 =
25:1 u,ull. Using the same approach for other elements of
the ET-based FIM, the algorithm introduced in Section III can
be seamlessly employed in this setting.

V. JOINT MAXIMUM A POSTERIORI ESTIMATION

Building on the optimization framework developed for
both multiple point-like target and ET scenarios, this section
presents an approach for joint estimation of the DOAs and
RCSs. We formulate the estimation problem within a Bayesian
framework, wherein the target parameters are inferred by max-
imizing the posterior distribution. This formulation effectively
merges prior statistical information with the observed data,
thereby improving estimation accuracy and robustness.

To facilitate the estimation process in the multiple point-like
targets scenario, we first rewrite the received signals in () in
a compact form as

y:r=V(0)a +n, (53)
where we define
V(6) £ [vec{H; WS}, vec{H, WS}, - -, vec{H7 WS}].
(54)

In the Bayesian framework, the negative log-posterior for
parameter estimation given in (I3) can be expressed as

L(O,0) = (F: — V(0)a) "Ry (F: — V(0)r)
50— )"0~ o) (55)
+ (a - Noz)ngl(a - ll’a)u

which is minimized to obtain the desired parameter estimates.
Since the model depends linearly on the RCS parameters o
the estimation can be simplified by first solving for o« with
0 fixed. Setting the gradient of £(0, a) to zero, the optimal

closed-form solution for « is obtained as
& =D"'p, (56)

where "
D=V O)R, V() + =",

- (57)
p=V7(O)R, 'y + 2, pa.



Algorithm 2 Newton Method-Based Joint MAP Estimation
Algorithm

Input: y;, a, WS.
Output: 0, .
1: Initialize @ = pg, @ = po, and m = 0.
2: repeat
3:  Calculate D and p by (7).
Calculate the gradient V£ by (61).
Calculate the Hessian V£ by (62).
Set V2L =T when V2L is not semidefinite.
Determine the step size dom using the Armijo rule.
Update 6 by (59).
9:  Setm:=m+ 1.
10: until Convergence criterion is satisfied.
11: Obtain o using (36).
12: Return 6 and o.

AN A

Substituting the closed-form expression for ¢ into the cost
function yields a concentrated criterion that depends only on
0:

1
L£(6)=-p"D7'p+ 5(49 — o) TZN0 — o). (58)

Due to the nonlinearity of £(0) with respect to 8, we employ
Newton’s method to minimize (58), leading to the following
update at the m-th iteration:

o0+ — g0 _ g(m) (w2 £(6™)) T'vL(0™),  (59)

where 8(™) is the current estimate and d("™) is the step size
computed according to the Armijo rule. The gradient VL
and the Hessian matrix V2L are derived in Appendix A. The
complete estimation procedure is summarized in Algorithm 2.
For the ET scenario, the same algorithm can be adapted to
estimate the central angle 0., the angular spread Ay, and the
RCS a. However, in this case, V(6) depends only on 6. and
Ay, with a different formulation of the gradient and Hessian
matrices, as presented in Appendix A. Consequently, the
resulting approach provides a unified framework that accom-
modates both point-like and extended targets by appropriately
adjusting the signal model and its associated derivatives.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the benefits of the proposed joint
array partitioning and beamforming designs through extensive
simulation results. For the simulations, we adopt a Rician
fading channel model for the communication users, which is
mathematically expressed as

K [ 1
h. = hioS + hNLoS’ 60
g Vitw * 1+w F (60)
where the LoS component is defined as hi®S =
[87J172N71’Sin¢k7e*j:g;Nﬂ'Sinqbk’ o e,JNglﬂ-sinqbk]T, o rep-

resents the azimuth angle of the k-th user, and the elements of
the NLoS component h¥°5 € CV are drawn from CN(0, 1).
The Rician factor is set to x = 3dB, and the standard distance-
dependent path loss model PL(d) = Cy(d/dy)~? is adopted,
where d denotes the link distance, S is the path-loss exponent,
and Cy = —30 dB represents the reference path loss at a
distance of dyp = 1 m. The distances for the BS-target and
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Fig. 2. Convergence performance of Algorithm 1.

