arXiv:2204.12264v1 [cs.IT] 26 Apr 2022

Energy Efficient Beamforming Optimization for Integrated Sensing and Communication

Zhenyao He, Wei Xu, Senior Member, IEEE, Hong Shen, Member, IEEE, Yongming Huang, Member, IEEE, and Huahua Xiao

Abstract

This paper investigates the optimization of beamforming design in a system with integrated sensing and communication (ISAC), where the base station (BS) sends signals for simultaneous multiuser communication and radar sensing. We aim at maximizing the energy efficiency (EE) of the multiuser communication while guaranteeing the sensing requirement in terms of individual radar beampattern gains. The problem is a complicated nonconvex fractional program which is challenging to be solved. By appropriately reformulating the problem and then applying the techniques of successive convex approximation (SCA) and semidefinite relaxation (SDR), we propose an iterative algorithm to address this problem. In theory, we prove that the introduced relaxation of the SDR is rigorously tight. Numerical results validate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

Index Terms

Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC), energy efficiency (EE), beamforming optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION The requirements of high-precision sensing through wireless communication have recently attracted growing interests. Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC), also known as joint radar-communication or dual-functional radar communications, is regarded as a promising solution to achieve this goal. Compared to conventional systems of separate sensing and communication functions, ISAC brings tremendous advantages at cost reduction by spectrum resource sharing, hardware architecture reuse, and joint signal processing algorithms [1].

For ISAC, it is of great importance to investigate the transmission design aiming at concurrent communication and radar sensing. The authors of [2] studied the problem of beamforming optimization in an ISAC system, where a waveform is reused for both radar sensing and data communication. This beamforming design minimized the beampattern matching error for sensing towards specific directions, subject to the constraints of minimum

Z. He, W. Xu, and Y. Huang are with the National Mobile Communications Research Laboratory, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China, and also with the Purple Mountain Laboratories, Nanjing 211111, China (e-mail: {hezhenyao, wxu, huangym}@seu.edu.cn).

H. Shen is with the National Mobile Communications Research Laboratory, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China (e-mail: shhseu@seu.edu.cn).

H. Xiao is with the ZTE Corporation, and State Key Laboratory of Mobile Network and Mobile Multimedia Technology, Shenzhen 518055, China (e-mail: xiao.huahua@zte.com.cn).

requirements of signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at the users. In [3], the authors investigated a similar problem while utilizing the symbol-level precoding. Alternatively, studies [4] and [5] proposed to use dedicated signals that are irrelevant to the communication symbols for sensing. The proposed signals achieved enhanced performance because they allowed an additional degree of freedom (DoF) for sensing. On the other hand, the problems of maximizing the transmitted beampattern gain towards sensing directions while guaranteeing the minimal SINR requirements of communication users were addressed in [4] and [6]. In [7], the authors optimized the spectral efficiency in a UAV-assisted ISAC system, while ensuring the sensing requirements. Moreover, a novel joint design of the transmitter and the radar receiver was addressed in [8], where the radar received SINR maximization is considered for the first time in ISAC.

With the rapidly growing demand for energy saving, energy efficiency (EE) has drawn increasing attentions as an important performance metric [9]–[13]. For the purpose of reducing hardware complexity and power consumption, hybrid precoding was introduced in ISAC [14] and the corresponding transmission optimization for EE maximization was studied in [15]. Specifically, by imposing the orthogonality assumption for the baseband precoder and using the Dinkelbach’s method, the authors of [15] first performed EE maximization with respect to the power allocation matrix. Then, the number of RF chains to be activated is determined based on the optimized matrix. The authors in [16] proposed a successive convex approximation (SCA)-based algorithm to address the RF chain selection for EE maximization in ISAC. However, these works do not directly address the EE maximized beamforming optimization problem.

This paper investigates an ISAC downlink system, where a base station (BS) simultaneously performs multiuser communication and radar target sensing by sending well-designed integrated signals. Communication metric in terms of EE is the design goal for jointly optimizing the transmit beamforming, where the individual SINR requirements for user communications and the minimum beampattern gains towards sensing directions are treated as service constraints. This problem is a complicated fractional program which is hard to be handled. To solve this problem, we first derive an equivalent reformulation of the original problem and then adopt the techniques of SCA and semidefinite relaxation (SDR). Theoretically, we prove that the relaxation introduced by the SDR is tight. The performance of the proposed algorithm is examined by the simulation results.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the system model and the corresponding EE maximization problem are introduced. Section III presents the proposed algorithm. Simulation results are given in Section IV. Finally, conclusions are provided in Section V.

