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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) is ex-
pected to play a prominent role among emerging technologies in
future wireless communications. In particular, a communication
radar coexistence system is degraded significantly by mutual
interference. In this work, given the advantages of promising
reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS), we propose a simultane-
ously transmitting and reflecting RIS (STAR-RIS)-assisted radar
coexistence system where a STAR-RIS is introduced to improve
the communication performance while suppressing the mutual
interference and providing full space coverage. Based on the
realistic conditions of correlated fading, and the presence of
multiple user equipments (UEs) at both sides of the RIS, we
derive the achievable rates at the radar and the communication
receiver side in closed forms in terms of statistical channel state
information (CSI). Next, we perform alternating optimization
(AO) for optimizing the STAR-RIS and the radar beamforming.
Regarding the former, we optimize the amplitudes and phase
shifts of the STAR-RIS through a projected gradient ascent
algorithm (PGAM) simultaneously with respect to the amplitudes
and phase shifts of the surface for both energy splitting (ES)
and mode switching (MS) operation protocols. The proposed
optimization saves enough overhead since it can be performed
every several coherence intervals. This property is particularly
beneficial compared to reflecting-only RIS because a STAR-
RIS includes the double number of variables, which require
increased overhead. Finally, simulation results illustrate how
the proposed architecture outperforms the conventional RIS
counterpart, and show how the various parameters affect the
performance. Moreover, a benchmark full instantaneous CSI (I-
CSI) based design is provided and shown to result in higher
sum-rate but also in large overhead associated with complexity.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication, simul-
taneously transmitting and reflecting RIS, correlated Rayleigh
fading, achievable rate, 6G networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

The exponential growth of mobile devices and the gradual
increase in the data rate demand are supported by the rapid
development of future wireless communication networks [[1].
The required improvement in wireless transmission capacity
can be achieved in two ways. The first key way concerns
the move to a higher spectrum such as millimeter wave or
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even terahertz transmission [2[], [3]. The second promising
direction includes sharing of the frequency bandwidth among
different systems. In parallel, intelligent wireless communi-
cations including artificial intelligence (AI) require massive
sensing data for the training of the Al network. Note that the
acquirement of such data can be achieved by radar systems.
To cover these gaps, integrated sensing and communication
(ISAC) has emerged as a promising solution that can improve
wireless capacity and collect sensing data simultaneously [4],
[31.

Generally, there are two directions with respect to ISAC
implementation. One is the dual-functional radar and com-
munication (DFRC) system design [6]-[8], where the com-
munication and radar devices share the same hardware. The
other includes a communication radar coexistence system [9],
where the communication and radar devices are separated but
share the same frequency bandwidth. In this work, we rely on
the latter implementation with the relevant works focusing on
the suppression of the mutual interference between the two
systems by means of suitable communication beamforming
and radar codesign. Notably, the mutual interference can be
mitigated by the introduction of a disruptive simultaneously
transmitting and reflecting reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
(STAR-RIS) technology in three ways as will be proposed
below, communication signal enhancement and mutual inter-
ference suppression while providing 360° coverage. Note that
it has been shown that a RIS not only can play an important
role in spectrum sharing in cognitive systems [10] but a con-
ventional RIS has been already employed in communication
radar coexistence system [L1]].

Generally, A RIS consists of a metasurface that includes a
large number of passive elements which can be reconfigured
independently by inducing suitable phases on the imping-
ing waves. This technology has been introduced as a cost-
and energy-efficient solution to improve the performance in
wireless systems [12]], [13]. An accompanied controller is
responsible for the management or the phase shifts towards
the coherent addition of the reflected signals that will result
in boosting the desired signal at the receiver.

Although the main assumption in most existing works is that
both the transmitter and the receiver are located on the same
side of the surface with only reflection taking place, in practice,
user equipments (UEs) can be located not only in front but
also behind the surface. Fortunately, recent advancements
in metamaterials have enabled STAR-RIS that provides full
space coverage by adjusting both the amplitudes and phase
shifts of the impinging waves [14]-[20]. Especially, in [15],
authors suggested the operating protocols for modifying the
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transmission and reflection coefficients of the transmitting
and reflected signals which are namely energy splitting (ES),
mode switching (MS), and time switching (TS). Note that the
performance analysis of the ES/MS and TS protocols require
different lines of analysis. For example, in [19], the downlink
achievable rate and its optimization of a STAR-RIS-assisted
mMIMO system was obtained, while in [20], the max-min
SINR of a STAR-RIS-assisted mMIMO system with hardware
impairments was studied for the ES and MS protocols.

To address the interference between communication and
radar systems, sophisticated optimization techniques by means
of joint spectrum allocation [21] and beamforming design
have been studied [22]. Moreover, a number of works have
considered the introduction of RIS into ISAC [11], [23[]-[26].
In [23], a RIS-assisted MIMO DFRC system was considered
to reduce the mutual reference by deploying the RIS close
to the communication devices by performing alternating opti-
mization (AO)-based method. In [24f], a RIS was adaptively
partitioned in two parts for communication and localization
respectively by means of a large localization algorithm and a
RIS passive beamforming (PB) algorithm. In [25], a RIS was
employed for both communication and sensing by maximising
the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) constraint
under a communication constraint while developing an AO
approach for the corresponding problem. In [26], authors
focused on a coexistence system and considered the spectrum
sharing problem between MIMO and multi-user RIS-assisted
communication systems, while in [11]], a double RIS consid-
ered the performance improvements with a single receiver and
a single-antenna transmitter.

In general, there are two methods for the optimization of the
phase shifts. Specifically, the first approach relies on the instan-
taneous channel state information CSI (I-CSI) [12]], [27], and
the second approach relies on statistical CSI [28]-[32]. The
former approach assumes that the phase shifts are optimized at
every coherence interval because the corresponding analytical
results depend on small-scale fading. On the other hand, the
latter approach includes expressions in terms of large-scale
fading statistics that vary at every several coherence intervals.
Thus, the corresponding optimization can be performed less
frequently, which reduces the signal overhead and induces
lower complexity. Especially, when the number of RIS ele-
ments becomes very large or in high-speed scenarios with fast
time-varying channels, the first method becomes prohibitive.
In addition, in the case of the first approach, the continuous
overloading of the smart controller is not energy efficient.
Note that the second approach is basically based on the two-
timescale transmission protocol approach [28]. According to
this protocol, the precoding is designed in terms of I-CSI,
while the RIS phase shifts are optimised by using statistical
CSI. Other examples of works, which are based on the two-
timescale protocol are the study of the impact of hardware
impairments on the sum rate and the minimum rate in [30]
and [29], respectively.

