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Abstract—Transformers have found broad applications for
their great ability to capture long-range dependency among
the inputs using attention mechanisms. The recent success of
transformers increases the need for mathematical interpretation
of their underlying working mechanisms, leading to the devel-
opment of a family of white-box transformer-like deep network
architectures. However, designing white-box transformers with
efficient three-dimensional (3D) attention is still an open chal-
lenge. In this work, we revisit the 3D-orthogonal matching pursuit
(OMP) algorithm and demonstrate that the operation of 3D-
OMP is analogous to a specific kind of transformer with 3D
attention. Therefore, we build a white-box 3D-OMP-transformer
by introducing additional learnable parameters to 3D-OMP. As a
transformer, its 3D-attention can be mathematically interpreted
from 3D-OMP; while as a variant of OMP, it can learn to improve
the matching pursuit process from data. Besides, a transformer’s
performance can be improved by stacking more transformer
blocks. To simulate this process, we design a cascaded 3D-OMP-
Transformer with dynamic small-scale dictionaries, which can
improve the performance of the 3D-OMP-Transformer with low
costs. We evaluate the designed 3D-OMP-transformer in the
multi-target detection task of integrated sensing and commu-
nications (ISAC). Experimental results show that the designed
3D-OMP-Transformer can outperform current baselines.

I. INTRODUCTION

Transformer and its variants have been used extensively
in natural language processing (NLP) and computer vision
(CV) tasks [1], [2], [3] since proposed in [4]. Transformers
are incredibly successful because of their attention mecha-
nisms, which can learn layer-wise queries, keys, and values to
represent long-range correlation in the data. Current attention
techniques primarily capture the dependency in a particular
dimension, such as the sequential dimension of tokens in
vanilla transformers [4], the spatial dimension of images in
visual transformers [2], [3], and the spectral dimension of
hyperspectral images in spectral-wise transformers [5]. When
capturing the dependency in three-dimensional (3D) data,
current works stack multiple types of transformers sequen-
tially, including spectral and spatial transformers in [6]. Since
3D correlation is not thoroughly investigated, it is unknown
whether this technique is efficient in modelling 3D data.
Therefore, designing transformers with efficient 3D attention
is still an open question.

Recent advances in transformers also increase the need for
mathematical interpretation of transformers’ working mecha-
nisms [7]. Several works on white-box transformers have been
conducted to satisfy this demand [8], [9], [10]. These works
interpret transformers as an unfolded optimization process. For
example, Yang et. al. [10] have explained the transformers’
forward pass as the optimization process of a particular energy
function via alternating inexact minimization (AIM). Yu et

al. [8] have interpreted transformers as the optimization of a
sparse rate reduction objective function. In their approach, the
self-attention layer minimizes the lossy coding rate while the
feed-forward network (FFN) induces sparsity. These interpre-
tations advance our understanding of transformers and inspire
new transformer designs [9].

In this work, we revisit the 3D-orthogonal matching pursuit
(3D-OMP) algorithm and demonstrate that the operation of
3D-OMP can is analogous to a transformer with external
attention mechanisms [11] and 3D attention. We then build a
3D-OMP-Transformer by introducing additional learnable pa-
rameters into 3D-OMP. As a variant of 3D-OMP, the matching
pursuit process can be improved through learning from data.
As a transformer, the proposed 3D-OMP-Transformer can
efficiently capture 3D dependency inside the inputs by three
sets of domain-specific dictionaries. Furthermore, considering
the fact that a transformer’s performance can be improved by
stacking more transformer blocks, we design a cascaded 3D-
OMP-Transformer with dynamic small-scale dictionaries. In
our formulation, the attention mechanisms of the transformers
can be viewed as finding the atom that maximally reduces
the approximation error and the FFN can be viewed as
trying to subtract the influence of the atom from the original
signal. Stacking Transformer blocks are interpreted as refining
dictionaries of 3D-OMP.

The proposed white-box 3D-OMP-Transformer is designed
for the multi-target detection task of integrated sensing and
communications (ISAC) [12], [13], [14]. ISAC requires to
estimate the statuses of targets from the echo signal of a
communication waveform in the 3D (angle-delay-Doppler)
domain [12]. As will be explained later in Eq. (6), the influence
of one target on the echo signal is distributed over the whole
3D domain; therefore, capturing 3D long-range dependency
using attention can improve the detection accuracy in ISAC.
Since the influence can be well-modelled, exploring white-box
networks allows us to utilize the domain knowledge from the
model [13], [14] and reduces the time of network training.

In addition to our work, there have been some attempts
to use neural networks for the multi-target detection task in
ISAC [14], [15], [16]. These works have demonstrated the
benefits of using neural networks to calibrate and compen-
sate for hardware imperfection in localization measurements,
including antenna misplacement and clock offsets. Different
from existing works, we show that the neural network-based
solution can outperform current baselines even when there is
no imperfection.

Note that a differentiable OMP has been proposed in [14].
By introducing a softmax operation, Mateos-Ramo et. al. [14]
have successfully unfolded OMP and made it differentiable.
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Different from [14], we incorporate OMP into transformers
and achieve better performance.

II. ISAC SYSTEM SETTINGS AND MODEL

In this section, we will introduce the system settings and
models of the considered ISAC scenario.

A. System Settings

Suppose that an ISAC transmitter is trying to localize M
passive targets in an environment using a reflected communi-
cation waveform. The angle-of-arrival (AoA), ranges, and ve-
locities of the targets are uniformly distributed in [ϕmin, ϕmax],
[rmin, rmax], and [vmin, vmax], respectively. We assume that
the ISAC transmitter works in multiple-input-multiple-output
(MIMO) configuration with a uniform linear array (ULA) of
K antennas with an adjacent antenna distance d. We assume
that the ISAC transmitter uses OFDM with S sub-carriers and
Ts OFDM symbols in a time slot. For OFDM modulation, the
sub-carrier space is ∆f and the symbol duration is ∆T . The
carrier frequency is denoted as fc and wavelength is λ = c/fc,
where c is the speed of light. We further assume that d = λ/2.
The considered ISAC scenario is similar to the one in [14].

B. System Models

Assume the ISAC transmitter is sending a sequence of
complex modulated symbols Y ∈ CS×Ts to the commu-
nication user using 4-quadrature amplitude modulation (4-
QAM). Denote Yij as the symbol transmitted at the i-th sub-
carrier of the j-th OFDM symbols. The signal is transmitted
using K antennas in MIMO systems. To improve the sensing
performance, the ISAC transmitter uses a transmitting beam-
former, p ∈ CK×1, based on the AoA ranges of targets.
Specifically, p is the solution of miny||b − ATy||, where
b ∈ RNϕgrid×1 denotes the desired beampattern at Nϕgrid

angular grid locations {ϕi}
Nϕgrid
i=1 and satisfies,

bi =

{
1, if ϕi ∈ [ϕmin, ϕmax],

0, otherwise,
(1)

A = [atx(ϕ1),atx(ϕ2), ...,atx(ϕNϕgrid)] ∈ RK×Nϕgrid consists
of the transmitting steering vectors,

atx(ϕ) = [e−j2πd sinϕ/λ, e−j2π2d sinϕ/λ, . . . ,

e−j2πKd sinϕ/λ]T .
(2)

The reflected signal, Z, from M targets can be expressed as,

Z =

M∑
m=1

αmarx(ϕm)⊗ {(aT
tx(ϕm)p)[Y⊙

(ρ(rm)β(vm)T )]}+W .

