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Abstract—In integrated sensing and communication (ISAC)
systems, pilot signals play a crucial role in enhancing sensing
performance due to their strong autocorrelation properties and
high transmission power. However, conventional interleaved pilots
inherently constrain the maximum unambiguous range and re-
duce the accuracy of channel impulse response (CIR) estimation
compared to continuous orthogonal frequency-division multiple
access (OFDMA) signals. To address this challenge, we propose
a novel overlapped block-pilot structure for uplink OFDMA-
based ISAC systems, called phase-shifted ISAC (PS-ISAC) pi-
lot allocation. The proposed method leverages a cyclic prefix
(CP)-based phase-shifted pilot design, enabling efficient multi-
transmitter pilot separation at the receiver. Simulation results
confirm that the proposed scheme enhances CIR separation,
reduces computational complexity, and improves mean square
error (MSE) performance under practical power constraints.
Furthermore, we demonstrate that utilizing continuous pilot
resources maximizes the unambiguous range.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC),
channel impulse response (CIR), orthogonal frequency-division
multiple access (OFDMA), pilot design, uplink (UL).

I. INTRODUCTION

INTEGRATED sensing and communication (ISAC) has
garnered significant attention from academia and industry

due to its potential to enhance spectral, energy, and hardware
efficiency by sharing spectrum and hardware resources for
both sensing and communication functions [1]. A key chal-
lenge in ISAC is designing multiple access (MA) techniques
that balance communication and sensing while minimizing
mutual interference [2], [3]. In this context, next-generation
MA (NGMA) techniques are expected to play a crucial role
in 6G wireless networks by optimizing resource allocation for
dual functionality. From a resource allocation perspective, MA
techniques must balance the trade-off between sensing and
communication [4]. However, conventional MA approaches,
designed primarily for communication, may not be directly
applicable to ISAC due to their inherent constraints in pilot
allocation, interference management, and coexistence strate-
gies.

In ISAC, pilot allocation plays a pivotal role in balancing
the coexistence of sensing and communication signals. Tra-
ditionally, pilots have been employed in communication for
channel estimation and positioning [5], while also serving as
essential components in sensing applications [6]. Given this
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dual functionality, different wireless standards have adopted
distinct pilot allocation strategies to optimize performance.
Recognizing this, Wi-Fi integrates sensing by transmitting
pilot-only packets, utilizing the same channel access mecha-
nisms as communication packets [7]. Meanwhile, in OFDMA-
based systems, pilot allocation follows a structured approach,
broadly classified into two categories: block and interleaved
pilot allocation [8]. A promising approach is uplink (UL)
overlapped interleaved pilot allocation, where time-shifted
pilot sequences are leveraged to separate the channel impulse
responses (CIRs) of multiple transmitters in the time domain
[9]. Additionally, to mitigate excessive pilot overhead, over-
lapping pilots have been explored in prior studies [10], where
Kalman estimators and predictive filtering techniques have
been used to enhance the channel estimation process in UL
overlapped interleaved allocation. However, these methods do
not account for the unique requirements of ISAC, such as a
high maximum unambiguous range and velocity estimation.

ISAC pilot designs: In orthogonal frequency-division mul-
tiple access (OFDMA) systems, pilot signals are typically
non-continuous and uniformly interleaved across the time and
frequency domains. Beyond communication, these structured
pilots have also been explored for sensing applications. Radar
processing techniques leveraging pilots in the orthogonal
frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM) waveform, along
with dynamic pilot subcarrier allocation for range-adaptive
radar sensing, have been investigated in the downlink (DL)
[11], [12]. Additionally, the potential use of 5G positioning
reference signals (PRS) for radar sensing in the DL has
been explored in [6]. However, conventional pilot allocation
schemes, originally designed for communication, suffer from
reduced resolution and limited unambiguous range due to their
interleaved spectrum occupation. To address this limitation,
a coprime and periodic pilot design was proposed in [13]
as an interleaved pilot allocation strategy for the DL. While
this approach enhances the maximum unambiguous range, it
introduces additional computational complexity. Furthermore,
in the UL, ISAC-oriented pilot allocation techniques have
been investigated in the context of overlapped pilot and
sensing sequences [14], [15]. These methods primarily rely
on interleaved pilot structures and iterative channel estimation,
demonstrating effectiveness in sensing but also increasing
computational complexity.

Despite the growing interest in ISAC pilot allocation, there
remains a lack of research on block pilot structures in an over-
lapped manner for UL OFDMA-based ISAC systems. Current
interleaved methods suffer from low pilot density, which de-
grades channel estimation accuracy and restricts the maximum
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Fig. 1. The system model of the proposed uplink ISAC multiple-access scheme.

unambiguous range. Therefore, there is a pressing need for a
novel MA strategy for UL pilot allocation that overcomes these
challenges without introducing excessive complexity. Such a
solution must maximize the unambiguous range limit, enhance
sensing accuracy, minimize computational overhead, and en-
sure robust multi-transmitter CIR separation in overlapped
pilot allocation schemes for OFDMA-based ISAC systems.