In this work, we consider a typical scenario, where a
communication multi-user multi-input single-output (MISO)
architecture shares the same frequency with a radar. Unlike
previous works that have considered conventional reflecting-

only RIS, we propose a STAR-RIS-assisted radar coexistence
system with correlated fading, where the surface aims to
suppress the interference from the transmitter to the radar and
cancel the interference from the radar to the UEs while using
the two-timescale protocol [28], [30] In parallel to this work,
we noticed [34], [35], which considered the coexistence of
STAR-RIS with a radar. However, our work differentiates in a
number of ways. Specifically,our work is the only one that has
studied the coexistence of the STAR-RIS with a radar with
statistical CSI by using the two-timescale protocol. In [34],
[35], only I-CSI was considered. Hence, in this work, the op-
timization can take place at every several coherence intervals,
not at each coherence interval. Also, the system models and
the performance metric are different. Contrary to [34], [35],
we have assumed realistic correlated Rayleigh fading. Spatial
correlation makes the formulation more complicated since it
concerns manipulations with matrices instead of scalars (path-
losses) used in many other works. In the optimization, the
correlation matrices induce special manipulations to compute
the gradient ascent. Moreover, we have shown its importance
to perform phase shifts optimization. Also, the introduction
of spatial correlation increases the computational complexity
of the optimization since it includes matrix-wise operations
instead of scalar operationsH In addition, note that many
previous works have assumed that the channel between the
BS and the RIS is deterministic expressing a line-of-sight
(LoS) component, e.g,. [26], while the analysis here is more
general since we assume that all links are correlated Rayleigh
fading distributed. We have provided an analytical framework
to present in an elegant unified way the analysis of both
types of UEs located in front of and the behind the surface.
Furthermore, we have considered multiples UEs at each side
of the surface, while most works on STAR-RIS have assumed
only one UE at each side. Moreover, we have managed not
only to provide the gradient ascent in closed form but we
have also applied it simultaneously on the amplitudes and
the phase shifts, while other works optimize only the phase
shifts or optimize both the amplitudes and the phase shifts in
an alternating optimization manner. Based on AO, we aim
to maximise the communication performance in terms of the
passive beamforming at the STAR-RIS and the radar beam-
forming, while having a constraint regarding the radar transmit
power that guarantees the radar detection performance. The
main contribution are summarised as follows:

« To suppress the mutual interference while providing 360°
coverage, we propose a novel STAR-RIS-assisted radar
coexistence system with correlated fading at both the
BS and the STAR-RIS, where multiple UEs are located

"In [33], it was shown that the RIS correlation should be taken into
account because it is unavoidable in practice.

2In [34], [33], the whole space is divided into two half-spaces, namely
the sensing space and the communication space. In our case, no space division
takes place. Both areas of the STAR-RIS serve all communication and sensing
users. In [34], [35]], one target is assumed. We assume that each user can be
potential a target and a communication user. In [34], [35], low-cost sensors
on STAR- RIS were installed. In our work, we have have not applied such
installation. In [34], [35]], the Cramer-Rao bound (CRB) the two-dimensional
(2D) direction-of-arrivals (DOAs) estimation of the sensing target was derived,
while we have derived the sum SE and performed its optimization.



at each side of the surface based on the two-timescale
protocol.

o We derive the achievable spectral efficiencies (SEs) with
correlated fading at the radar and the desired UE located
at the transmit or the reflection side of the surface in
closed forms that depend only on large-scale statistics.

o Based on statistical CSI, where the analytical results
depend only on large-scale statistics that change at ev-
ery several coherence intervals, we formulate the opti-
mization problem to maximise the achievable SE, while
avoiding interference from the radar. Also, we perform si-
multaneous optimization of the amplitudes and the phase
shifts of the STAR-RIS, which significantly reduces the
overhead. This property is quite important for STAR-RIS
applications that have twice the number of optimization
variables compared to conventional RIS.

o Simulation results are provided to validate the analytical
results and shed light on the impact of various parameters.
Also, the superiority of the proposed architecture against
the conventional counterpart is shown. In addition, we
consider as a performance benchmark a full I-CSI based
RIS design, and we depict the superiority of the proposed
framework based on S-CSI.

Paper Outline: The remainder of this paper is organized as
follows. Section [[Il presents the system model of a STAR-RIS-
assisted radar coexistence system with correlated Rayleigh
fading. Section [l presents the downlink data transmission.
Section [[V] provides the simultaneous optimization of the
amplitudes and phase-shifts configuration concerning both the
PBs for the transmission and reflection regions as well as the
optimization of the radar beamforming design. The numerical
results are placed in Section [V] and Section [VIl concludes the
paper.

Notation: Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface
lower and upper case symbols, respectively. The notations
()7, (), and tr(-) describe the transpose, Hermitian transpose,
and trace operators, respectively. Moreover, the notation E{-}
expresses the expectation operator. The notation diag (A) de-
scribes a vector with elements equal to the diagonal elements
of A, the notation diag (x) describes a diagonal matrix whose
elements are x, while b ~ CN(0,X) describes a circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian vector with zero mean and a
covariance matrix 3.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we present the model of the STAR-RIS-
assisted communication radar coexistence system, as shown in
Fig. [ Specifically, we consider a BS with an M -element uni-
form linear array (ULA) that serves simultaneously K single-
antenna UEs, which are located on both sides of a STAR-
RIS with N elements, belonging to the set N' = {1,..., N}.
We assume that K; = {1,...,K;} UEs are distributed in
the transmission region (¢) and K, = {1,...,K,} UEs
are distributed in the reflection region (r) of the STAR-
RIS, respectively, i.e., K; + K, = K. To define the RIS
operation mode for each of the K UEs, we denote the set
W = {wy,ws,...,wk}. If the kth UE is found behind the

STAR-RIS (i.e., k € k), then wy, = t. On the contrary, if the
kth UE is found in front of the STAR-RIS (ie., k¥ € K,),
we have wp = r. The radar is deployed with () transmit
and receive antennas. The communication nodes and the radar
operate in the same frequency band. Moreover, we assume
direct links between the BS and UEs.
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Fig. 1: A STAR-RIS-assisted communication radar coexis-
tence system.

A. STAR-RIS Model

The STAR-RIS is implemented by a uniform planar array
(UPA) that consists of Ny, horizontally and N, vertically
passive elements, i.e., N, x N, = N. The operation of
the surface is based on two independent coefficients, which
can configure the transmited (¢) and reflected (r) signals.
Especially, given the impinging signal s,,, the transmitted and
reflected signal by the nth STAR-RIS element are denoted
as t, = (B'e/?)s, and 1, = (Blel?n)s,, respectively.
Note that 82+ € [0,1] and ¢** € [0,27) correspond to the
amplitude and phase parameters, while the UE can be found
in any of the two regions that are geographically independent.
The impact of the phase estimation error, which is known
as phase noise, studied in [30] for conventional RIS and in
[36] STAR-RIS, is left for future work. The amplitudes are
correlated according to the law of energy conservation as

(BL+(Br) =1,YneN (1)

but the phase shifts ¢!, and ¢! can be chosen independentlyE
For the sake of exposition, we denote 0% = edoi*

1) Operation protocols: The following analysis relies on
the ES/MS protocols [15]. The TS protocol, requiring a
separate analysis, could be the topic of future work. The main
points of ES and MS protocols are outlined below.