(3)

where ⊗ and ⊙ denote the outer product and the element-
wise multiplication, respectively. T denotes the transpose of
the vector. Z ∈ CK×S×Ts is the received signal in the spatial-
frequency-time domain. αm ∼ CN (0, σ2

s) is the complex
channel gain of the m-th target. W ∈ CK×S×Ts is the
channel noise with Wijk ∼ CN (0, N0), where N0 deter-
mines the sensing signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) by SNRs =

10 log10(Kσ2
s/N0) dB, following [14]. arx(ϕm) ∈ CK×1 and

atx(ϕm) ∈ CK×1 are the receiving and transmitting steering
vectors of target m, respectively. Their expressions are given
in Eq. (2). Denote rm and vm as the range and velocity of
target m, respectively. The impact of range, rm, in different
sub-carriers is reflected by ρ(rm) ∈ CS×1 through the delay
τm = 2rm

c as,

ρ(rm) = [e−j2π∆fτm , e−j2π2∆fτm , · · · , e−j2πS∆fτm ]T . (4)

Velocity, vm, will affect different OFDM symbols by β(vm) ∈
CTs×1 through the Doppler frequency fdm = 2vmfc

c as,

β(vm) = [ej2π∆T fdm , ej2π2∆T fdm , · · · , ej2πTs∆T fdm ]T . (5)

After receiving the echo signal, the impact of the transmitted
signal, Y , is first removed by element-wise division as,

Ẑ = Z⊘(1⊗Y ) =

M∑
m=1

γmarx(ϕm)⊗ρ(rm)⊗β(vm)+Ŵ .

(6)
where ⊘ denotes the element-wise division, 1 ∈ CK×1, γm =
αm(aT

tx(ϕm)p), Ŵ = W ⊘ (1⊗ Y ). Ẑ ∈ CK×S×Ts is then
passed to the multi-target detection algorithm. Basically, the
algorithm aims to estimate {ϕm, rm, vm}Mm=1 from Ẑ.

III. 3D-OMP: A SPECIAL CASE OF TRANSFORMER

In this section, we introduce the 3D-OMP algorithm for
multi-target detection and describe the basics of transformers.
Then, we show that the operation of the 3D-OMP algorithm
is analogous to a specific kind of transformer.

A. 3D-OMP for ISAC

The 3D parameters of the targets can be obtained
by the 3D-OMP algorithm [14]. To construct an over-
complete dictionary for OMP, we first specify an angle grid
Gϕ = [ϕ1, ϕ2, · · · , ϕNϕ

] ∈ RNϕ×1, a range grid Gr =
[r1, r2, · · · , rNr

] ∈ RNr×1, and a velocity grid Gv =
[v1, v2, · · · , vNv

] ∈ RNv×1. The angles, ranges, velocities
inside Gϕ, Gr, Gv , distribute uniformly over [ϕmin, ϕmax],
[rmin, rmax], and [vmin, vmax], respectively. Then, the angle,
range, and velocity dictionaries can be defined as,

Φϕ = [a(ϕ1), · · · ,a(ϕNϕ
)] ∈ CK×Nϕ

Φr = [ρ(r1), · · · ,ρ(rNr )] ∈ CS×Nr

Φv = [β(v1), · · · ,β(vNv
)] ∈ CTs×Nv

(7)

With the dictionaries in Eq. (7), Eq. (6) can be rewritten as,

Z̃ = Ds+ Ŵ , (8)

where Z̃ ∈ CKSTs×1 is the vector form of Ẑ, D =
Φϕ⊗Φr⊗Φv ∈ CKSTs×NϕNrNv is the integrated dictionary,
s ∈ CNϕNrNv×1 is the sparse vector whose non-zero elements’
positions represent the desired parameters. As the size of
the dictionary, D, is extremely large in ISAC, 3D-OMP
is more suitable to solve Eq. (8). The 3D-OMP algorithm
is summarized in Algorithm 1. Operator Ẑ∆Φ∗

ϕ in line 1
calculates the tensor product of Ẑ and the complex conjugate
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Algorithm 1: 3D-OMP for Multi-target Detection

Input: Observation Ẑ in (6), Dictionaries Φϕ, Φr,
Φv , grids Gϕ, Gr, Gv , termination threshold
δ.

Output: Set T = {ϕm, rm, vm}Mm=1

Initialization: m = 1, Ẑ
(1)

= Ẑ, T = ∅, M = ∅
1 Compute the angle-delay-Doppler map
L(Ẑ) = |Ẑ∆Φ∗

ϕ∆Φ∗
r∆Φ∗

v| ∈ RNϕ×Nr×Nv ;

2 while maxL(Ẑ
(m)

) > δ do
3 Find (i, j, k) = argmaxi,j,kL(Ẑ

(m)
)

4 Update target set
T ← T ∪{ϕm = [Gϕ]i, rm = [Gr]j , vm = [Gv]k}

5 Update atom set
M←M∪φm = {arx(ϕi)⊗ ρ(rj)⊗ β(vk)}

6 Update gain estimate
γ̂ = argminγ∥Ẑ −

∑m
i=1 γiφi∥

7 Update residual Ẑ
(m+1)

= Ẑ −
∑m

i=1 γ̂iφi

8 m = m+ 1
9 end

of Φϕ, contracting the first dimensions of Ẑ and Φ∗
ϕ. The

resulting tensor contains the uncontracted dimensions of Ẑ
followed by the uncontracted dimensions of Φ∗

ϕ. This process
can be depicted as,

[Ẑ∆Φ∗
ϕ]i,j,k =

K∑
m=1

[Ẑ]m,i,j [Φ
∗
ϕ]m,k. (9)

Operator | · | in line 1 calculates the absolute value of the
complex numbers in a tensor.

At each iteration, the 3D-OMP searches for the atom,
φm = arx(ϕi)⊗ ρ(rj)⊗ β(vk), that is most correlated with

the residual Ẑ
(m)

by line 3, keeps track of the active atom
set, Mm+1 =Mm ∪φm, by line 5, computes the projection
of the signal, Ẑ, onto Mm+1 by line 6, and uses the residual
for the new iteration by line 7.

