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Abstract—This research presents a novel framework
integrating Flexible-Duplex (FlexD) and Integrated Sensing
and Communications (ISAC) technologies to address the
challenges of spectrum efficiency and resource optimization
in next-generation wireless networks. We develop a unified
system model for a dual-functional radar-communication base
station with multiple-input multiple-output capabilities, enabling
dynamic uplink and downlink channel allocation. The framework
maximizes network throughput while maintaining radar sensing
performance, subject to signal-to-clutter-plus-noise ratio (SCNR)
requirements and power constraints. Given the non-convex and
combinatorial nature of the resulting optimization problem, we
propose an iterative algorithm that converges to a locally optimal
solution. Extensive simulations demonstrate the superiority of
the proposed FlexD-ISAC framework compared to conventional
half-duplex networks. Additionally, sensitivity analyses reveal
the impact of SCNR requirements and power constraints on
system performance, providing valuable insights for practical
implementation. This work establishes a foundation for future
research in dynamic, resource-efficient wireless systems that
simultaneously support sensing and communication capabilities.

Index Terms—6G; Beamforming; Flexible-Duplex networks;
Integrated Sensing and Communications (ISAC); Multi-User
MIMO; Reconfigurable networks

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid advancement of wireless communication systems,
particularly in vehicular networks [1], demands innovative
solutions to address the growing requirements for enhanced
data rates, reduced latency, and precise sensing capabilities.
As networks evolve toward 6G, Integrated Sensing and
Communications (ISAC) has emerged as a transformative
paradigm, enabling critical vehicular applications, including
vehicle-to-everything (V2X) and vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I)
communications [2], [3]. While conventional half-duplex
(HD) systems offer implementation simplicity, they impose
fundamental limitations on spectral efficiency and exhibit
vulnerabilities to interference and security threats. To address
these constraints, flexible-duplex (FlexD) architectures have
been proposed, dynamically adapting to network conditions [4].

ISAC represents a paradigm shift from traditional approaches
where radar and communication functionalities operated inde-
pendently. By proposing a unified framework, ISAC enables the
seamless integration of sensing and communication capabilities,
sharing critical system resources including spectrum, antenna
arrays, and power budget. This integration is particularly crucial
in vehicular networks, where precise sensing and reliable
communications must coexist to ensure safe and efficient trans-
portation systems [5], [6]. Recent research has expanded ISAC
applications to indoor localization [7] and human activity

monitoring [8], with significant advances in waveform
design [9], beamforming strategies [10], and resource
allocation mechanisms [11].

FlexD, on the other hand, has emerged as a promising
approach to improve spectral efficiency by leveraging the
inherent randomness of wireless channels. Unlike conventional
duplexing schemes that rely on static resource partitioning,
FlexD introduces adaptive allocation mechanisms that
dynamically adjust uplink (UL) and downlink (DL) resources
based on instantaneous network conditions. This flexibility
is particularly valuable in vehicular networks, where rapidly
changing channel conditions and diverse traffic patterns necessi-
tate adaptive resource management. Recent advances in FlexD
have explored resource allocation algorithms for interference
broadcast channels [12], security enhancement mechanisms [4],
and machine learning-based resource allocation [13].

Despite their individual advancements, ISAC and FlexD
have largely been treated as separate research areas, leaving
a gap in exploring their integration. This work represents the
first effort to integrate FlexD and ISAC technologies, paving
the way for a dynamic, resource-efficient framework that
bridges the gap between these two research domains. The
main contributions of this work are as follows:

i) We propose a novel system model that integrates the
FlexD scheme into the ISAC paradigm. This model
enables dynamic UL/DL channel allocation through
user sub-grouping, allowing a dual-functional radar-
communication (DFRC) multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) base station (BS) to simultaneously support
communication with multi-antenna-equipped users.

ii) We propose an optimization framework for FlexD-enabled
ISAC systems to dynamically optimize UL and DL
directions, mitigating interference beyond fixed HD
configurations. The strategy maximizes UL/DL sum
rate while ensuring radar performance via a signal-
to-clutter-plus-noise ratio (SCNR) constraint. Efficient
algorithms are developed using a combination of convex
and alternating optimization methods, ensuring practical
implementation with guaranteed convergence.

iii) The proposed algorithm is rigorously validated through
extensive numerical simulations and compared against
traditional HD networks and other baseline methods.
Furthermore, we investigate the impact of power and
SCNR constraints on system throughput.
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II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Network Model

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a FlexD multi-user MIMO
network comprising a BS with DFRC capability and K users,
denoted by the set K={1,2,...,K}. The BS is equipped with
uniform linear array (ULA) composed of Nt transmit antennas
for DL communication and radar operations, Nr receive
antennas for UL communication and radar reflection reception
[14]. Each user k ∈ K employs Lk antennas. The spatial
separation of antennas at the BS enables effective mitigation
of self-interference arising from DL transmission [15].