Contributions of this work: In this work, we propose a
novel overlapped block-pilot structure for UL OFDMA-based
ISAC systems, introducing a cyclic prefix (CP)-based phase-
shifted pilot allocation to enable efficient multi-transmitter
pilot separation at the receiver. The proposed phase-shifted-
ISAC (PS-ISAC) method ensures continuous pilot transmis-
sion, effectively enhancing the maximum unambiguous range
while optimizing spectral utilization. Performance evaluation
confirms that PS-ISAC outperforms conventional interleaved
pilot allocation—widely used in standardized OFDMA sys-
tems [16]—by achieving lower mean-square error (MSE)
under power spectral constraints with reduced computational
complexity. These results establish the overlapped block-pilot
structure as a robust and efficient alternative to standardized
orthogonal interleaved schemes, offering enhanced estimation
accuracy and resource utilization for ISAC systems.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

The proposed system model, illustrated in Fig. 11, consists
of U single-antenna transmitters, each functioning as either
a communication or sensing transmitter in an UL OFDMA
transmission. These transmitters simultaneously transmit their
signals over a channel to a single-antenna ISAC receiver,
sharing the same time and frequency resources to maximize
spectrum efficiency. Each OFDM symbol is structured based
on the transmitter type: communication transmitters use pilot
carriers, while sensing transmitters use dedicated sequences2.
During transmission, pilots xF

3 are inserted by the transmit-
ters, followed by a phase shift applied to the frequency-domain
signal based on the information provided by the receiver.

1The blocks differing from conventional interleaved-ISAC (CI-ISAC) in the
proposed PS-ISAC method are highlighted in blue.

2Since sensing sequences incorporate known pilot symbols for channel
estimation, both sensing and communication transmitters can be treated
similarly at the receiver. Thus, they are collectively referred to as transmitters,
and both pilot and sensing sequences are simply termed pilots [11].

3Boldface lowercase symbols represent vectors.

Subsequently, the time-domain OFDM symbol is generated
as

xtsT,u(n)=
1√
N

N−1∑
k=0

xpsF,u(k)e
j2πkn/N , n=0, 1, . . . , N−1,

(1)
where N represents the fast Fourier transform (FFT) size,
and xpsF,u(k) denotes the phase-shifted pilot in the frequency
domain. Then, a CP of size NCP is appended. The signal
is then processed through digital-to-analog conversion and
transmitted over the channel by each transmitter separately.
While the same NCP is used for both communication and
sensing symbols, different values may be assigned, provided
the maximum excess delay of the channel is less than NCP.

At the ISAC receiver, the received signal comprises the
summation of all transmitted signals. The reception process
begins with analog-to-digital conversion, followed by CP
removal, yielding the time-domain signal yT . Subsequently,
the received frequency-domain signal yF can be expressed as

yF (k) =

U∑
u=1

hF,u(k)x
ps
F,u(k) + wu(k), k=0, 1, . . . , N−1,

(2)
where hF,u(k) represents the Rayleigh fading channel sam-
ples, modeled as CN (0, 1), and wu(k) denotes an AWGN
sample, modeled as CN (0, σ2). After receiving the signal,
channel estimation is performed, and the estimated channel
frequency response (CFR) is subsequently transformed into
the time domain via an inverse FFT (IFFT) operation for
channel separation and noise cancellation [5]. The CIR of
each transmitter is individually extracted in the time domain,
followed by an FFT operation to recover the CFR for each
transmitter. For parallel transmission, all communication and
sensing transmitters are assumed to be perfectly synchronized
with the receiver in both time and frequency domains.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

In CI-ISAC for OFDMA systems, pilots are utilized for
both channel estimation and sensing [12], where the estimated
channel is subsequently employed for either data demodulation
or sensing tasks. However, in the proposed PS-ISAC, signals
are fully overlapped in both the time and frequency domains,
making conventional channel estimation infeasible due to
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TABLE I
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY OF CI-ISAC AND PS-ISAC.

Transmitters Receiver
CI-ISAC PS-ISAC CI-ISAC PS-ISAC

Addition U(3N log2 N − 3N + 4) U(3N log2 N − 3N + 4) (2U + 1)(3N log2 N − 3N + 4) (U + 2)(3N log2 N − 3N + 4)
Multiplication U(N log2 N − 3N + 4) U(N log2 N −N + 4) (2U + 1)(N log2 N − 3N + 4) + 2N (U + 2)(N log2 N − 3N + 4) + 2N

(a) CIRs obtained using the PS-ISAC method.