B. Transformer

A transformer layer is typically composed of an attention
layer and a feed-forward network (FFN) layer. The attention
layer is built on either self-attention or external attention in
different transformers [10], [11]. We first revisit the trans-
former with self-attention [4]. Given an input feature map,
F ∈ RN×d, where N is the number of elements and d is the
number of features for each element, self-attention linearly
projects F to a query matrix, Q ∈ RN×d′

, a key matrix,
K ∈ RN×d′

, and a value matrix, V ∈ RN×d, by Q = FWQ,
K = FWK , and V = FWV . Then the self-attention layer
can be formulated as,

A = softmax(σQKT ),F attn = AV , (10)

where A ∈ RN×N is the attention map, σ is the reweighting
coefficient of the softmax operator, F attn ∈ RN×d is the

output feature map of the self-attention layer. After the self-
attention layer, F attn is fed to an FFN layer,

F out = FFN(F attn), (11)

where F out is the output of a transformer layer. An FFN layer
consists of linear transformations and non-linear activations.

For the transformers with external attention [11], K and V
are not generated from F by linear projection. Instead, they
are independent of input features and shared across the entire
dataset, called external memory units. The external attention
can lead to lightweight architectures when the number of
elements in the external memories is much smaller than that
in the input features.

C. 3D-OMP Represented in the Form of Transformers

Although the 3D-OMP algorithm and transformers are de-
signed for different signal recovery problems, the operation of
3D-OMP is analogous to transformers with external attention.
To explain this, we rewrite the 3D-OMP algorithm in the
formulation of the attention layer (represented by Eq. (10))
and the FFN layer (represented by Eq. (11)).

To construct the attention layer, we first treat the residual
at each iteration as queries, i.e., Q = Ẑ

(m)
. We then define

keys as the Hermitian matrices of dictionaries, i.e. Kϕ = ΦH
ϕ ,

Kr = ΦH
r , and Kv = ΦH

v . Next, we define two different sets
of values. One set is from grids as V

(1)
ϕ = Gϕ, V (1)

r = Gr,
and V (1)

v = Gv , another is from dictionaries as V
(2)
ϕ = Φϕ,

V (2)
r = Φr, and V (2)

v = Φv . With these definitions, line 3 in
Algorithm 1 can be modelled as the process of calculating a
3D attention map from queries and keys by,

A = softmax(σQ∆KT
ϕ∆KT

r ∆KT
v ) ∈ RNϕ×Nr×Nv ,

A = |A|,
(12)

where operator |A| calculates the absolute value of the com-
plex numbers in A. The argmax in the algorithm is replaced
by softmax with reweighing coefficient σ = 1 in Eq. (12).
Denote Ai ∈ RNϕ , Aj ∈ RNr , and Ak ∈ RNv as the 1D
attention maps calculated from the 3D attention map by,

Ai =

Nr∑
j=1

Nv∑
k=1

[A]i,j,k,Aj =

Nϕ∑
i=1

Nv∑
k=1

[A]i,j,k,

Ak =

Nϕ∑
i=1

Nr∑
j=1

[A]i,j,k.

(13)

Line 4 and line 5 in Algorithm 1 can be further modelled
as multiplying 1D attention maps with values and adding the
results to sets T and M,

F
(1)
attn = [ϕm, rm, vm] = [Ai∆V

(1)
ϕ ,Aj∆V (1)

r ,Ak∆V (1)
v ],

Tk+1 = Tk ∪ F
(1)
attn,

(14)

F
(2)
attn = φm = a(ϕi)⊗ ρ(rj)⊗ β(vk)

= Ai∆V
(2)
ϕ ⊗Aj∆V (2)

r ⊗Ak∆V (2)
v ,

Mk+1 =Mk ∪ F
(2)
attn,

(15)
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where the definition of operator ∆ is the same as Eq. (9).
From Eq. (12) ∼ (15), line 3 ∼ line 5 in 3D-OMP algorithm
consist of the attention layer in a transformer.

To construct the FFN layer, we first define a matrix Mm =
[φ1, φ2, · · · , φm] ∈ CKSTs×m from Mm+1. We then rewrite
the estimation problem in the line 6 of Algorithm 1 as

γ̂ = argminγ ||Z̃ −Mmγ|| (16)

The closed-form solution to Eq. (16) can be further given as,

γ̂ = (MH
mMm)−1MH

mZ̃, (17)

With Eq. (17), the update of residual in the line 7 of Algorithm
1 is,

Z̃
(m+1)

= Z̃ −Mm(MH
mMm)−1MH

mm̃,

= f(Mm),
(18)

where the tensor form of Z̃
(m+1)

is the output of the m-th
iteration. Obviously, f consists of a series of linear transfor-
mations and non-linear activations based on Mm. Therefore,
we can safely write line 6 ∼ line 7 as an FFN layer in a
Transformer,

F out = Ẑ
(m+1)

= FFN(Mm+1). (19)

We have now rewritten the 3D-OMP algorithm in the form of
transformers. The details are summarized in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 actually provides a new perspective of under-
standing transformers. From the algorithm, the attention layer
finds the atom that maximally reduces the approximation error
and the FFN layer subtracts the influence of the atom from
the original signal for further processing. Algorithm 2 also
provides new insights on transformer designs. For example,
we could implement efficient 3D attention by designing three
sets of keys and values, each set applying to one dimension
of 3D input features.

Note that once a target’s information is added into T ,
it remains unchanged until the end. From the perspective
of transformers, this property can be achieved by defining
Q = K = V and setting the FFN as an identity mapping
for T . We omit this part in Algorithm 2 for simplicity.

IV. 3D-OMP-TRANSFORMER
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Fig. 1. The overall architecture of 3D-OMP-Transformer.

Although the operation of 3D-OMP algorithm is analogous
to the transformers, 3D-OMP is designed with handcrafted

Algorithm 2: Transformer Version of 3D-OMP for
Multi-target Detection

Input: Observation Ẑ in (6), termination threshold δ.
Output: Set T = {ϕm, rm, vm}Mm=1

Initialization: m = 1, Q(1) = Ẑ, Kϕ = ΦH
ϕ ,

Kr = ΦH
r , Kv = ΦH

v , V (1)
ϕ = Gϕ,

V (1)
r = Gr, V (1)

v = Gv , V (2)
ϕ = Φϕ,

V (2)
r = Φr, V (2)

v = Φv ,
1 A = softmax(σQ∆KT

ϕ∆KT
r ∆KT

v ) ∈ RNϕ×Nr×Nv

2 while max |A| > δ do
/* the attention-layer of the m-th
iteration */

3 Calculate the attention map
A = softmax(σQ(m)∆KT

ϕ∆KT
r ∆KT

v );
A = |A|

4 Update outputs F
(1)
attn = [ϕm, rm, vm] =

[Ai∆V
(1)
ϕ ,Aj∆V (1)

r ,Ak∆V (1)
v ];

F
(2)
attn = φm = a(ϕi)⊗ ρ(rj)⊗ β(vk) =

Ai∆V
(2)
ϕ ⊗Aj∆V (2)

r ⊗Ak∆V (2)
v

5 Update target set Tm+1 = Tm ∪ F
(1)
attn

6 Update atom set Mm+1 =Mm ∪ F
(2)
attn

/* the FFN layer of the m-th
iteration */

7 Mm = [φ1, φ2, · · · , φm] ∈ CKSTs×m

8 Fout = Z̃ −Mm(MH
mMm)−1MH

mZ̃ =
FFN(Mm)
/* next iteration */

9 m = m+ 1

10 Q(m) = F out

11 end

parameters. Without learnable parameters, 3D-OMP algorithm
lacks the ability to learn from data like other transformers.
To address this issue and further improve the performance
of 3D-OMP, we propose a 3D-OMP-Transformer, inspired by
earlier success on deep unfolding networks [17], [18] and
differentiable OMP [14].