The BS concurrently performs three operations: i) DL
communication, ii) UL communication, and iii) radar sensing
of a target positioned at angle θ0. To enhance operational
efficiency, the BS employs the same symbol sequence for
both DL communication and radar sensing functions [16].

B. FlexD Communication Model

The FlexD framework enables dynamic allocation of
communication directions by adaptively switching users
between UL and DL modes. At any given time slot, the
network users are partitioned into disjoint sets D and
U=K\D, representing DL and UL users, respectively.

1) Uplink Communications: The transmit signal of user
k at time step t is given by xB,k[t] =VB,ksB,k[t]∈CLk×1,
where VB,k ∈ CLk×TB,k denotes the transmit beamformer
and sB,k ∈CTB,k×1 represents the unit-power signal vector,
i.e., E[sB,ksB,k

H ]=I . Here, TB,k denotes the length of the
signal vector from user k to BS. The received signal at the
BS from user k is expressed as

yB,k[t]=HB,kxB,k[t]+
∑

i∈U\k

HB,ixB,i[t]+nB [t], (1)

where HB,k ∈ CNr×Lk represents the flat Rayleigh fading
channel from user k to BS and nB [t]∼CN (0,σ2

BI) represents
independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the BS. The achievable UL
communication rate at the BS from user k is given by

CB,k=logdet

[
I+HB,kVB,kV

H
B,kH

H
B,k( ∑

i∈U\k

HB,iVB,iV
H
B,iH

H
B,i+σ2

BI

)−1
]
. (2)

2) Downlink Communications: The aggregate
transmit signal vector from the BS is formulated as
z[t] =

∑
j∈DVj,Bsj,B[t] ∈ CNt×1, where Vj,B ∈ CNt×Tj,B

represents the transmit beamformer and sj,B ∈ CTj,B×1

denotes the unit-power DL symbol sequence. Tj,B denotes
the length of the signal vector from BS to user j. Under the
assumption of statistical independence of data symbols across
different users, this transmit signal z[t] serves dual purposes:
communication and radar sensing. At the receiver side, the
signal observed by user k can be expressed as

yk,B [t]=Hk,Bz[t]+nk[t], (3)
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Communication

Radar Sensing
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Fig. 1. Illustration of a multi-user MIMO FlexD-ISAC network in an urban
environment, where a DFRC base station simultaneously facilitates DL/UL
communications with K vehicular and mobile users, while performing radar
target detection.

where nk[t]∼CN (0,σ2
kI) represents i.i.d. AWGN at user k.

The achievable DL communication rate at user k from BS
is given by

Ck,B=logdet

[
I+Hk,BVk,BV

H
k,BH

H
k,B( ∑

j∈D\k

Hk,BVj,BV
H
j,BH

H
k,B+σ2

kI

)−1
]
. (4)

C. Sensing Model

The proposed DFRC system utilizes the transmit signal z[t]
for both communication and radar sensing purposes. The radar
sensing operations are performed within the same coherent
time interval as signal transmission. The composite received
sensing signal at time step t at the BS is characterized by

r[t]=G0z[t]+
∑

m∈M
Gmz[t]+

∑
i∈U

HB,ixB,i[t]+nB [t], (5)

where M denotes the set of clutter elements in the envi-
ronment. The channel matrices G0 and Gm represent the
target and clutter reflection channels, respectively, defined
as G0 = β0ar(θ0)at(θ0)

H and Gm = βmar(θm)at(θm)H ,
where β0 and βm represent the complex reflection coef-
ficients for the target and clutter elements, respectively.
The receive and transmit steering vectors are given by
ar(θ) = 1√