ES protocol: According to this protocol, all STAR-RIS
elements serve simultaneously all UEs located in both ¢

3Recently, a practical coupled phase-shift model was shown, while
the assumption of independent phase shifts is impractical, e.g., see [17],
[37]. However, this assumption regarding independence still allows revealing
fundamental properties of the coexistence of radar and STAR-RIS, while the
consideration of the practical phase shift model in [17], [37] is an interesting
idea for extension of the current work, i.e., to study the coexistence of radar
and STAR-RIS by accounting for this dependence.



and r regions. The PB for the kth UE is expressed as
D5 = diag(By-07", ..., By 0y") € CV*N | where gyt >
0, (BL)2+ (Br)? =1, and |§%+| = 1,Vn € N.

MS protocol: This protocols assumes that the surface is
partitioned into two groups of N; and N, elements that serve
UEs in the ¢ and r regions, respectively, i.e., Ny+ N, = N. The
PB is given by ®)5 = diag(B8* 6y, ..., By 0x~) € CV*N,
where gF € {0,1}, (BL)* 4+ (BL)* =1, and |0;"*| = 1,Vn €
N. Given that the amplitude coefficients for transmission and
reflection are restricted to binary values, the MS protocol
is inferior to the ES counterpart. However, MS has lower
computational complexity regarding the PB designE]

B. Radar Model

During, a radar detection epoch, we assume Z detection
directions denoted by {0.},Vz € Z = {l,---,Z}. The
pulse repetition interval (PRI), which expresses the length of
detection time in each direction 8., is given by L. Hence, the
duration of one detection epoch is Z L. During each PRI, the
transmission of the probing pulse takes place at the first time
index, which is [ = 1, while the echo signal is received at the
time index /. The probing pulse of the radar is expressed as

_ u,s, l=(z-1)L+1,Vz
x[l]z{o (z—1)

[ #(z— 1)L +1,Vz )
where 5, with E{535,} = 1 and 1, € C¥*! correspond to
the radar signal and the radar transmit beamforming vector for
direction 6., respectively.

C. Channel Model

We assume narrowband quasi-static block fading channels
with each block having a duration of 7. channel uses.

Let Hgg € (CMXN, Hpggr € (CMXQ, hgr, € (CQXl, Hgyr €
CN*Q hg, € CN*1 and hp, € CM*1 pe the channels
between the BS and the STAR-RIS, the BS and the radar, the
radar and UE k, the STAR-RIS and the radar, the STAR-RIS
and UE k, and the BS and UE k. All these links underlie
correlated Rayleigh fading conditions since spatial correlation
is unavoidable in practice. The study of Rician fading, which
includes a line-of-sight (LoS) component, is the topic of future
research. Specifically, we have

Hps=\/fesRis ZosRiys Her=\/BsrRys ZerRy .

©)
hgri= BRI@R%{/QZRM Hsgr= BSRR%{/IQSZSRR%{/Qa
4
hg, = BSkR%{/fSZSka hp, = BBkR]lg/;ZBka (5)

where the correlation matrices Rgg € CM*XM Rpig €
CN*N and Rg € C?*? are Hermitian-symmetric positive
semi-definite, and correspond to the BS, the RIS, and the radar,
respectively. They can be obtained by existing estimation
methods [38]], [39]. Hence, we assume that they are known

“4In this case, the optimal value regarding the partitioning of the surface
could be the focus of future research.

by the network. Both Rps and Ry can be modeled as in [40],
while Rg1g can be modeled as in [33]]. Specifically, we assume
that Rgs = [A Oprxar—p), where A = [a(p1)---a(ep)] €
CN*P js composed of the steering vector a(p) € CV defined
as
1

a(p) NGz
where w = 0.3 is the antenna spacing in multiples of the
wavelength and ¢, = —7/2+ (p — 1)n/P, p = 1,...,P
are the uniformly distributed angles of transmission with P =
M /2 [40]. Similarly, we describe Ry. Also, the (I, m)th entry
of RR1s is described as

[1’e—i27‘rwSiﬂ(ﬁ(’),n.,—iQﬂ'w(N—l)Sin(ga)]-r7 6)

2|l — |
A
where ||u; — u,,|| expresses the distance between the Ith and
mth STAR-RIS elements, and A is the wavelength [33]@
Also, Bs. BBRr. Brk. Bsr. Bsk. BBk, and vec(Zpg) ~
CN (0,Iyn), vec(Zpr) ~ CN (0, IMQ), Zri ~ CN (0, IQ),
VeC(ZSR) ~ CN(O,INQ), Zsr ~ CN(O,IN), ZBL ~
CN (0,1;;) are the corresponding path losses and fast fading
vectors, respectively.

[Rris)im = sinc( ), V{l,m}eN, ()

III. DATA TRANSMISSION

~ Regarding the radar, the echo from the target in the direction
0. is written as

y=[l] = aza(f.)a’ (6.)x[l — 1], ®)

where a(f) = [1,e/*5 5@ 55 (Q-Dsin(9)] with A

being the antenna spacing. Note that we have assumed that the
STAR-RIS is placed near the communication transmitter and
receiver and far away from the radar. The reflecting signals
are only being considered when a RIS is placed near the
transmitter or receiver.

The interference from the BS to the radar consists of two
links, which correspond to the BS-radar channel and the BS-
STAR-RIS-radar channel. Mathematically, this interference is
written as

y:[l] = (Hpp + Hgp®, Hpg)s[l], ©)
where s[l] = VA Zfil VPifizi[l] expresses the transmit

signal vector by the BS, and A is a constant which is found
such that E[s[l]"s[l]] = p with p being the total average power
budget. Note that f; € CM*! is the linear precoding vector and
x;[l] is the corresponding data symbol with E{|z;[l]|?} = 1.
Hence, due to E[s[l]"s[l]] = p, A is given as \ = K
where F = [f}, ..., fx] € CM*K,

Thus, the received signal by the radar is given based on (8)
and (@) by

y:[l] = a.a(@.)a"(0.)x[l 1]
+ (Hgr + Hsp®, Hps)s[l] +nll],

E{tr (FFM)}°

(10)

5 Another way of practical calculation of the covariance matrices follows.
In particular, the covariance matrices depend on the distances between the RIS
elements and between the BS antennas, respectively. Moreover, they depend
on the angles. Generally, the distances are known from the construction of
the RIS and the BS, while the angles can be calculated when the locations
are given. Thus, the covariance matrices can be considered to be known.



where n[l] ~ CN(0,021g) is the complex circular Gaussian
noise vector that consists of additive white Gaussian noise and
clutter. Therein, we apply a receive beamforming vector w,
to detect the echo from direction 6.,.

The SINR of (I0) can be obtained by treating the in-
terference from the BS as independent Gaussian noise,
which is a worst-case assumption when computing the mu-
tual information [41]. Note that the effective channel is
w.a.a(f,)a’(f,)u,. Hence, the SINR is written as in (II)
at the top of the next page.