A. Architecture

The overall architecture of 3D-OMP-Transformer is shown
in Fig. 1. From the figure, the 3D-OMP-Transformer takes
Ẑ, F pre = Ẑ, M = ∅, and Q = Ẑ as inputs and feeds
the inputs into M 3D-OMP-Transformer blocks (3D-OMP-
TB). Each 3D-OMP-TB gives an estimation of one target. The
estimated results are used to train the network in an end-to-end
manner.

We now explain the detailed architecture of 3D-OMP-TB.
In Fig. 2, each 3D-OMP-TB is composed of one attention
layer and one FFN layer. The attention layer takes Q as the
input and calculates a 3D attention map A by,

A = softmax(σQ∆KT
ϕ∆KT

r ∆KT
v ),A = |A|, (20)
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where Kϕ, Kr, Kv , σ are learnable parameters. We hope
the network will learn to adjust the 3D-OMP algorithm rather
than learning from scratch. To achieve this goal, we set,

Kϕ = λKϕ
ΦH

ϕ + µKϕ
WKϕ

,

Kr = λKr
ΦH

r + µKr
WKr

,

Kv = λKvΦ
H
v + µKvWKv ,

(21)

where λKϕ
, µKϕ

, λKr , µKr , λKv , µKv are learnable scalars,
and WKϕ

, WKr
, and WKv

are learnable matrices that have
the same shapes as ΦH

ϕ , ΦH
r , and ΦH

v , respectively. During the
parameter initialization process, we set λ = 1, µ = 0, σ = 1,
so that Eq. (20) equals Eq. (12). In this way, the network
will generate the same A as the 3D-OMP algorithm. But Eq.
(20) will gradually improve the calculation of A based on the
training.

After obtaining A, the attention layer will calculate the
1D attention maps Ai, Aj , and Ak by Eq. (13), and then
use 1D attention maps to calculate the target’s information
{ϕm, rm, vm} and the atom of the same target, φm, by,

[ϕm, rm, vm] = [Ai∆V
(1)
ϕ ,Aj∆V (1)

r ,Ak∆V (1)
v ] (22)

and
φm = Ai∆V

(2)
ϕ ⊗Aj∆V (2)

r ⊗Ak∆V (2)
v (23)

Similarly, we set

V
(1)
ϕ = λ

V
(1)
ϕ

Gϕ + µ
V

(1)
ϕ

W
V

(1)
ϕ

,

V (1)
r = λ

V
(1)
r
Gr + µ

V
(1)
r
W

V
(1)
r
,

V (1)
v = λ

V
(1)
v
Gv + µ

V
(1)
v
W

V
(1)
v
,

V
(2)
ϕ = λ

V
(2)
ϕ

Φϕ + µ
V

(2)
ϕ

W
V

(2)
ϕ

,

V (2)
r = λ

V
(2)
r
Φr + µ

V
(2)
r
W

V
(2)
r
,

V (2)
v = λ

V
(2)
v
Φv + µ

V
(2)
v
W

V
(2)
v
,

(24)

where λ
V

(1)
ϕ

, µ
V

(1)
ϕ

, λ
V

(1)
r

, µ
V

(1)
r

, λ
V

(1)
v

, µ
V

(1)
v

, λ
V

(2)
ϕ

, µ
V

(2)
ϕ

,
λ
V

(2)
r

, µ
V

(2)
r

, λ
V

(2)
v

, µ
V

(2)
v

are learnable scalars, and W
V

(1)
ϕ

,
W

V
(1)
r

, W
V

(1)
v

, W
V

(2)
ϕ

, W
V

(2)
r

, W
V

(2)
v

are learnable matri-
ces. At the beginning, we set λ = 1, µ = 0, σ = 1, so that Eq.
(22) equals Eq. (14), Eq. (23) equals Eq. (15); But Eq. (22)

and Eq. (23) will gradually perform differently based on the
training. After the attention layer, {ϕm, rm, vm} will be used
for calculating the trainng loss and φm will be added into M
and used for the next 3D-OMP-TB.

On the other hand, the FFN layer is composed of an FFN
and an orthogonal projection (OP). The FFN consists of one
1x1 convolution layer (Conv), one 3x3 Conv, and one 1x1
Conv, with GELU activation layers in between. The FFN takes
φm and F pre as inputs and generates an output feature map
F

(1)
out and an updated feature map F pre. The process can be

modelled as,

F
(1)
out,F pre = FFN (φm,F pre) (25)

F pre will be used for the FFN in the next 3D-OMP-TB. We
also hope the FFN layer performs the same as the 3D-OMP
algorithm at the beginning of training but will gradually learn
from data. To achieve this goal, we add an OP inside the FFN
layer. The OP utilizesM and Ẑ and calculates an output F (2)

out

based on Eq. (18). We define the output from the FFN layer
as,

F out = λF out
F

(2)
out + µF out

F
(1)
out, (26)

where λF out and µF out are learnable scalars. The initialization
values of λF out

and µF out
are 1 and 0, respectively. Therefore,

the network performs the same as 3D-OMP algorithm at the
beginning.

At last, F out will be used as Q for the next 3D-OMP-TB.
Updated M, F pre along with the original signal Ẑ are also
sent to the next 3D-OMP-TB.

B. Training Loss

In this subsection, we will introduce the training loss for
the proposed 3D-OMP-Transformer. Denote the true angle
set, range set, and velocity set to be A = {ϕm}Mm=1, R =
{rm}Mm=1, V = {vm}Mm=1, respectively, and the estimated
angle set, range set, and velocity set to be Â = {ϕ̂m}Mm=1,
R̂ = {r̂m}Mm=1, V̂ = {v̂m}Mm=1, respectively. We need to
define one-to-one mappings between the elements in A and
Â, R and R̂, V and V̂ before calculating the training loss. To
decide the mapping relations, we use the first-match-first-out
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criteria. Take A and Â as an example. We first find the closest
elements in A and Â by,

(i, j) = argmini,j |[A]i − [Â]j |, (27)

where [A]i and [Â]j are the i-th element and the j-th element
in A and Â, respectively. We then add (i, j) into a set GA and
delete [A]i and [Â]j from A and Â, respectively. We repeat
this process until A and Â are empty. Similarly, we obtain
GR, GV for range sets and velocity sets, respectively.