BS-user links are set to 50m and 100m, respectively, with
corresponding path-loss exponents of 2 and 2.6. The self-
interference channel is modeled as Hg;(i, j) = agie 727%.i/A,
where ag; represents the amplitude of the residual self-
interference after cancellation, d; ; is the distance between the
i-th and the j-th antennas, and A is the signal wavelength.
We set the carrier frequency to 3.5GHz with a bandwidth
of 100MHz. Leveraging advanced analog- and digital-domain
cancellation techniques developed for full-duplex systems
(371, [38]], we assume that the strength of the self-interference
channel is comparable to that of the target echoes. Without
loss of generality, the noise power at all receivers is set to
0 = 02 = —80 dBm. The SINR requirements for all users
are set to a uniform value of I'y, = 10 dB for all k, and the
weighting matrix in (23) is assumed to be A = I. The number
of collected samples within one coherent processing interval
is set to L = 32.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed joint array
partitioning scheme (denoted as “Prop.”), we compare its
performance against two benchmark approaches that assume
fixed array partitions. The first, referred to as “Even”, is
commonly employed in the ISAC literature and partitions
the array into equally sized contiguous transmit and receive

subarrays: a = [1 1 ... 1 00 ... 0]7. While this scheme

N/2 N/2
offers a straightforwaﬁd and intui/tive partitioning strategy, it
fails to fully exploit the array’s potential for balancing joint
sensing and communication. The second benchmark follows
a heuristic approach aimed at maximizing the array aperture
for enhanced sensing performance. In this approach, referred
to as “Heu.”, the receive antennas are located at both ends of
the array: a=[11...1 00...0 11... 1)7. This heuristic
——  —— ——
N/4 N/2 N/4

approach is effective for improving sensing capabilities, partic-
ularly in single-target detection scenarios [[1]], but we will see
that it does not achieve optimal performance when balancing
both sensing and communication functionalities, especially
in complex environments. The proposed method dynamically
optimizes the array partitioning to achieve a balance between
communication and sensing objectives, yielding performance
that surpasses these fixed partitioning strategies.
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Fig. 3. Root-BCRB and RMSE versus transmit power P.

A. Multiple Point-Like Targets Scenarios

For the case of multiple point targets, we consider a dual-
functional BS equipped with a ULA consisting of N = 24
elements, serving K = 3 communication users and sensing
T = 3 targets. The mean DOAs and RCSs of the targets
are set as mg = [50°,60°,70°]" and p, = V2eIm/4,
respectively. The variance of the priors is 3y = 0.0913 for the
DOAs and ¥, = 0.01I3 for the RCSs. Fig. [2] illustrates the
convergence behavior of the proposed algorithm by plotting
the objective of (30a) against the number of iterations under
various settings. We see that convergence is achieved in all
scenarios within 30 iterations, highlighting the efficiency of
the proposed algorithm.

In Figs. Blf7l we evaluate the sensing performance in terms
of the average of root-BCRB and RMSE across the 7" targets.
The sensing performance versus transmit power is plotted
in Fig. Bl where solid lines denote the root-BCRB, repre-
senting the theoretical lower bounds determined by the array
partitioning and transmit beamforming, and the dashed lines
correspond to the root MSE of the estimates obtained by
the proposed MAP estimation algorithm in Section V. The
root MSE of all methods aligns well with the root-BCRB for
different power levels, validating the effectiveness of the MAP
estimation algorithm. More importantly, the proposed array
partitioning scheme significantly outperforms the two bench-
marks, especially in the high-power region. The root MSE of
the proposed algorithm is approximately 75% less than that
of the “Heu.” scheme and 50% of the “Even” partitioning at
P = 20 dB. This substantial improvement underscores the
benefit of dynamic array partitioning architecture.

Fig. [ presents the sensing performance as a function of the
number of users, highlighting the inherent trade-off between
target DOA estimation accuracy and multiuser communica-
tion demands. The proposed algorithm based on dynamic
array partitioning consistently outperforms the benchmarks
for all scenarios, demonstrating its effectiveness in balanc-
ing the competing ISAC objectives. As the communication
requirements become more stringent, the dynamic partition-
ing continues to provide significant improvements in sensing
performance, although the additional gains gradually diminish
due to increasing resource allocation constraints.

0.24

—=—==H
0.22. J
b —6— Prop., root-BCRB
— © —Prop., RMSE

02F —A— Heu., root-BCRB |

= — A —Heu., RMSE

L —+&— Even, root-BCRB
[} - -

S 018l B —Even, RMSE |
o

o3

[an]

o

O 0.

aQ

°

<

Number of users K

4. Root-BCRB and RMSE versus number of users K.

Fig.