Nr
[1, ... , ej2π

dr
λ (Nr−1)sin(θ)]T and at(θ) =

1√
Nt

[1,...,ej2π
dt
λ (Nt−1)sin(θ)]T . Here, λ denotes the wavelength,

while dr and dt represent the inter-element spacing of receive
and transmit antenna arrays, respectively. The intended target is
positioned at angle θ0, and the mth clutter element is located at
angle θm. The third term incorporates the interference from UL
users on the radar sensing signal. To evaluate radar performance,
we focus on the signal-to-clutter-plus-noise ratio (SCNR), as de-
tection probability exhibits monotonic increase with SCNR [17].
For a receive beamformer q∈CNr×1, the SCNR is expressed as

γr(q)=E
[
|β0q

HA(θ0)z|2

qHRq

]
, (6)



where A(θ) = ar(θ)at(θ)
H ∈ CNr×Nt and the interference-

plus-clutter covariance matrix R∈CNr×Nr is given by

R=
∑

m∈M
|βm|2A(θm)

∑
j∈D

Vj,BVj,B
H

AH(θm)

+
∑
i∈U

HB,iVB,iVB,i
HHB,i

H+σ2
BI. (7)

By determining the optimal minimum variance distortionless
response (MVDR) beamformer q∗ [18] and substituting it into
(6), we obtain

γr(q
∗)= |β0|2

∑
j∈D

Tr
(
Vj,BVj,B

HΘ
)
, (8)

where Θ=AH(θ0)R
−1A(θ0)∈CNt×Nt .

D. Optimization Problem

The network aims to maximize the sum data rate across
both UL and DL communications while satisfying power
constraints and maintaining a specified minimum radar SCNR.
The optimization problem can be formally expressed as

max
{VB,k,Vk,B ,D}

∑
i∈K\D

CB,i+
∑
j∈D

Cj,B , (9a)

s.t |β0|2
∑
j∈D

Tr
(
Vj,BVj,B

HΘ
)
≥γmin, (9b)

∑
j∈D

Tr
(
Vj,BVj,B

H
)

≤P (BS)
max, (9c)

Tr
(
VB,kVB,k

H
)

≤P (k)
max ;∀k, (9d)

where (9b), (9c), and (9d) represent radar SCNR constraint,
power constraint of the BS, and power constraints of user
devices, respectively. When the radar SCNR constraint cannot
be satisfied under the given power constraints and channel con-
ditions, the problem becomes infeasible, resulting in system out-
age. Given the non-convex and combinatorial nature of this opti-
mization problem, we employ a transformation to an equivalent
sum mean square error (MSE) minimization problem, following
the approach in [19]. The reformulated problem is expressed as

min
{V ,U ,W ,D}

∑
i∈K\D

Tr(WB,iEB,i)−logdet(WB,i) (10)

+
∑
j∈D

Tr(Wj,BEj,B)−logdet(Wj,B),

s.t (9b), (9c), (9d).

In this formulation, V ∈ {VB,k,Vk,B}, U ∈ {UB,k,Uk,B},
and W ∈{WB,k,Wk,B} collectively represent both UL and
DL variables. The MSE matrices Eji are defined as

Ej,i=(I−Uj,i
HHj,iVj,i)(I−Uj,i

HHj,iVj,i)
H

+
∑

(m,ℓ) ̸=(j,i)

Uj,i
HHj,ℓVm,ℓVm,ℓ

HHj,ℓ
HUj,i+σ2

jU
H
j,iUj,i, (11)

where the weight matrices WB,i⪰0 and Wj,B⪰0 correspond
to UL and DL communications, respectively, and UB,i and
Uj,B denote their respective receive beamformers.

III. BEAMFORMER AND USER PARTITION DESIGN
FOR FLEXD COMMUNICATIONS

A. Uplink Beamformer Design

With given DL beamformers, the optimal UL transmit
beamformers can be written as

VB,k=

(
HH

B,kUB,kWB,kU
H
B,kHB,k+

∑
j∈D

HH
jkUj,BWj,B

×UH
j,BHjk+λI+µ

[
|β0|2HH

B,kR
−1A(θ0)

∑
j∈D

Vj,BV
H
j,B

×A(θ0)
H
R−1HB,k

])−1

HH
B,kUB,kWB,k, (12)

where λ and µ represent the Lagrangian multipliers associated
with the power and radar constraints, respectively.