(b) CIRs obtained using the CI-ISAC method.

Fig. 2. CIRs of transmitters at the receiver for different pilot design methods.

their inseparability. To address this limitation, phase-shifted
pilot sequences are applied at the transmitters, allowing CIR
separation at the receiver after the IFFT operation, where each
transmitter’s CIR appears at a distinct NCP interval.

Prior to transmission, the receiver assigns each transmitter
a phase shift based on NCP, which is then applied to the pilot
sequences in the frequency domain as

xpsF,u(k) = ψu(k)xF (k), (3)

where the phase shift introduces a corresponding time shift
in the time domain after the IFFT operation. As illustrated in
Fig. 1, each transmitter u applies the phase shift

ψu(k) = e−j2πknu/N , k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, (4)

where the phase shift amount is defined as nu = (u− 1)NCP.
Since NCP is known at both the transmitter and receiver, no ad-
ditional signaling overhead is required for timing synchroniza-
tion. The only requirement is to transmit the assigned phase

shift to each transmitter, similar to the interleave subcarrier
offset in conventional interleaved systems [16].

At the receiver, CFR estimation is performed using the
known pilots xF . The received frequency-domain signal from
(2) allows CFR estimation via the least-square (LS) estimator
[5]. Unlike CI-ISAC, where LS is performed for each trans-
mitter, in PS-ISAC, a single LS estimation is applied to all
transmitters simultaneously. The estimated CFR is given by

h̃F (k) =
yF (k)

xF (k)
, k = 1, 2, . . . , N. (5)

To enhance estimation accuracy, the estimated CFR is con-
verted to CIR, facilitating multi-transmitter CIR separation as

h̃T (n) =
1√
N

N−1∑
k=0

h̃F (k)e
j2πkn/N . (6)

Then, transmitter-specific CFRs are extracted as

h̃F,u(k) =
√
N

uNCP−1∑
n=(u−1)NCP

h̃T (n)e
−j2πnk/N , (7)

where the index selection in the FFT summation defines
the CIR separation block, ensuring accurate differentiation of
transmitter signals in the time domain, as shown in Fig. 1.

Fig. 2 illustrates the time-domain separation of transmitters’
CIRs at the receiver, highlighting the distinction between the
proposed PS-ISAC and CI-ISAC. The parameters used are
N = 32, U = 4, NCP = 8, a 4-tap frequency-selective
Rayleigh fading channel, and pilot ratio (PR) = 1/U with
pseudo-random pilot sequences. In PS-ISAC, leveraging NCP
segments the received signal into intervals, enabling CIR sep-
aration in the time domain. Due to the overlapped block-pilot
structure, periodicity does not appear in PS-ISAC. Conversely,
CI-ISAC follows a fixed periodic structure, where interleaved
pilots in the frequency domain introduce periodicity in time.
This key difference allows PS-ISAC to separate CIRs in the
time domain, whereas in CI-ISAC, CFR separation is achieved
using transmitter-specific interleaved pilots.

A. Computational Complexity Analysis

The computational complexity analysis considers real addi-
tions (add.)/subtractions, multiplications (mult.)/divisions per-
formed at the transmitter and receiver over an OFDM symbol
duration. The FFT operation requires (3N log2N − 3N + 4)
real additions and (N log2N − 3N + 4) real multiplications
[17]. At the transmitters, IFFT complexity remains the same
for both CI-ISAC and PS-ISAC, but PS-ISAC introduces
additional overhead due to the phase shift operation, requiring
2N real multiplications per transmitter. At the receiver, FFT
complexities for both CI-ISAC and PS-ISAC are identical
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Fig. 3. Power spectra of CI-ISAC and PS-ISAC transmitters.

Fig. 4. MSE performance of CI-ISAC and PS-ISAC under power constraints.

when computing yF and h̃F,u in (7). Computing yF requires
a single FFT for all transmitters, whereas obtaining h̃F,u

requires an FFT for each transmitter. Both methods require
2N real multiplications for h̃F estimation in (5). The key dif-
ference arises in IFFT operations at the receiver. In CI-ISAC,
computing h̃T,u for each transmitter requires a separate IFFT,
whereas in PS-ISAC, a single IFFT suffices, making it in-
dependent of the number of transmitters. A computational
complexity comparison is provided in Table I.