After deciding the mapping relations, we use mean abso-
lute error (MAE) for training. The MAE for angles can be
calculated as,

lA =
1

M

M∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

δ(i,j)∈GA |[A]i − [Â]j |, (28)

where δ(i,j)∈GA = 1 only if the relation (i, j) is stored in
GA. We can calculate the MAE for ranges and velocities in a
similar way,

lR =
1

M

M∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

δ(i,j)∈GR |[R]i − [R̂]j |,

lV =
1

M

M∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

δ(i,j)∈GV |[V]i − [V̂]j |.

(29)

The final training loss is,

l = lA + lR + lV (30)

C. Dynamic Dictionary Range

The region of targets may change. In this paper, we as-
sume ϕmin will change randomly, but ϕmax − ϕmin keeps
constant for simplicity. The 3D-OMP algorithm can deal with
the change by setting the dictionaries and grids according
to the region of targets with Eq. (7), but the 3D-OMP-
Transformer with region-agnostic learnable parameters cannot.
To address this issue, the learnable matrices used in the 3D-
OMP-Transformer, i.e., W in Eq.(21) and Eq.(24), should also
change dynamically. We will explain how to adjust the angle-
related parameters, i.e., WKϕ

, W
V

(1)
ϕ

, and W
V

(2)
ϕ

, according
to the values of ϕmin.

We first analyze the effect of angle changes on the angle
dictionary in Eq. (7). From Eq. (2), if ϕb = ϕa + ϕ and we
assume sinϕa ≃ 2

πϕa, for −π
2 ≤ ϕa ≤ π

2 , we have a(ϕb) ≃
a(ϕa)⊙a(ϕ). Therefore, if ϕmin changes from ϕa to ϕa+ϕ,
the angle dictionary also changes from Φϕ to Φϕ⊙a(ϕ). This
means we can adjust the dictionary by multiplying it with a
complex vector to deal with the change of ϕmin.

We then extend the same idea to learnable weights. To cope
with the change of ϕmin, 3D-OMP-Transformer takes ϕmin

as inputs and generates hWKϕ
∈ CK×1, hW

V 1
ϕ

∈ C1, and

hW
V 2

ϕ

∈ CK×1 by three sets of three-layer fully-connected

networks (FCN). The 3D-OMP-Transformer then calculates
the angle-related keys and values by,

Kϕ = λKϕ
ΦH

ϕ + µKϕ
(hWKϕ

⊙WKϕ
),

V
(1)
ϕ = λ

V
(1)
ϕ

Gϕ + µ
V

(1)
ϕ

(hW
V

(1)
ϕ

+W
V

(1)
ϕ

),

V
(2)
ϕ = λ

V
(2)
ϕ

Φϕ + µ
V

(2)
ϕ

(hW
V

(2)
ϕ

⊙W
V

(2)
ϕ

).

(31)

The angle-related keys and values will be used in Eq. (20),
Eq. (22), and Eq. (23). The other parts of the 3D-OMP-
Transformer remain unchanged.

V. CASCADED 3D-OMP-TRANSFORMER
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Fig. 3. The overall architecture of C-3D-OMP-Transformer.

The size of keys and values decides the resolution of
dictionaries and grids, which will further determine the per-
formance of the 3D-OMP-Transformer. However, the memory
and computation costs in calculating 3D attention maps are
increased with the size of keys. To address this issue, we
further design a cascaded 3D-OMP transformer (C-3D-OMP-
Transformer). The proposed C-3D-OMP-Transformer will use
dynamic keys and values of small sizes to improve resolution.

A. Architecture

The overall architecture of C-3D-OMP-Transformer is
shown in Fig. 3. From the figure, the C-3D-OMP-Transformer
is built on top of the 3D-OMP-Transformer using the outputs
of the latter and cascaded 3D-OMP-Transformer blocks (C-
3D-OMP-TBs). The details of C-3D-OMP-TB are shown in
Fig. 4. Specifically, the C-3D-OMP-TB will feed the attention
maps (Ai, Aj , Ak) and the estimated results (Φm, rm, vm)
from 3D-OMP-TB into a set of FCNs and use the outputs
of the FCNs to adjust the keys and values in the attention
layer. The adjustment increases the resolution of grids and
dictionaries with low costs. Hereafter, we will explain the
adjustment process of Kϕ,V

(1)
ϕ ,V

(2)
ϕ . The other parameters,

such as Kr,V
(1)
r ,V (2)

r , Kv,V
(1)
v ,V (2)

v , are adjusted simi-
larly.

We first determine the angle grids, Gϕ ∈ RN
′
ϕ×1, and angle

dictionaries, Φϕ ∈ CK×N
′
ϕ , in the C-3D-OMP-TB, where
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Fig. 4. The details of C-3D-OMP Transformer block.

N
′

ϕ < Nϕ. Instead of using a fixed grid inside [ϕmin, ϕmax],
we let the network decide the optimal angle grid by consider-
ing Ai and ϕm and set the angle grid dynamically by,

gmin, gmax = FCN(Ai);

Gϕ = (gmax − gmin) ∗ a+ gmin + ϕm,
(32)

where gmin, gmax are two scalars generated from a three-
layer FCN using Ai, a ∈ RN

′
ϕ×1 is a fixed grid distributed

uniformly from −0.5 to 0.5. From Eq. (32), gmax − gmin

is a re-scaling weight of a and dynamically determines the
angle resolution of Gϕ. gmin + ϕm is an offset value and
dynamically determines the central of Gϕ. The network will
learn to increase the angle resolution by adjusting gmax−gmin.
Φϕ can be further calculated from Gϕ with Eq. (7)

Next, we make sure the learnable matrices (WKϕ
, W

V
(1)
ϕ

,
W

V
(2)
ϕ

) can change dynamically in a similar way as Gϕ and
Φϕ by considering Ai and ϕm. As W

V
(1)
ϕ

is used along with
Gϕ, we can impose the effect of re-scaling and offsetting on
it by,

g̃min, g̃max = FCN(Ai);

W̃
V

(1)
ϕ

= (g̃max − g̃min) ∗WV
(1)
ϕ

+ g̃min + ϕm,
(33)

where g̃min, g̃max are two scalars generated from another
three-layer FCN using Ai. g̃max − g̃min is a re-scaling
weight and dynamically determines the angle range of W̃

V
(1)
ϕ

.
g̃min + ϕm is an offset value and dynamically determines the
central of the W̃

V
(1)
ϕ

.