In the case of the communication between the BS and UE
k via the STAR-RIS, two links exist. Specifically, we have
the direct channel between the BS and UE k, and the BS-
STAR-RIS-UE k channel. In parallel, the signal from the radar
appears as interference to UE k via two links, which are the
radar-UE k link and the radar-STAR-RIS-UE k link. As a
result, the received signal at UE k at time index [ can be
written as

yill] = (
+ (

Br + hig @y, Hpg)s(l]
R + g, @, Her)X[l] + ne[l], (12)
where the first part corresponds to the communication signal,
the second part is the interference from the radar, and n.[l] ~
CN(0,02) is the complex white Gaussian noise at UE k with
zero mean and variance 2.

The overall energy of the received signal during one radar

detection epoch is obtained as

E{Z yrll]"yxl ZL/\p Z |hBSkf|

Z

z=1

(13)

Based on the use-and-then forget (UaTF) technique
[42]], the downlink achievable SINR over one radar de-
tection epoch is given by where we have denoted
hps, = hBlg + I‘IBg;‘I)y,kl’lmC ~ CN(O,RBSk). Note
that Rpsr = BeeRes + Bpsk tr(Rris®w, Rris®), )Res
with BBSI@ = 335351@. Also, we denote hgrgy = hg, +
I:IgR‘I)wkhSk ~ CN(O,RRSk), where~RRSk = ﬁ@kRR +
Brsk tr(Rris®w, Rris®), )RR with Srsx = BsrBsk The
final expressions of (II) and (I4) depend on the choice of
the decoder w, and precoder f;. For the sake of simplicity
and exposition of fundamental properties, we select maxi-
mum ratio combining (MRC) decoding and maximum ratio
transmission (MRT) precoding, ie., w, = «a.a(f,)a’(d,)
and f; = hpy + Hps®,, hsy, while the theoretical impact
of more sophisticated linear transmission techniques such as
regularized zero-forcing (RZF) will be investigated in future
work. However, in Sec. V, we have shown the impact of RZF
and minimum mean-squared error (MMSE) decoding in terms
of simulations.

Theorem 1: Given the PB &, , the achievable SINR of the
received signal at the radar in a RIS-assisted communication
radar coexistence, accounting for correlated fading, is given

by (I3), where

= ;. (16)

> tr(Rpsi)
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix [ ]
Theorem 2: Given the PB &®,,, , the achievable SINR of the
received signal at UE k in a RIS-assisted communication radar
coexistence, accounting for correlated fading, is given by

S
= — 17
Yk I (17)
where
Sk = tr* (Rpsk), (18)
I, = tr(RQBSk) — tFQ(RBSk) + Ztr(RBSkRBSi)
ik
z
K 2K
_— tr(a, 'R —_ 19
+ 37T 2- r(t,u;Rpsk) + —= v (19)
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix [ ]
The downlink achievable sum SE is obtained as

1 K
SE=— log, (1+ 7). (20)

Te =1

Both Theorems 1 and 2 depend on statistical CSI in terms of
path losses and correlation matrices. Hence, they are quite ad-
vantageous compared to SINRs based on I-CSI, which would
require frequent optimization taking place at each coherence
interval. Both theorems unveil the impact of spatial correlation
on the achievable SINRs, which is discussed in the following
remark.

Remark 1: The presence of the spatial correlation can
enhance the capability of the STAR-RIS to tailor the wireless
channel. This is obvious from the direct inspection of the
SINRS presented in Theorems 1 and 2. To be more specific,
consider the term ‘I>§'Uk RRris®., Rris as an example. If the
spatial correlation is negligible, i.e., Rris = Iy, this term
becomes fixed and equal to vazl (8;*)? without the option
to be adjusted by the surface controller since the matrix ®,,,
is a unitary matrix. Fortunately, correlation appears in practice,
which means that that the corresponding terms can be shaped
by the surface as will be shown below in Section IV.”

IV. SuM SE MAXIMIZATION DESIGN

In this section, we elaborate on the radar transmit and
receive beamforming as well as the PB of the STAR-RIS that
optimize the sum SE of a STAR-RIS-assisted communication
radar coexistence system. Based on infinite-resolution phase
shifters, the formulation of the optimization problem providing
the maximization of the sum SE is written as

(P1) max SE (21a)
s.t vz > (21b)

Z Huz||2 < Pma)u (210)

(Bt) + (B2 =1,YneN  (21d)

Bl >0,8. >0, VneN 2le)

05 =105 =1, Vne N @21
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where we denote 6 = [(6%)7,(07)"]" and B = [(B))", (B")"]"
to achieve a compact description. Also, 7" expresses the SINR
threshold. The constraint guarantees the radar detection
performance for each direction. Constraint expresses the
radar transmit power limitation with P, .« being the budget of
the total radar power consumption. Constraints (ZId) and 2I€)
concern the amplitude of the STAR-RIS, while 211) denotes
the uni-modulus constraint on the phase shifts.

The problem (P1) is difficult to solve because the objective
function is non-convex, and a coupling among the optimization
variables of the STAR-RIS appears, which are the amplitudes
and the phase shifts for transmission and reflection. For the
solution, we perform alternating optimization by keeping first
the radar beamforming vectors fixed while optimizing the
STAR-RIS in an iterative manner until reaching convergence
to a stationary point. Next, the STAR-RIS PBs are considered
fixed, and we optimize the radar beamforming vectors. Since
the gradient ascent results in local optimum, the overall
algorithm, consisted of the two subproblems, results in local
optimal.

A. Problem Formulation for STAR-RIS

Given the transmit and receive radar beamforming, the
formulation problem for the STAR-RIS is written as

(P2) Ig%x SE (22a)
st (B2 +(BL)*=1,YneN  (22b)
BL>0,80 >0, VneN (22¢)

08| =167 =1, Vn e N (22d)

For the sake of exposition, the feasible set of (7P2) can be
described by the following two sets: © = {0 | 0! = |07 =
Li=1,2,...N}, and B = {8 | (82 + (8])2 = 1,B! >
0,87 >0,i=1,2,...N}

The introduction of STAR-RIS induces further constraints to
a conventional RIS, which has only a unit-modulus constraint.
Specifically, the first constraint, based on the energy conser-
vation law, includes the two types of passive beamforming,
namely transmission and reflection beamforming, to be opti-
mized, which are coupled with each other. Also, we observe
the non-convexity of problem (P2). However, the projection
operators of the sets © and B can be done in closed form,

which leads us to apply the projected gradient ascent method
(PGAM) [43] Ch. 2] for the optimization of 8 and 3
We propose a PGAM consisting of the following iterations

0" = Po (0™ + u, Ve f(0™,8")),
B = Ps(B" + pnVpf(0™,8")),

(23a)
(23b)

where the superscript expresses the iteration count, p,, is the
step size for both @ and 3, and Po(-) and Pg(:) are the
projections onto © and B, respectively. According to this
method, we move from the current iterate (6™, 3") along the
gradient direction to increase the objective.
Concerning the projection onto the set O, it is written for
a given @ € C?V*1 in terms of the entrywise operation
Po(0)=0/|6] = e77°. (24)
In the case of Pp(3), we notice that the projection is
complicated because of the constraint (3)%+(37)? =1, 8¢ >
0,87 > 0. To make the projection more efficient, we assume
that 3¢ and 37 can take negative values without affecting the
optimality of the proposed solution. The reason is that the
objective remains the same despite changing the sign of both
B¢ and 0¥, u € t,r. By projecting 3! and ] onto the entire
unit circle, we can obtain Pg(3) as

[PB(IB)L, = ﬂQ ﬂlﬂQ y U= 1725 7N (253)
i T 04N

[Pe(B)iin = 65”122 i=1,2,...,N.  (25b)
i T 0N

The convergence of the proposed PGAM depends on the
selection of the step size in (23d) and (23D). Given that it is
difficult to find the Lipschitz constant of the corresponding
gradient, which would provide the ideal step size, we resort
to the application of the Armijo-Goldstein backtracking line
search to obtain the step size at each iteration.