0.32

—6— Prop., root-BCRB
— © —Prop., RMSE
—A— Heu., root-BCRB
— A —Heu., RMSE
—+8— Even, root-BCRB

o

[N

=
I

< — B —Even, RMSE \
w
RE]
o

o3

m 0.15
o«

4]

@

°

<]

I
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

Standard deviation of DoAs (°)

Fig. 5. Root-BCRB and RMSE versus standard deviation of
DOA:s.

Fig.l5lexamines the impact of the prior standard deviation of
the target DOAs on sensing performance. As the prior informa-
tion becomes less reliable, both the root-BCRB and root MSE
increase due to increased initial uncertainty about the DOAs,
but the improvement provided by the observations increases
significantly, as evidenced by the increasing difference be-
tween the RMSE and the initial prior DOA standard deviation.
The gain offered by the proposed dynamic array partitioning
is more pronounced as the initial uncertainty increases, further
indicating the benefits of the proposed approach in ensuring
robust sensing performance.

The resolution performance of the algorithm is illustrated
in Fig. where target 1 is moved from 50° to 60°, while
the other two targets remain fixed at 60° and 70°. As target
1 approaches the fixed targets, both the root-BCRB and root
MSE increase due to heightened interference resulting from
reduced angular separation. However, an interesting dip in
both metrics appears around 56°, where a more favorable array
geometry can be achieved that momentarily increases spatial
resolution and helps mitigate interference. The proposed al-
gorithm achieves a substantially larger reduction in estimation
error compared to the benchmarks, underscoring its ability to
adapt the array configuration for improved spatial resolution.

The impact of self-interference on sensing performance is
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Fig. 7. Root-BCRB and RMSE versus the SI channel strength.

evaluated in Fig. [l where the SI channel power ratio is
defined as ||Hgi||%/||h:h!||%. The results indicate that the
proposed scheme achieves greater performance gains for SIs
at 20dB or lower, but the gains diminish as the SI becomes
increasingly strong. This results because the proposed dynamic
antenna allocation allows the transmit and receive antennas to
be positioned in closer proximity than the benchmarks, which
maintain non-overlapping and spatially separated transmit and
receive arrays. Consequently, the reduced antenna separation
in the proposed approach makes it more susceptible to self-
interference. These results highlight the necessity of achieving
sufficient self-interference cancellation in dynamic array par-
titioning scenarios.

B. Extended Target Scenarios

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of the
approach proposed in Section IV for ET scenarios. We assume
a BS equipped with a ULA of N = 32 elements serving
K = 3 communication users and sensing an ET that is
modeled with Ny, = 5 reflection points. The positions of
these points determined by the vector w in (@3) are assumed
to be uniformly sampled in the range [—1,1]. We consider
a typical automotive radar scenario where the ET is located
50 meters from the BS, beyond the near-field region of the
BS array. The ET is located at an azimuth angle of 30°
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Fig. 8. Convergence performance of Algorithm 2.
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Fig. 9. Root-BCRB and RMSE versus transmit power P.

and is assumed to have a horizontal dimension of 5.24m,
corresponding to an angular spread of 3°. For an equivalent
MIMO radar system with 16 transmit and 16 receive antennas,
the achievable angular resolution is 0.45°, making it feasible to
accurately extract information from Ny, = 5 reflection points.
The mean values of the prior distributions for the central angle,
angular spread, and RCSs are set to p. = 30°, ua = 3°, and
o = V/2e77/4, respectively. The corresponding variances are
02 =024 =0.09 and X, = I, respectively.

The convergence performance of the proposed algorithm
for the ET scenario is shown in Fig. 8] which shows similar
performance as in Fig. @) for the point-like target case. Fig.
presents the sensing performance as a function of the transmit
power, where the solid lines represent the theoretical bounds
and the dashed lines correspond to the actual estimation error
obtained using the joint MAP estimation algorithm in Section
V. The root BCRB and RMSE plots show the average of
the bound for the central angle and angular spread. The
proposed array partitioning scheme clearly provides significant
performance gains thanks to its spatial flexibility. In addition,
a more obvious gap is seen between the BCRB and the actual
estimation error when compared to the multiple point-like
target scenario in Fig. Bl This deviation arises primarily from
the stronger nonlinearities introduced by the ET model, which
challenge the second-order approximation used in the Newton-
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based MAP algorithm. These results underscore the necessity
of developing more sophisticated estimation algorithms to
better address the complexities of ET scenarios and further
approach the theoretical limits.