As WKϕ
and W

V
(2)
ϕ

are used together with Φϕ, we first
analyze the effect of re-scaling and offset on Φϕ. From Eq.
(2), if ϕb = pϕa+ϕ and we assume sinϕa ≃ 2

πϕa, for −π
2 ≤

ϕa ≤ π
2 , we have a(ϕb) ≃ ap(ϕa) ⊙ a(ϕ). Therefore, if

a re-scaling parameter, p, and an offset, ϕ, are applied to the
angle grid, the angle dictionary also changes from Φϕ to Φp

ϕ⊙
a(ϕ). This means we can adjust WKϕ

and W
V

(2)
ϕ

by first
performing exponentiation to them and then multiplying them

with a complex vector. The process can be modelled as,

gW
V

(2)
ϕ

,hW
V

(2)
ϕ

= FCN(Ai),

W̃
V

(2)
ϕ

= hW
V

(2)
ϕ

⊙ (WV 2
ϕ
)
gW

V
(2)
ϕ ,

gWKϕ
,hWKϕ

= FCN(Ai),

W̃Kϕ
= hWKϕ

⊙ (WKϕ
)
gWKϕ ,

(34)

where gW
V

(2)
ϕ

∈ R, gWKϕ
∈ R represent the influence of

re-scaling and are estimated from Ai by a FCN. hW
V

(2)
ϕ

∈

CK×1, hWKϕ
∈ CK×1 represent the influence of offset and

are estimated from Ai by another FCN.
Finally, the angle-related keys and values are,

Kϕ = λKϕ
ΦH

ϕ + µKϕ
W̃Kϕ

,

V
(1)
ϕ = λ

V
(1)
ϕ

Gϕ + µ
V

(1)
ϕ

W̃
V

(1)
ϕ

,

V
(2)
ϕ = λ

V
(2)
ϕ

Φϕ + µ
V

(2)
ϕ

W̃
V

(2)
ϕ

.

(35)

Besides keys and values, the re-scaling parameter σ in the
softmax operation is also determined by a FCN.

B. Training Loss

In this subsection, we will describe the training loss for
the C-3D-OMP-Transformer. Denote the estimated angle set,
range set, and velocity set from a C-3D-OMP-Transformer
are Â(2) = {ϕ̂(2)

m }Mm=1, R̂(2) = {r̂(2)m }Mm=1, and V̂(2) =

{v̂(2)m }Mm=1, respectively. As the m-th C-3D-OMP-TB rely on
the outputs of the m-th 3D-OMP-TB, we assume ϕ̂m, r̂m,
v̂m and ϕ̂

(2)
m , r̂(2)m , v̂(2)m are the estimation of the same target.

Therefore, the C-3D-OMP-Transformer will reuse the mapping
relation sets from 3D-OMP-Transformer, i.e., GA, GV , and GV .
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The MAE for angles, ranges, and velocities are,

lA(2) =
1

M

M∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

δ(i,j)∈GA |[A]i − [Â(2)]j |,

lR(2) =
1

M

M∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

δ(i,j)∈GR |[R]i − [R̂(2)]j |,

lV(2) =
1

M

M∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

δ(i,j)∈GV |[V]i − [V̂(2)]j |,

(36)

respectively. The C-3D-OMP-Transformer is jointly trained
with the 3D-OMP-Transformer; therefore, the total training
loss is,

l =
1

2
(lA + lR + lV + lA(2) + lR(2) + lV(2)) (37)

VI. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we will first describe the default experimen-
tal settings and then provide the implementation details of the
designed algorithms. Next, we will introduce the implementa-
tion details of the considered baselines, i.e., 1D-MUSIC+MF
[12], 2D-MUSIC+MF [19], and 3D-OMP. Finally, we will
compare the proposed algorithms with the baselines in the
default settings, followed by some additional experiments with
changed settings.

A. Experimental Settings of the ISAC Scenario

The parameters of the ISAC transceiver are, K = 16, S =
128, T = 10. fc = 60GHz, and ∆f = 120 kHz. ∆T is set as
1/∆f +1.5µs, where 1.5µs is the time duration of the cyclic
prefix. The number of targets, M , changes from 1 ∼ 5. We
set the parameters of targets as rmin = 0m, rmax = 200m,
vmin = 0m/sec, vmax = 42m/sec, ϕmax − ϕmin = 40◦,
and ϕmin uniformly distributed in (−90◦, 50◦). SNRs is set
as 0 dB or 10 dB.

B. Implement Details of Proposed Methods

The parameters of the 3D-OMP-Transformer are, Nϕ =
360, Nr = 300, Nv = 60. The parameters of the C-3D-OMP-
Transformer are, N

′

ϕ = 100, N
′

r = 100, N
′

v = 40, where N
′

r

and N
′

v are the sizes of range grids and velocity grids in the
C-3D-OMP-Transformer.

We train different transformers for different M . The 3D-
OMP-Transformer is trained with a batch size of 8 for 100, 000
rounds. The C-3D-OMP-Transformer is trained based on the
pre-trained 3D-OMP-Transformer for another 100, 000 rounds.
Each training sample is generated from Eq. (6) by randomly
sampling targets’ locations and channel noises. Both networks
are trained by Adam optimizer with a 10−4 learning rate.

We also generate testing datasets of size 10, 000 under each
experimental setting for performance evaluation. We use the
MAE of angles, ranges, and velocities in Eq. (28) and Eq. (29)
as the performance metrics for the 3D-OMP-Transformer. We
use the MAE of angles, ranges, and velocities in Eq. (36) to
evaluate the performance of the C-3D-OMP-Transformer.

C. Benchmarks

Here are the multi-target detection baselines and their
implementation details. All the methods use the same test-
ing datasets and performance metrics as the 3D-OMP-
Transformer.

• 1D-MUSIC+MF: We considered the two-stage estima-
tion method in [12], where the angle information is
first estimated by the 1D multiple signal classification
(MUSIC) algorithm and the range/velocity information
is then estimated by matching filter (MF) algorithm.
The steering vector for the 1D MUSIC is arx(ϕ) and
the measurements in the frequency-time domain are
snapshots. Different from [12], we directly calculate the
MUSIC spectrum based on the modulation symbols, as
in [20]. To be specific, we first reshape Ẑ into A with
the shape of (K,ST ) and then calculate the singular
value decomposition (SVD) of R = AAH . Denote the
SVD result to be R = FDH , where F = [F s,Fn] ∈
RK×K , F s ∈ RK×M , and Fn ∈ RK×K−M . Fn is
then used to calculate the MUSIC spectrum fMUSIC(ϕ) =
1/||(Fn)Harx(ϕ)||2. Next, we try to find M peaks from
fMUSIC. If less than M peaks are detected, we reuse the
detected peaks. After estimating the targets’ AoAs, MF
in [12] is implemented to estimate ranges and velocities.

• 2D-MUSIC+MF: As K is not much greater than M
and ϕmax − ϕmin is restricted to a small range, some
targets are indistinguishable in the angle domain, re-
stricting the performance of 1D-MUSIC. To address this,
we implement the 2D-MUSIC algorithm specified in
[19] for the joint estimation of angles and ranges. Joint
estimation helps detect targets with similar angles but
different ranges. In this process, smoothness along the
angle and range dimensions is applied first to solve the
problem of insufficient snapshots in the time domain.
Specifically, Vec(arx(ϕ):K̂ ⊗ ρ(r):Ŝ) ∈ RK̂Ŝ is treated
as the steering vector of 2D-MUSIC, where arx(ϕ):K̂
and ρ(r):Ŝ denote the first K̂ and Ŝ elements of arx(ϕ)
and ρ(r), respectively; Vec(·) denotes reshaping a matrix
into a vector. We notice that K̂

K = 1 and Ŝ
S = 0.6 work

best. After smoothing, the observation matrix Ẑ will be
of shape (K̂Ŝ, ⌊(K/K̂)⌋⌊(S/Ŝ)⌋T ), which will be used
to construct the 2D-MUSIC spectrum. After determining
M targets’ angles and ranges, MF is applied for velocity
estimation.