The step size p, in (23) can be obtained as u, = L,x™",
where m,, is the smallest nonnegative integer satisfying

f(0n+1,ﬁn+l) > Qanmn (en’ﬁn; 071-1—17/3114-1)7 (26)



where L,, > 0, k € (0,1), and Q,(0,3;x,y) is a quadratic
approximation of SE as

1
Qu(0,8:x,y) = SE+ (VgSE,x — 0) — ;Hx - 0|3

1
+(VgSE,y — B) — ;Hy—ﬁﬂ%- 27)

Note that (26) can be performed by an iterative procedure.

Also, in the proposed PGAM, we use the step size at iteration
n as the initial step size at iteration n + 1. The method is
summarized in Algorithm [l

Algorithm 1 Projected Gradient Ascent Algorithm for the
STAR-RIS Design

1: Input: 8°,8° 1 >0, k € (0,1)

2 n<+1

3: repeat

4:  repeat

5: o+l = Pg (0” + un Vo f(60™,8m))

6 B =Pp(B" + puVpf(6",8")

7: if f(@""'l,ﬁ"'H) < Qun (en”@n; 0n+1’ 0n+1)

then
8: Mn = UnkK
9: end if

—

0: until f(0"+1,ﬁ"+1) > Qun (0117/311; 0n+1, 0n+1)
11 HUn41 < Un

122 n<n+1

13: until convergence

14: Output: @7+, gntl

Proposition 1: The complex gradients V¢SE and VgSE are
obtained in closed forms as

VoSE = [V¢:SE", Vg-SE']", (28a)
K
Te — T Ikvgtsk _SkvgtIk
Ve:SE = , 28b
0 7 log 2 ; (L +w)1f (230)
K
TC — T I]gngSk; - Sk;ngIk;

SE = 28
Ve 7o log 2 ; Az 9
diag(A.di ¢ =
Vi Sy = {Vk iag(Adiag(8")) wn (29a)
0 we =7

diag (A, diag(8" =
Voo Sy — {I/k 1ag( iag(3 )) wy =71 (29b)
WE =
VoI, = diag(Aydiag(8")) (29¢)
VeorIi, = diag (A, diag(3")) (29d)
Wi~th A, = Rris®y, Rris for wy € {t,?‘}, Vv =
2Bpsk tr(Rpsk) tr(Rgs),
_ K ~
~ . i Au =
Ap, = | Ot e ) A s
Zie]cu Ui Ay, Wk 7& u,

u €  {trh m = 2Bpsktr(RpsiRes) —
2Bpsk tr(Rpsk) tr(Rps) + ;\p%ﬁRSk > oo tr(uufRr),

Uki = BBsk ;r (Res(RBsi + Rpsk)) -
XTKpﬁBSk tr(RBs)(% Zz:l tr(ﬁzﬁgRRsk) + 02)
In a similar way, we obtain the gradient VgSE as

V@SE = [Vg:SE", Vg-SE™]", (31a)
K
Te — T IkVBtSk—SkVﬁtIk
V5:SE = , 31b
p 7 log 2 ; (L +)If 1b)
K
Te — T IngrSk —SkV,mIk
V TSE == 5 31
P 7. log 2 ; (1 + )} (31c)
where
: H i t —
VoS = {21/;C Re{diag (A} diag(6"))} wy = (320)
0 wk} =7r
Vg Sk, = {2% Re{diag(Ajdiag(67))} we=r 3
0 wr =1
Vgt I, = 2 Re{diag (A}, diag(6")) } (32¢)
VI = 2Re{diag(A}, diag(6")) }. (32d)
Proof: Please see Appendix [Cl [ |

Complexity Analysis of Algorithm [II Herein, we fo-
cus on the complexity for each iteration of Algorithm [I]
which includes the objective and its gradient value. In the
case of the objective value, we observe that Rpgr and
Rprsk require O(M? + N?2) complex multiplications since
O(M? + N?) multiplications are required for obtaining
diag(A,,, ) = diag(Rris®y, Rris) given that ®,,, is diag-
onal, and O(N?) additional multiplications are required to
evaluate tr(A.,, ®%, )Rps. The complexity of tr(u.aRrsy)
is O(Q?). Hence, the overall complexity of the objective
is O(K(N? + M? + Q?)). Regarding the computation of
the gradients Vg f(0,08) and Vgf(6,3), the traces require
O(M? + N?) complex multiplications, while A diag(3") re-
quires O(N) multiplications since both matrices are diagonal.
Thus, the complexity of the computation of the gradients for
each iteration is O(K(N? + M? + @Q?)), which is also the
complexity of the objective.

Although this work does not focus on the analysis under
discrete phase shifts, herein, we only propose a quantization
scheme to supplement Algorithm Il in the case, where each
element of the STAR-RIS can have a finite number of discrete
values. Specifically, we denote b the number of bits that
correspond to the phase shift levels ), where Q) = 2°. For
the sake of simplicity, we assume that the interval [0, 27) is
uniformly quantized as

F={0,A6,...,(Q —1)Ad}, (33)
where A9 = 27/Q. The solution of (P2) under the constraint
0t ,0r € F,Vn results by quantizing the diagonal entries of ©,
which is the solution of Algorithm to the nearest discrete
values in F. The proposed solution with discrete phase shifts
is mentioned as Algorithm 1-Quantized, and is depicted in
numerical results.



B. Problem Formulation for Radar

Herein, we focus on the optimal radar beamforming de-
sign with given STAR-RIS passive beamforming vectors. In
particular, the maximization problem in (P1) concerns the
design of u, and w, to avoid interference from the radar to
the communication receiver. The corresponding optimization
problem is formulated as

(P3) max SE (34a)
st oy 2>7" (34b)

z
D ) < Prax, (34c)

z=1

The solution to this problem is obtained by the following
proposition.