Proof: The optimization problem’s Lagrangian
incorporating user power and radar constraints follows

L(VB,k,λ,µ)=
∑

i∈K\D

Tr(WB,iEB,i)−logdet(WB,i)

+
∑
j∈D

Tr(Wj,BEj,B)−logdet(Wj,B)

+λ
[
Tr
(
VB,kVB,k

H
)
−P (k)

max

]
−µ

|β0|2
∑
j∈D

Tr
(
Vj,BVj,B

HΘ
)
−γmin

. (13)

Taking the first-order derivative with respect to VB,k and
setting to zero yields (12). The non-linearity in R−1

which contains VB,k terms is addressed through iterative
approximation, where R(t) from the previous iteration is used
to compute V

(t+1)
B,k . This linearization technique generates a

sequence of feasible beamformers that converge to a stationary
point of (10) under mild initialization conditions.

Through first-order optimality conditions of (10) with
respect to UB,k and WB,k, we can derive the receive
beamformer and the weight matrices, respectively, as

UB,k=

(∑
i∈U

HB,iVB,iV
H
B,iH

H
B,i+σ2

BI

)−1

HB,kVB,k, (14)

and WB,k=
(
I−UH

B,kHB,kVB,k

)−1
. (15)

B. Downlink Beamformer Design

For given UL beamformers, the optimal DL transmit
beamformers can be expressed as

Vk,B=

(∑
j∈D

HH
j,BUj,BWj,BU

H
j,BHj,B+λI−µ|β0|2Θ

)−1

×HB,k
HUB,kWB,k. (16)

Proof: Proof is similar to that of (12) except BS power
constraint and radar constraint are incorporated to the
Lagrangian. Non-linearity in V

(t+1)
k,B is eliminated using R(t)

from the previous iteration.
Similarly, the corresponding receive beamformer and weight

matrices are obtained respectively as



Algorithm 1 FlexD-ISAC Sum rate maximization
1: Initialize VB,k and Vk,B such that (9b), (9c), and (9d) are

satisfied using Algorithm 2.
2: V ∗

B,k←0;V ∗
k,B←0; D∗←∅; rate∗←0

3: for D←PatternSearch(K) do
4: r←0
5: repeat
6: W ′

B,k←WB,k; W ′
k,B←Wk,B

7: Update UB,k and Uk,B using (14), (17)
8: Update WB,k and Wk,B using (15), (18)
9: Update VB,k and Vk,B using (12), (16)

10: rate←
∑

i∈K\D

logdetWB,i+
∑
j∈D

logdetWj,B

11: until
∣∣r−(∑i∈U logdetW

′
B,i+

∑
j∈DlogdetW ′

j,B

)∣∣≤ϵ
12: if rate∗≤r then
13: V ∗

k,B←Vk,B ; V ∗
B,k←VB,k; D∗←D

14: end if
15: end for

Algorithm 2 Beamformer initialization
1: Initialize Vk,B and VB,k using the pseudo-inverse of the channel

matrices (ZF solution)
2: VB,k← P

(k)
max

∆∥VB,k∥
VB,k

3: γr←0
4: repeat
5: γ′

r←γr
6: Update R using (7)
7: Θ←AH(θ0)R

−1A(θ0)
8: Compute the eigendecomposition of Θ=QΛQH

9: Take top Nr eigenvectors and eigenvalues as Q′ and Λ′

10: Λ←
√

P (BS)
max
|K|

Λ
∥Λ∥

11: Vk,B←Qdiag(Λ)
12: Calculate γr using (8)
13: until |γr−γ′

r|≤ϵ

Uk,B=

∑
j∈D

Hk,BVj,BV
H
j,BH

H
k,B+σ2

kI

−1

Hk,BVk,B , (17)

and Wk,B=
(
I−UH

k,BHk,BVk,B

)−1
. (18)

C. User Partition Design and Optimization Algorithm

The proposed solution employs a two-stage optimization
strategy where i) for a given set of users assigned to
DL transmission (combinatorial variable D), the algorithm
iteratively optimizes the continuous variables representing

the beamformers (V ,U ,W ) until convergence, and ii) upon
achieving a stationary point in the inner iteration, the algorithm
explores alternative subsets D⊆K to determine the optimal
allocation of users between UL and DL transmission modes.
The solutions to the beamformer optimization problems in
equations (12) and (16) that satisfy the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker
(KKT) conditions are obtained through the modified Powell
method [20]. To address the computational complexity of
exhaustive search over 2K possible UL/DL combinations and
the challenges associated with discrete optimization variables,
we employ a direct search algorithm adapted from [21]. The
complete optimization procedure is detailed in Algorithm 1.