• 3D-OMP: The original 3D-OMP in Algorithm 1 is also
considered. As we assume the number of targets is pre-
known, we fix the round of iteration of the 3D-OMP
algorithm as M . The size of the grids is set the same
as the 3D-OMP-Transformer.

Note that we will not use optimization-based methods or
deep unfolding networks to solve Eq. (8) as the size of D,
(16 × 128 × 10) × (360 × 300 × 60), is extremely large. We
will not compare with the network-based solutions as existing
networks perform no better than 3D-OMP when hardware
imperfection is not considered [14].
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TABLE I
THE PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS WHEN SNRs = 10 dB.

M MAE 1D-MUSIC+MF 2D-MUSIC+MF 3D-OMP 3D-OMP-Transformer C-3D-OMP-Transformer

1
ϕ 0.00193◦ 0.00118◦ 0.00106◦ 0.00078◦ 0.00079◦

r 0.312m 0.241m 0.201m 0.114m 0.0767m
v 0.234m/s 0.205m/s 0.205m/s 0.074m/s 0.077m/s

2
ϕ 0.0077◦ 0.00257◦ 0.00196◦ 0.00171◦ 0.00169◦

r 10.308m 0.383m 0.258m 0.192m 0.129m
v 2.345m/s 0.429m/s 0.286m/s 0.177m/s 0.175m/s

3
ϕ 0.0383◦ 0.00506◦ 0.00326◦ 0.00309◦ 0.00297◦

r 18.504m 0.855m 0.450m 0.395m 0.325m
v 4.109m/s 0.698m/s 0.393m/s 0.295m/s 0.266m/s

4
ϕ 0.0688◦ 0.00803◦ 0.00473◦ 0.0044◦ 0.0043◦

r 24.554m 1.487m 0.646m 0.605m 0.509m
v 5.361m/s 0.974m/s 0.484m/s 0.394m/s 0.353m/s

5
ϕ 0.0908◦ 0.0111◦ 0.0061◦ 0.0057◦ 0.0055◦

r 28.84m 2.190m 0.955m 0.897m 0.803m
v 6.34m/s 1.226m/s 0.601m/s 0.511m/s 0.458m/s

TABLE II
THE PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS WHEN SNRs = 0 dB.

M MAE 1D-MUSIC+MF 2D-MUSIC+MF 3D-OMP 3D-OMP-Transformer C-3D-OMP-Transformer

1
ϕ 0.00937◦ 0.00469◦ 0.00234◦ 0.00211◦ 0.00212◦

r 1.233m 0.874m 0.308m 0.211m 0.198m
v 0.562m/s 0.438m/s 0.325m/s 0.238m/s 0.238m/s

2
ϕ 0.0325◦ 0.0101◦ 0.00403◦ 0.00365◦ 0.00361◦

r 12.370m 1.728m 0.494m 0.391m 0.347m
v 2.936m/s 0.827m/s 0.460m/s 0.387m/s 0.382m/s

3
ϕ 0.0712◦ 0.0165◦ 0.00647◦ 0.00598◦ 0.00594◦

r 21.966m 3.026m 0.826m 0.782m 0.728m
v 4.950m/s 1.246m/s 0.652m/s 0.562m/s 0.546m/s

4
ϕ 0.1022◦ 0.0235◦ 0.00817◦ 0.00748◦ 0.00737◦

r 28.241m 4.714m 1.143m 1.050m 0.992m
v 6.249m/s 1.698m/s 0.790m/s 0.677m/s 0.655m/s

5
ϕ 0.123◦ 0.0286◦ 0.0099◦ 0.0092◦ 0.0091◦

r 33.487m 5.907m 1.481m 1.375m 1.313m
v 7.260m/s 2.026m/s 0.951m/s 0.824m/s 0.790m/s

D. Experiment Results

We show the performance comparison of different methods
when SNRs = 10 dB in Table. I. From the table, 1D-
MUSIC+MF does not perform well in multi-target situations.
As M increases, some targets are too close in the angle domain
to be detected using the 1D-MUSIC algorithm. By jointly
considering angle and range information, undetectable targets
become distinguishable in the 2D angle-range domain; there-
fore, 2D-MUSIC+MF performs better than 1D-MUSIC+MF.
However, 2D-MUSIC+MF still performs worse than 3D-OMP,
showing the necessity of joint estimation in the 3D domain.

On the other hand, the proposed 3D-OMP-Transformer
outperforms the original 3D-OMP-Transformer. By learning to
refine the 3D-OMP algorithm, 3D-OMP-Transformer reduces
the angle error by about 7% ∼ 25%, the range error by about
7% ∼ 40%, and the velocity error by about 15% ∼ 60%.
The proposed C-3D-OMP-Transformer further reduces the
localization error of the 3D-OMP-Transformer by learning to
design the keys/values dynamically. To be exact, C-3D-OMP-
Transformer can reduce the error of 3D-OMP-Transformer
by up to 6% in the angle estimation, 33% in the range
estimation, and 11% in the velocity estimation. Overall, C-
3D-OMP-Transformer achieves the best performance in multi-
target detection.

Table. II compares different methods when SNRs = 0 dB.

Similarly, 3D-OMP achieves better performance than 1D-
MUSIC+MF and 2D-MUSIC+MF. 3D-OMP-Transformer re-
duces the error of 3D-OMP by about 4% ∼ 16% in angle
estimation, by about 5% ∼ 32% in range estimation, and
by about 14% ∼ 27% in velocity estimation. C-3D-OMP-
Transformer can reduce the error of 3D-OMP-Transformer by
up to 1.4%, 36%, 4% in angle estimation, range estimation,
and velocity estimation, respectively.

Fig. 5 shows the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of
range errors for different methods when M = 1 and SNRs =
1 dB. The CDF calculates the probability of the range error
being below a specific value in the x-axis. From the figure,
1D-MUSIC+MF, 2D-MUSIC+MF, and 3D-OMP have similar
CDFs. The proposed 3D-OMP-Transformer and C-3D-OMP-
Transformer have much better CDFs.

Fig. 6 shows the CDF of range error for the least match
targets among M targets for different methods when M = 2
and SNRs = 1 dB. The match relation is calculated from Eq.
(27). From the figure, the proposed 3D-OMP-Transformer and
C-3D-OMP-Transformer perform better than 1D-MUSIC+MF,
2D-MUSIC+MF, and 3D-OMP.