Proposition 2: Under given PB regarding the STAR-RIS,
the optimal solution to problem (P3) is given by

wi = (07In + A) " aza(0:)a’ (6. )u., (35)
vaTat(:)
. a (0.)R a*(0.)e. /=y
ug = -2 lgtuaa es AT if eRpskes # 0,
Vyrar(6,), if e"Rpsre. =0,
(36)
" a(@ P Aa@)) !
where 7" = ‘077(1 - %) , €, =
h (a’(0:)hprsk)a”(0:) e :
Lhizi A >h§§’£>a*<e e and A* is the optimal
agrange multiplier for constraint (34d) that satisfies

A (Zz 1 a2 PmaX) =0.
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix ]
Remark 2: Proposition 2] provides the design of the optimal
radar beamforming vector with a given PB. Specifically, the
vectors a*(f,) and e, correspond together to the radar beam-
forming for direction ., where e, is orthogonal to a* (éz)
and is related to the interference channel vector hrgi. The
powers allocated to a*(f,) and e, are used for controlling
the radar SINR and for reducing the interference to UE
k (communication receiver). Thus, when the radar transmit
power is enough large, it can be allocated to a*(f,) to
satisfy the radar SINR constraint and to e, to circumvent
the interference to the communication receiver being UE k,
which means that the communication SINR is not affected by
the radar system.
Hence, the maximum communication SINR is given by (37)),
which reveals the relationship between the communication
SINR and the radar power budget via the following proposition.

Proposition 3: The communication SINR is increased with
the radar power budget since the interference from the radar
to UE k is decreased as the power increases. Specifically, in
the case of a sufficiently large power budget, the interference
becomes zero, and the corresponding SINR becomes

r* (Rpsk)

tr(R%r) —tr*(Rpsk) + 2,4 tr(RpskRpsi) + %5
(38)

Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix [El ]

Ve =

Algorithm 2 Joint STAR-RIS and Radar Design
1: Input: 6,3
2: repeat
3. Update 8, B by Proposition 1 in Section IV.A
4:  Update w,, u, by Proposition 2 in Section IV.B
5
6

: until convergence
: Output: "1, 8"+ wr, ul.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we elaborate on the numerical results of the
STAR-RIS-assisted communication radar coexistence system
in terms of analytical results and Monte-Carlo (MC) simula-
tions with 10% independent channel realizations.

A. Simulation Setup

The setup includes a STAR-RIS deployed with a UPA of
N = 64 elements that assist the communication between a
BS and K = 4 UEs. The BS is equipped with a uniform
linear array (ULA) of M = 64 antennas. The numbers of
transmit and receive antennas for the radar are ) = 12. The
xy—coordinates of the BS and RIS are given as (zp, yg) =
(0, 0) and (xg, ys) = (50, 10), respectively, all in meter
units. The radar is located at (xg, yr) = (30, D), where
D = 20. Also, UEs in r region are located on a straight line
between (zs — 3do, ys — 3do) and (zg + 3do, ys — 3do)
with equal distances between each two adjacent users, and
dp = 20 m in our simulations. In a similar way, UEs in
the ¢ region are located between (zs — 3do, ys + 3do) and
(zs+3do, ys+2do). Although the simulation setup regarding
the division of UEs into two lines looks simplistic, the line
could correspond to a pavement or a road, which is a realistic
real-world application. The dimensions of each RIS element
are dg = dy = A\/4. We consider a system operating at a
carrier frequency of 6 GHz. Moreover, we consider distance-
based path-loss, i.e., the channel gain of a given link j is
Ad;o‘j, where A is the area of each reflecting element at
the RIS, and «; is the path-loss exponent. The same value is
assumed for radar-related links, while for UEs located behind
the surface, we assume an additional penetration loss equal
to 15 dB [29], [30]. The correlation matrices Rgs and Rr
are obtained according to Sec. II.C. Note that the transmit
power from the BS is p = 0.1 W and the noise variance
is 02 = —174 + 10log, Bc, where B. = 200 kHz is the
bandwidth. Similar to [11]], regarding the radar we assume 8
detection directions, which are —%, —7,..., 7, and the PRI
is L = 10. In addition, the ratio of |a.|? to noise power is
lo=l® 19 dB, Vz. We assume that the total transmit power
for 8 directions is set as 10 W and the SINR requirement is
10 dB for each direction.

B. Benchmark Schemes
To illustrate the performance comparison, we present the
following benchmark schemes.

o We consider the conventional RIS that consists of
transmitting-only or reflecting-only elements, each with



tr2 (RBSk)

Ve =

tr(R% ;) — tr°(Rpsk) + 2, tr(RpsiRpsi) + /\p% 7 tr(a. 2" Rgsk) + UEK

(37)

p

N; and N, elements, such that N; + N, = N. It
has to be mentioned that this scheme is equivalent to
the MS protocol, where the first N, elements operate
in transmission mode and the remaining NV, elements
operate in reflection mode.

o We assume random phase shifts, i.e., the phase shifts of
reflecting elements are randomly generated by obeying
the Uniform distribution within [0, 27).

« We consider a conventional system with no RIS.
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Fig. 2: Downlink achievable communication sum SE versus
the number of RIS elements antennas N for varying conditions
(Analytical results and MC simulations).

Fig. 2l depicts the achievable communication sum SE versus
the number of STAR-RIS elements N. Also, we show the
effect of spatial correlation by varying the size of each
RIS element. The first thing that we can easily observe is

that the downlink sum SE increases with N as expected.

In particular, the curves coincide for low N, but the gap
increases as N increases. Regarding the spatial correlation
at the STAR-RIS, we observe that the performance decreases
as the correlation increases. Specifically, as the size of each
RIS element decreases, the correlation decreases, and the sum
SE increases. In addition, the MS protocol results in a lower

performance since it is a special case of the ES protocol.

For the sake of comparison, we have shown the cases of no
RIS and blocked direct signal that reveal that the presence
of the surface contributes to the system performance since
the corresponding lines are lower than the line with a STAR-
RIS. Furthermore, we have shown the performance of the
conventional RIS, but again the performance is lower because
fewer degrees of freedom can be taken into an advantage. Also,
the performance of Algorithm 1- Quantized is studied in the
case of a STAR-RIS with 4-bit and 8-bit phase shifters. As
can be seen, limiting the surface elements to only discrete
phase shifts as opposed to continuous phase shifts decreases

the performance reduces the performance. The performance
loss is greater for small STAR-RIS resolution, i.e., for b = 4
bits.

Fig. Bl shows the achievable communication sum SE versus
the number of BS antennas M. As can be seen, the sum SE
increases with M. Also, by increasing the size of the RIS
elements, we result in an increased surface correlation that
leads to worse system performance. If no RIS is considered,
no surface optimization can be performed. Similarly, if inde-
pendent Rayleigh fading is assumed, no surface optimization
can be achieved. If we assume random phase shifts, the sum
SE is again lower. In addition, the ES protocol results in
better performance compared to the MS protocol. However, ES
comes with higher complexity. Furthermore, we have included
the baseline scenario with a conventional RIS, where it is
shown that the performance is lower compared to the STAR-
RIS case. In addition, for further comparison, we compare
the proposed scheme based on statistical CSI with I-CSI
Despite that I-CSI results in higher sum-rate, it results in larger
overhead. The figure shows the superiority of the I-CSI design.
Specifically, we maximize the sum-rate expression using the
the algorithm described in [44]] with the same parameters. We
note that that the statistical-CSI based design is preferable
because of its lower overhead and because it provides closed-
form expressions.
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Fig. 3: Downlink achievable communication sum SE versus
the number of BS antennas M for varying conditions (Analyt-
ical results and MC simulations).