B. Maximum Unambiguous Range

The maximum unambiguous range is given by [13]

Rmax =
Npc

2N∆f
, (8)

where Np is the number of pilot-carrying subcarriers, ∆f is
the subcarrier spacing, and c denotes the speed of light. In the
interleaved structure, Np is given by Np = N × PR, while
in the proposed overlapped block-pilot method, it simplifies

Fig. 5. MSE performance of CI-ISAC and PS-ISAC without power con-
straints.

to Np = N since PR is set to 1. This confirms that the pro-
posed method fully utilizes all available subcarriers for pilot
allocation, achieving the theoretical limit for the maximum
unambiguous range.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, Monte Carlo simulations evaluate the MSE
performance of PS-ISAC, alongside computational complexity
and maximum unambiguous range analysis for a varying
number of transmitters. The simulations use pseudo-random
pilot sequences with N = 256 and NCP = N × PR. Channels
are modeled as (NCP − 1)-tap frequency-selective Rayleigh
fading, with U = 1/PR.

Fig. 3 examines the impact of power constraints (PC),
comparing the PS-ISAC (PR = 1) with the CI-ISAC (PR =
1/4, 1/8, 1/16) under PC or without PC. In PC scenarios, each
pilot subcarrier is normalized to unit power, while in non-PC
cases, pilot subcarriers are scaled by

√
1/PR to maintain total

power consistency with PR=1. However, as shown in Fig. 3,
the non-PC approach exceeds the 802.22 FCC spectrum mask
[18], while PS-ISAC and CI-ISAC under PC remain within the
mask due to uniform power distribution across pilot carriers.

Figs. 4 and 5 compare MSE performances of PS-ISAC and
CI-ISAC in PC and non-PC scenarios for different PR and NCP
values. The MSE is computed as 1

U

∑U
u=1 E[(hF,u − h̃F,u)

2].
PS-ISAC achieves superior or comparable MSE performance
to CI-ISAC, depending on the application of power constraints.
Fig. 4 examines PS-ISAC under regulatory PC, showing
consistent superiority over CI-ISAC across all PRs. Since
PS-ISAC allows all transmitters to fully utilize subcarriers
(PR=1), MSE remains independent of the number of trans-
mitters. In contrast, CI-ISAC experiences degraded MSE as
the number of transmitters increases relative to PR. The only
trade-off in PS-ISAC is its higher pilot power usage per
transmitter compared to CI-ISAC. Fig. 5 illustrates the MSE
performance without PC, showing that PS-ISAC achieves the
same MSE as CI-ISAC. Since the MSE remains unchanged
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TABLE II
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY COMPARISON BETWEEN CI-ISAC AND

PS-ISAC.

Transmitters Receiver
Method U Add. Mult. Add. Mult.

CI-ISAC
4 21520 5136 48420 12068
8 43040 10272 91460 22340

16 86080 20544 177540 42884

PS-ISAC
4 21520 7184 32280 8216
8 43040 14368 53800 13352

16 86080 28736 96840 23624

TABLE III
MAXIMUM UNAMBIGUOUS RANGE COMPARISON BETWEEN CI-ISAC AND

PS-ISAC.

Method U Rmax(m)

CI-ISAC
4 2498
8 1249

16 624
PS-ISAC 4/8/16 9993

for any NCP value due to the overlapped block-pilot allocation,
only NCP = 32 is presented for PS-ISAC.

The computational complexity calculations for a varying
number of transmitters are summarized in Table II. Results
show that PS-ISAC consistently has lower computational
complexity than CI-ISAC, with the difference becoming more
significant as the number of transmitters increases. This is
due to PS-ISAC requiring only a single IFFT at the receiver
for CIR estimation. While transmitter complexity is slightly
higher due to the phase shift operation, it remains negligible
compared to the computational cost of IFFT, especially for
large values of N .

Table III highlights the maximum unambiguous range ad-
vantage of PS-ISAC. When PR=1, the proposed method
achieves the highest possible Rmax, whereas in CI-ISAC,
Rmax decreases as the number of transmitters increases. Over-
all, PS-ISAC not only maximizes the maximum unambiguous
range with significantly lower computational complexity but
also achieves superior MSE performance under power con-
straints while maintaining equivalent MSE when power con-
straints are not applied. These results underscore the efficiency
of PS-ISAC in resource-constrained environments.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a novel overlapped block-pilot al-
location method for uplink OFDMA-based ISAC systems,
leveraging a CP-based phase-shifted pilot design to enable
the separation of the CIRs from multiple transmitters at the
receiver. Theoretical analysis and simulations confirm that
PS-ISAC substantially reduces computational complexity by
eliminating the need for transmitter-specific IFFT operations
at the receiver, compared to the CI-ISAC method. Addition-
ally, it maintains the highest achievable maximum unambigu-
ous range and enhances the MSE performance under power
constraints. These advantages make PS-ISAC as a scalable
and efficient pilot design solution for next-generation ISAC
networks.
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