To ensure feasibility, the transmit beamformers must be
properly initialized to satisfy all constraints. Algorithm 2
presents a systematic initialization procedure that consists of the
steps: i) initialize transmit beamformers using the zero-forcing
(ZF) solution by computing the pseudo-inverse of the channel
matrix, ii) scale the UL beamformers to comply with maximum
transmit power constraints, further reducing their power by a
user-defined factor ∆ to minimize interference with the radar
signal, and iii) iteratively enhance the SCNR using techniques
analogous to spatial multiplexing in MIMO systems.

The computational complexity of Algorithm 1 varies with
the cardinality of the UL set U and DL set D. Assuming
equal cardinality and denoting the number of Lagrange
multiplier estimation iterations as I, the time complexity is
O
(
IK5max{Nt,Nr,Lk}3

)
, where a K3 complexity originates

from the pattern search algorithm. Under similar assumptions,
the time complexity of Algorithm 2 is O

(
KLk+N3

r +N3
t

)
.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section presents a comparative analysis of our proposed
framework against established baselines and evaluates the
optimization approach through comprehensive simulations.
The simulation environment consists of a FlexD-ISAC network
deployed over a 1×1km2 area with randomly distributed users.
The BS employs a ULA with Nt = 6 transmit and Nr = 4
receive antennas, spaced half-wavelength apart. Each user has
Lk=4 antennas. Both BS-user and user-user channels are flat
Rayleigh fading. The radar target is at 45°, with clutter sources
at 0° and 90°. Reflection coefficients are based on free-space
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path loss with a 10;dB antenna gain. For comparative analysis,
we implement HD and ZF baseline strategies, maintaining
equivalent user distribution between UL and DL sets, with
uniform temporal resource allocation.

Fig. 2 illustrates the relationship between average
communication throughput and maximum BS transmit
power. The proposed FlexD algorithm exhibits monotonically
increasing throughput with elevated power levels, with higher
user densities yielding better performance due to enhanced
diversity gain. The FlexD approach consistently outperforms
baseline methods across all power levels. At P (BS)

max =40dBm,
in 5-user network, FlexD achieves performance gains of 33%
and 176% compared to HD and ZF strategies, respectively,
with this performance differential widening at higher power
levels. Similarly, Fig. 3 illustrates the relationship between
communication throughput and maximum user power. When
user power increases from 20 dBm to 40 dBm (a factor of
100), throughput increases by approximately 10nat/s/Hz across
all user counts. This limited improvement stems from radar
sensing constraints, where excessive user power generates
interference that compromises sensing performance.

Fig. 4 reveals the fundamental trade-off between commu-
nication throughput and SCNR constraints. At low SCNR
requirements, throughput stabilizes, indicating a non-binding
constraint regime. Conversely, higher SCNR requirements
necessitate increased energy allocation toward radar targeting,
resulting in throughput degradation. For instance, in 4-user
case, doubling the sensing performance requirement from
10dB to 13dB results in a 12.6% decrease in throughput.

Fig. 5 demonstrates throughput performance as a
function of network user count. The results highlight FlexD
networks’ ability to effectively leverage diversity gain for
performance enhancement. The performance advantage of
FlexD over baseline approaches increases with user density.
At P (BS)

max = 40 dBm, FlexD achieves more than double the
throughput in a 7-user network while maintaining equivalent
hardware and signal processing complexity.

V. CONCLUSION

This study presents a novel integration of ISAC and FlexD
technologies to enhance spectral efficiency under dynamic wire-
less channel conditions. We developed an iterative optimization
algorithm that maximizes system throughput while maintaining

radar SCNR constraints. Numerical results demonstrate the
superior performance of our proposed framework compared to
HD and ZF baselines. Additionally, we conducted a detailed
analysis of power and SCNR constraint effects on the optimiza-
tion approach. Future research directions include developing
neural network-based approaches to reduce direction selection
complexity and formulating efficient algorithms for Lagrangian
multiplier determination in transmit beamformer design.
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