In Fig. @l we depict the achievable communication sum SE
versus the number of radar antennas () in terms of simulations.
We observe that the sum SE increases with (). Moreover,
we observe how more sophisticated precoders and decoders
perform. Specifically, the application of RZF, MMSE results
in higher performance than MRT, MRC as expected. Also,
we have plotted the cases of A\/4 and /2, where the former
exhibits better performance.
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Fig. 4: Downlink achievable communication sum SE ver-
sus the number of radar antennas () for different pre-
coders/decoders and element spacing (MC simulations).

Fig. [5l illustrates the achievable communication sum SE
versus the SNR for NV = 200 (solid lines) and N = 40 (dotted
lines) elements. When N = 40, the performance is worse.
Also, for low SNR, ES and MS protocols present a small
gap. For high SNR, the gap increases with increasing SNR.
In the case of a conventional RIS, the performance is lower
than STAR-RIS. In a similar way, the case of independent
Rayleigh fading appears a lower performance. The reasons for
these observations can be justified as follows. At low SNR, it
is more beneficial to focus on UEs in the reflection region as
they are closer to the BS. In particular, this is confirmed by
the fact that, after running the proposed algorithm, we observe
B ~1,Vn € N. As a result, the performances of the ES and
MS protocols, as well as the conventional RIS, are almost the
same. However, as SNR increases, the increase in the sum
SE becomes minimal if we continue to focus on UEs in the
reflection region. Thus, at high SNR, directing some power
to UEs in the transmission region can improve the total SE.
This leads to performance differences between the ES and MS
protocols, as well as the conventional RIS.

In Fig.[@ we depict the achievable communication sum SE
versus the radar SINR requirement, which is v". It is shown
that the SE is almost constant for low values of ~", while it
decreases with 4" when it is high. The reason is that if 4" is
low, the radar transmit power is sufficient and the interference
can be mitigated. When " increases, a higher percentage of
the radar transmit power is used to keep the radar SINR at a
given level, and less power is used to mitigate the interference
from the radar to UE k. As a result, the communication SE is
decreased. For the sake of comparison, in the same figure, we
have shown the scenarios of conventional RIS, random phase
shifts, and no direct signal.

In Fig. [l we show the convergence of the proposed
projected gradient algorithm by plotting the achievable com-
munication sum SE versus the iteration count returned by
Algorithm [T for 5 different randomly generated initial points.
Note that the initial values for 3, and 3; are /0.5, which
means equal power splitting between the transmission and
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Fig. 5: Downlink achievable communication sum SE versus
the SNR for varying conditions.
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Fig. 6: Downlink achievable communication sum SE versus
the radar SINR requirement for varying conditions.

reception modes. Also, the initial values for 6, and @, are
obtained from the Uniform distribution over [0, 27). When the
increase of the objective between the two last iterations is less
than 10~ or the number of iterations is larger than 200, we
terminate Algorithm [Il In particular, since the proposed pro-
jected gradient algorithm provides the solution to a nonconvex
problem, different initial points converge to different points as
shown in the figure. To reduce this performance sensitivity of
Algorithm [I] with respect to the initial points, we run it from
different initial points and select the best convergent solutions.
Simulations have shown that a balanced trade-off between the
sum SE and complexity is obtained by running Algorithm [I]
from 5 randomly generated initial points.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we studied a STAR-RIS-assisted radar co-
existence system to suppress the mutual interference while
boosting the communication performance and providing full
space coverage. Note that a STAR-RIS is more robust than a
conventional reflecting-only RIS in terms of both performance
and coverage. Specifically, we formulated a communication
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Fig. 7: Convergence of Algorithm [1] for a STAR-RIS-assisted
communication radar coexistence system (M = 64, N = 100,
Q=12, K =4).

SINR maximization problem subject to radar SINR and radar
transmit power constraints. Based on statistical CSI and by
developing an AO optimization algorithm, we optimized both
the STAR-RIS and the radar beamforming. In particular, the
amplitudes and phase shifts of the surface were optimized
simultaneously, which reduces the overhead. This management
is crucial in STAR-RIS-assisted systems, which require the
double number of variables compared to conventional RIS.
Numerical results investigated the impact of the proposed ar-
chitecture by various parameters, and its impact on benchmark
schemes. As a benchmark, we devised a design based on I-CSI,
and we showed that the proposed statistical CSI based scheme
is inferior in terms of the sum rate but superior in terms of
required overhead.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

The proof requires the derivation of the first in the denom-
inator of (II). Specifically, we have

K K
E{|(Hbp + Hip®), Hhs) Y 6°) = E{[HER )Y £i°}
i=1 =1

K
+E{|HE @5, Hig > £i[°}, (39)
=1

where we have applied the property E{|X +Y|?} =
E {|X|*} +E {[Y?|}, which is valid for any two uncorrelated
random variables while one of them has zero mean value. The
first term of (B9) is obtained as

K
E{H}r ) fi*)
i=1

K
= Bor E{Ry* 2 s RS RusiRis ZprRy{ ) (40)
=1

K

= Bsr Y_tr(RpsiRps)Rr,
i=1

(41)

11

where we first have obtained the conditional expectation with
respect to Hpg;. Next, we used the property E{VUV"} =
tr(U)I,, with U being a deterministic square matrix, and V
being any matrix with independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) entries of zero mean and unit variance. Similarly, the
second term of (39) can be written as

K
E{/H}®), Hps Y fil*}
i=1

K
= E{|HY%,®!, HYRpsiHps®u, Hsr}, (42)

=1

K
= BBs Z E{| tr(RpsiRps)Hsr®,, Rris®w, Hsr},
=1
(43)
) K
= BBsr Z tr(RpsiRes) tr(®}, Rris®w, Rris)Rr,
i=1
(44)

where BSR = BBSRBBS. The normalization parameter is
obtained as
1 1

SEE(EE) YK E{hghpsi}
1

= - (45)
it tr(Rpsi)

By substituting (@), @), and @3) in (II), we conclude the
proof.

X:

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2]

The derivation of (I4) starts by focusing on its numerator,
which can be written as

[E{h%g.fi}* = | tr (E{hpsrhips,}) |
= |tr (Rpsk)[,

where, in{@@), we have applied the property x"y = tr(yx"),
while the last equation is derived after computing the expec-
tation.