Fig. 7 shows the CDFs of range error from the most
match to the least match targets among M targets in different
methods when M = 5 and SNRs = 10 dB. From the
figure, the proposed 3D-OMP-Transformer and C-3D-OMP-
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TABLE III
THE RUNNING TIME COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS WHEN TESTING 200 SAMPLES.

M 1D-OMP+MF 2D-OMP+MF 3D-OMP 3D-OMP-Transformer C-3D-OMP-Transformer
1 8.233 s 24.385 s 6.603 s 7.621 s 8.729 s
5 9.022 s 24.413 s 7.398 s 14.47 s 18.08 s
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Fig. 5. The CDF of range error for different methods when M = 1 and
SNRs = 10 dB.
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Fig. 6. The CDF of range error for the least match targets in different methods
when M = 2 and SNRs = 10 dB.

Transformer perform the best in most cases. When evaluating
the CDFs of the third and the fourth most match targets, 2D-
MUSIC+MF performs better when the error threshold exceeds
a certain value. However, the proposed methods still have
the smallest average MAE in the two cases. Note that if
minimizing the error threshold to reach 90% CDF is the
designing objective, we can realize the objective by slightly
changing the loss functions, i.e., Eq. (29) and Eq. (36).

Table. III shows the running time of different methods
for testing 200 samples with a batch size of two. All the
methods are implemented by Pytorch and accelerated by
GPUs for a fair comparison. From the table, 3D-OMP is
the fastest algorithm. 3D-OMP-Transformer and C-3D-OMP-

Transformer have comparable speeds with 3D-OMP when
M = 1. However, due to the introduction of the FFN,
the running time of 3D-OMP-Transformer and C-3D-OMP-
Transformer is longer than 3D-OMP when M = 5.

E. Additional Experiments with Changed Settings

TABLE IV
THE PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS WHEN

K = 64, SNRs = 10 dB, AND M = 3.

Methods 3D-OMP 3D-OMP
-Transformer

C-3D-OMP
-Transformer

ϕ 0.00125 0.001055 0.000858
r 0.356 0.289 0.205
v 0.285 0.182 0.177

Table IV shows the performance comparison of different
methods when K = 64, SNRs = 10 dB, and M = 3. Com-
pared with Table. I, the sensing accuracy increases when K
increases. In this experiment, 3D-OMP-Transformer reduces
the angle error, range error, and velocity error of 3D-OMP
by 16%, 19%, and 36%, respectively, which is larger than
the 6%, 13%, and 25% when K = 16 in Table. I. C-3D-
OMP-Transformer can reduce the angle error, range error, and
velocity error of 3D-OMP by 32%, 43%, and 38%, respec-
tively, which is also larger than the 8%, 28%, and 33% when
K = 16 in Table. I. This means 3D-OMP-Transformer and
C-3D-Transformer are more likely to get better performance
than 3D-OMP when the number of antennas is sufficient.

TABLE V
THE PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS WHEN
Nϕ = 180, Nr = 150, Nv = 30, SNRs = 10 dB, AND M = 3.

Methods 3D-OMP 3D-OMP
-Transformer

C-3D-OMP
-Transformer

ϕ 0.00512 0.00424 0.00385
r 0.9767 0.7984 0.5135
v 0.6183 0.3686 0.3097

Table V shows the performance comparison of different
methods when Nϕ = 180, Nr = 150, Nv = 30, SNRs =
10 dB, and M = 3. Compared with Table. I, the sensing
accuracy decreases when the size of grids and dictionaries
decreases. In this experiment, 3D-OMP-Transformer reduces
the angle error, range error, and velocity error of 3D-OMP
by 17%, 19%, and 41%, respectively, which is larger than the
error reduction when Nϕ = 360, Nr = 300, Nv = 60 in Table.
I. C-3D-OMP-Transformer can reduce the angle error, range
error, and velocity error of 3D-OMP by 25%, 48%, and 50%,
respectively, which is also larger than Table. I. This means
3D-OMP-Transformer and C-3D-Transformer are more likely
to get larger gain when the size of grids and dictionaries of
3D-OMP is limited.
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(a) CDF of the most match
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(b) CDF of the 2nd match
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(c) CDF of the 3rd match
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(d) CDF of the 4th match
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Fig. 7. The CDF of range error from the least match targets to the most match in different methods when M = 5 and SNRs = 10 dB.

Table VI shows the performance comparison of differ-
ent methods when SNRs = 20 dB and M = 3. Com-
pared with Table. I, the sensing accuracy increases when
SNRs increases. Similarly, the performance improvement

from 3D-OMP-Transformer and C-3D-OMP-Transformer be-
come larger.
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TABLE VI
THE PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS WHEN

SNRs = 20 dB AND M = 3.

Methods 3D-OMP 3D-OMP
-Transformer

C-3D-OMP
-Transformer

ϕ 0.00284 0.00257 0.00238
r 0.4342 0.3817 0.3019
v 0.3561 0.2261 0.1974

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have designed a novel white-box 3D-
OMP transformer for ISAC. We find a new mathematical
interpretation of transformers from the perspective of 3D-OMP
algorithm and provide a promising way to realize an efficient
3D attention mechanism. Besides, we have shown AI-based
solutions can perform better than existing MUSIC or OMP-
based solutions in multi-target detection task of ISAC. We have
also shown that the performance of 3D-OMP can be further
improved by introducing learnable parameters.
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Mahmoudi, Xavier Siebert, Olivier Cornu, and Christophe
De Vleeschouwer, “Explaining through transformer input sampling,”
in Proc. IEEE/CVF Int. Conf. Comput. Vis., 2023, pp. 806–815.

[8] Y. Yu, S. Buchanan, D. Pai, T. Chu, Z. Wu, S. Tong, B. Haeffele, and
Y. Ma, “White-box transformers via sparse rate reduction,” Adv. Neural
Inf. Process. Syst., vol. 36, 2024.

[9] B. De Weerdt, Y. C. Eldar, and N. Deligiannis, “Designing transformer
networks for sparse recovery of sequential data using deep unfolding,”
in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Acoust. Speech Signal Process. IEEE, 2023,
pp. 1–5.

[10] Y. Yang, D. P. Wipf, et al., “Transformers from an optimization
perspective,” Adv. Neural Inf. Process. Syst., vol. 35, pp. 36958–36971,
2022.

[11] M. Guo, Z. Liu, T. Mu, and S. Hu, “Beyond self-attention: External
attention using two linear layers for visual tasks,” IEEE Trans. Pattern
Anal. Mach. Intell., vol. 45, no. 5, pp. 5436–5447, 2022.

[12] F. Liu, C. Masouros, A. P Petropulu, H. Griffiths, and L. Hanzo, “Joint
radar and communication design: Applications, state-of-the-art, and the
road ahead,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 6, pp. 3834–3862,
2020.

[13] J. A. Zhang, X. Huang, Y. J. Guo, J. Yuan, and R. W. Heath, “Multibeam
for joint communication and radar sensing using steerable analog
antenna arrays,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 68, no. 1, pp. 671–
685, 2018.
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