Finally, Fig. illustrates the impact of angular spread on
angle estimation performance. With the width of the angular
bins fixed at 1.5°, an increase in angular spread results in more
reflection points and additional RCS parameters, increasing
estimation complexity and leading to higher estimation errors.
Despite this, the proposed method consistently achieves lower
estimation errors compared to other approaches, demonstrat-
ing its robustness and efficiency even as the angular spread
increases.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced a dynamic array partitioning
strategy for monostatic ISAC systems to harness the available
spatial degrees of freedom for enhanced sensing performance.
We considered both multiple point-like and extended target
scenarios, deriving the respective Bayesian CRB for each
case assuming the availability of priors for the parameters
of interest. Building on these derivations, we formulated a
joint optimization problem that minimizes a weighted BCRB
while simultaneously satisfying power budget, communication
SINR, and partitioning requirements. To solve this problem,
we proposed an alternating algorithm based on ADMM and
SDR. A tailored MAP estimation approach was then developed
for robust parameter recovery. Extensive simulation results
demonstrated the pronounced advantages of dynamic partition-
ing over conventional fixed-partition arrays in terms of both
theoretical BCRBs and empirical RMSE. Notably, strategies
such as simply dividing the array into two halves or placing
the receive antennas at the edges were shown to be inefficient,
especially in complex sensing situations.

APPENDIX A
CALCULATIONS FOR GRADIENT AND HESSIAN MATRICES

In this appendix, we detail the derivations of the gradient
and Hessian matrices used in Algorithm 2 for both the multiple
point-like target and extended target scenarios. For the former,
the gradient of £(0) with respect to 6; is given by

oL

o0, = %0 10— po) - 2R {r R 'V, D 'p},

(61)

where r = y, — VD !p and V; represents the partial
derivation of V(8) with respect to ¢;, given by V,; = g—;ﬁ =
[0, ...,0,vec{H,WS},0,..., 0]. The (i,7)-th element of

the Hessian matrix is computed as

%L ort S
sa0; =~ 10" = 2R{ G Ry ViD p)
— 23%{rHR*1VijD* p}
oD (62)
Hp—1 1 1
+ 29%{ R, VD> 55,0 p}
~ .. B ap
_ Hp -1y y-19P
29%{r R-V,D 50, }
where we define the necessary intermediate derivatives
or oD 8p
— =VD ' =D~ V D™ vD~!
90, 90, P P 2, ©3
9D THTR —1 HR -1
—=V-Rn V+V Rn V,-, (63b)
89j 7 ’
0 S 1~
8%— — VIR, 'y, (63¢)
.. 2 .o
Vi,i = gz—;/ = [0,...,O,VGC{HZ'WS},O,...,O], (63d)
V=0, Vj#i. (63¢)

The second-order derivative H, is computed based on the
expressions for H; and H; given in I). Specifically,

H; = (Iy — A)[h;h] + 2h;h! + h;h!]A,
where hl = 6hl/891 =T sin Olth — 7T2 COS2 91Q2h1

(64)

For the ET scenario, the structure of the gradient and
Hessian terms are identical to those in (61) and (62). The
key distinction lies in how V depends on both the central
angle 0. and the angular spread Ay. Consequently, the partial
derivatives of V differ, leading to updated expressions for \Y%
and V. Once these derivatives are defined, they can be directly
incorporated into the same gradient and Hessian expressions
used for point-like targets, with only minimal changes to
the associated computational steps. Thus, we only need to
compute the following partial derivatives:

ov

Vléwz [...,vec{H}WS},.. ], (65a)
Voo IV [ veclHwWs) ] s
0
2
Vii 2 gz_;” —[... vec[H'WS},.. ], (65¢)
. 2 ..
Voo 2 DV o [ vee{HAWS) ] (650)
0
.. 0%V ..
Vio 2 IR, = [...,vec{H;WS},...], (65¢e)
where we define
0. o OH;
HY% %6, — = —jmcos6;(QH, + H;Q), (66a)
doe O cos,(QH, + HLQ), (66b)
0



0°H;

I:Ii = m = Jw; T sin@i(QHi + HZQ)
— jmeos6;(QHS + HAYQ),  (66¢)
o A O°H; .
H £ v grsind; (QH, + H; Q)
— Jm cos Hi(QHf° + Hf°Q), (66d)
~n, o OPH; 2
fo & —82A9 = jwimsin6;(QH,; + H;Q)

— JW;T COS Oi(QHZ—AB + HZ—AQQ). (66¢)

Substituting the definitions of V; and V; ; from (&3) into (61)
and (62), the corresponding gradient and Hessian matrices for

the
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