Next, the first term in the denominator of (I4) is obtained
as

(46)
(47)

E{|bsfr — E{hsfi}|*}
:E{}h?sSkhBSk’Q}_’E{hHBSkhBSkHQ (48)
— tr(Rg) — tr*(Risk), (49)

where in (@8), we have applied the property E {|X + Y|?} =
E{|X} +E{y?]}.
The second term of the denominator in (I4)) is written as

2
E{|b%gfi|"} = tr(RpskRis:) (50)
because of the uncorrelation between hpg; and hgg;.
The third term is obtained as
E{|h%g;, 0.} = tr(0. 0 Rpsy)- 1)

Finally, we substitute @7), @9), (30), (3I), and @3) into
.



APPENDIX C
PROOF OF PROPOSITION

First, we focus on the derivation of Vg:SE, which is the
complex gradient of the achievable sum SE with respect to
0%*. Based on (I7), the derivation of 20) gives

K

1 IV gt Sy — Sk Vgt

VetSE = — .
oSE=—3

52
(14 y,) 17 (52)

k=1
The computation of Vg:S; for a given user k takes into
account that Vg: Sy = 0 if w, = 7 as can be seen by (I8)
and the expression of Rpgy. Hence, we aim to to find Vg: Sk
only when wy, = t.

d(Sy) = d(tr(RBSk)Q)

= 2tr(Rpsrd(tr(Rpsk)))
= 2tr(Rpsk) tr(d(Rpsk))- (53)
The differential d(Rpsy) is derived as follows
d(Rpsk) = BpskRes tr(Afd(®;) + Ad(®))).  (54)
By accounting that ®; is diagonal, can be written as
d(Rpsk) = BusiRas ((diag(Aldiag(8"))) " d(6")
+ (diag (A diag(8))) (™). (55)

Substitution of (33) into (33) gives
d(Sr,) = vi((diag(Aydiag(8"))) " d(6")

+ (diag(A,diag(8")))" (™)), (56)
where
v, = 2Bpsi tr(Rpsk) tr(Res). 57)
Hence, from (536), we obtain that
Vet Sk = 62“‘ Sk
= vy, diag(A.diag(8")) (58)

for wy, = t, which gives (29a)). Similarly, we can prove (290},
but its proof is omitted for the sake of brevity.
Regarding the differential d(I}), we obtain from (I9) that

d(Iy) = 2tr(Rpsk)d(Rpsk) (Rpsk) tr(d(Rpsk))

+ Z tr(d(Rpsk)Rpsi + Reskd(Rpsi))
€Ky /k

— (2tr(d(RBSi)))(tr(ﬁzﬁgRRSk) +07)

Z

K tr(a,uld(Rrsk)),

— 59
+)\pZL (39)

where the differentials equal to zero if wy, # t. Also, we have
that d(Rpgsy) has been obtained in (34), while d(Rpsyk) is
obtained similar to (33)) as

d(RRSk) = BRSkRR((dlag(A;‘dmg(ﬁt)))Td(Ot)

+ (diag(Adiag(8"))) (™). (60)
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Thus, we can obtain Vg: I as

0 i
Ik = dlag(Aktdlag(ﬁt)) ,

Iy = 1
VoI 70 (61)
where
~ = URAL + Zilé/Ct UpiAy wp =t (62)
t — ~
Zie){t VkiAt Wi 7& t,

with 7, = 2BBSk tr(RpskRps)— 2ﬁBSk tr(Rpsk) tr(Rps)+
/\pZLﬁRSk 7 tr(w.u'Re), 7k = Bpsktr(Res(Rps: +

Rpsk)) — AzpBBSk tr(Ras) (41 Y7 tr(a. @ Resk) +02).
The gradients Vgu S, and Vgul with u = {t,r} are
obtained similarly by noticing that
d(Ri) = BpskRas tr(Afd(®;) + A.d(®Y)) (63a)
= BpskRBs (diag(A;'diag(Ot))Td(ﬁt)
+ diag(Atdiag(Ot*))Td(,Bt))
= ZBBSkRBS Re{dlag(A;'dlag(Ot)}Td(ﬁt)

(63b)
(63¢c)
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By noticing that w, is present only in the constraint (34D,
the optimal solution is obtained by means of the Rayleigh
quotient maximization [43], as

wt = (oI + A) " ta.a(f,)a" (0, )a.,

where we have defined A = Rr Zfil tr(RBSiRBS)(BBR +
Besr tr(®Y, Rris®w, Rris)).

Having found the optimal w,, the problem (P3) can be
reformulated as

(64)

Z
(P4) max Ztr(aza;RRSk) (65a)
s.t |a ( a2 > 5" (65b)
(65¢)

Z 8.0 < Praase
z=1

where the constraint (63b)) is obtained by rewriting (34D} for
optimal w, as

|O‘Z|2 ( Z)a(éz) (o 21M+A) ( Z)aT(éZ)ﬁz
| T

= |az*(a(0.)"(o7Tn + A) " ta(d2))]a’ (62)u. > = 7. (66)
Meanwhile, we define
7= el oy + A) ) @)
_ a(f.)"Aa(f.)\ !
s ]? (1  024A ) ’ (68)

where the last equation is obtained with the help of the
Sherman-Morrison formula, which gives (630).

The next step includes writing 1, as a linear combination
of a(f.), e., and r_, i.e., we have

u, = nz,la* (éz) + 7z,2€- +re, (69)



where r, is orthogonal to a*(f,) and e, ie., we have

rfa*(f,) = 0 and r'e, = 0. Now, problem (P4) can be
simplified to

z
(P5) HlliaXZ tr(nf)laT (G_Z)RRSka* (éz) + U§72€2R35kez)

* =1

(70a)

st |naal? >3 (70b)
K

> (zal? + n=2]*) < Panax. (70¢)
k=1

After application of the method of Lagrange multiplier and
KKT conditions, we result in the following optimal solution
to problem (P5)

(71)

% /=
nz,l - ’Yrv

al a” 7z ~T 1

_%w”y R if e;RRSkez 7£ Oa

0, if elRprsre. =0,
(72)

*
77,2,2 -

where \* > 0 is the optimal Lagrange multiplier for constraint
([Z0d), which satisfies the following condition

A
N O (22 + 115.51%) = Panax) = 0.

z=1

(73)

Regarding e, it is obtained via the Gram-Schmidt orthogonal-
ization.
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We observe that the interference from the radar to each UE,
given by (63a) can be written as

z z
Z tr(a.u;Rpsk) = Z tr(|nz,1a%(62) + 12 2¢:|*Rrsy)
z=1 z=1

(74)

e Rgsie.

2
—=— 1, (75
egRRSkez + A\* (75)

1-—

zZ
= Z ﬁTaT (e_z)RRSka* (gz)
z=1

where we have used (69). In (73), it is shown that the inter-
ference increases with \*. Also, the complementary slackness
condition for A* can be written in another way as in (Z6).

According to ([Z6), we observe that an increase in Pyax
requires a decrease in \* to satisfy this slackness condition.
Especially, when P,.x becomes very large, A goes to zero,
which means that the interference from the radar to each UE
tends to zero with P,,,x. Hence, we obtain the relationship
between the radar power budget and the communication SINR
as given by Proposition 3
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