Notations: Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface lower-case and boldface upper-case letters, respectively. C is the set of complex numbers. Superscripts (·)^T and (·)^H denote the matrix transpose and the conjugate transpose, respectively. Tr(·) denotes the trace of a matrix. The ℓ_2 norm of a vector is denoted by ‖ · ‖. E{·} returns the expectation and ∇ is the gradient operator. rank(X) returns the rank of X and X ⪰ 0 implies that X is positive semidefinite.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION Consider an ISAC system consisting of a dual-functional BS and K single-antenna users. The BS, equipped with an N-element uniform linear array (ULA),^1 performs the downlink communication with K users and conducts radar sensing towards M potential target directions by simultaneously transmitting data signals s_k, k = 1, · · · , K and a dedicated radar signal, s_0 ∈ C^{N×1} . These transmitted signals are written as x = K∑ k=1 v_ks_k + s_0, (1)

where v_k ∈ C^{N×1} is the beamforming vector for user k and s_k satisfies a normalized power constraint, i.e., E{|s_k |^2} = 1. The dual functional signal x is used for both communication and radar sensing. Assume that the data signals intended to the users are mutually independent and are also uncorrelated with s_0. By defining V_0 ≜ E{s_0 s^H_0 }, the transmit power constraint at the BS is ∑_K k=1 ‖v_k‖^2 + Tr(V_0) ≤ P_{max}, where P_{max} denotes the budget of maximum transmit power.

Concerning the part of communication, the received radar signal is regarded as interference since it is unknown and meaningless to the users. Denote the channel from the BS to the k-th user by h_k ∈ C^{N×1} . Then, the SINR at user k is expressed as

γ_k =

|h^H_k v_k |^2 ∑_K i=1,i≠k |h H k v_i|^2 + h^H_k V_0h_k + σ^2_k

, (2)

where σ^2_k is the noise power at user k.

Concerning the radar sensing, the beamforming is expected to form a strong beampattern pointing to potential target directions of interest, thus yielding a larger radar receive signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and better sensing performance [17], [18]. Mathematically, the beampattern gain at a specific angular direction, θ, is calculated as p(θ)=E{|a^H (θ)x|^2}=a^H (θ) (_K ∑ k=1 v_kv^H_k + V_0 ) a(θ), (3) where a(θ) ≜^1_N [1, e^{j2π dλ sin(θ)}, · · · , e^{j2π dλ (N−1) sin(θ)}]^T is the array steering vector of direction θ, d is the spacing between two adjacent antennas, and λ represents the carrier wavelength.

Denote the system communication throughput by R ≜ ∑_K k=1 log_2(1 + γ_k) and evaluate the total power consumption of the entire system as

P_{total} = 1 ρ K∑ k=1 ‖v_k‖^2 + 1 ρ Tr(V_0) + P_c + ξR, (4)

where ρ ∈ (0, 1] stands for the amplifier efficiency of the BS, P_c is the summation of static circuit powers consumed by the BS and the users, and ξR represents the dynamic power with ξ > 0 denoting the dynamic power consumption per unit data rate [11]. Thus, the system EE is expressed as

η_{EE} = R 1 ρ ∑_K k=1 ‖v_k‖^2 +^1_ρ Tr(V_0) + P_c + ξR

. (5)

1The proposed algorithm is also applicable to the case where the BS is configured with uniform rectangular array or uniform circular array.

In this paper, we aim to jointly design the communication and radar beamforming, i.e., {v_k}^K_{k=1} and V_0, at the BS to maximize η_{EE}. We consider that each user has an individual requirement of SINR, and the sensing performance is guaranteed by constraining minimal beampattern gains for M directions. By dividing the numerator and the denominator of η_{EE} by R, it can be verified that the maximization of η_{EE} is equivalent to the maximization of η^′_{EE} =^R 1 ρ ∑_K k=1 ‖v_k ‖^2+^1_ρ Tr(V_0 )+P_c . Accordingly, we formulate the EE maximization problem as

maximize

{v_k }^K_{k=1},V_0⪰0

η^′_{EE} = R 1 ρ ∑_K k=1 ‖v_k‖^2 +^1_ρ Tr(V_0) + P_c subject to γ_k ≥ τ_k, k = 1, · · · , K K∑ k=1 ‖v_k‖^2 + Tr(V_0) ≤ P_{max},

a^H (θ_m) (_K ∑ k=1 v_kv^H_k + V_0 ) a(θ_m) ≥ Γ_m, m = 1, · · · , M (6)

where τ_k denotes the SINR requirement of user k, θ_m stands for the m-th target direction for radar sensing, and Γ_m is the corresponding lowest beampattern gain for successful sensing. One can achieve the trade-off between the communication and the radar performances by adjusting the threshold Γ_m.

The above complicated EE maximization problem is a fractional program, which is challenging to be handled. In general, this kind of problem can be addressed based on the classical Dinkelbach’s algorithm [19] like in [13] and [15]. As an alternative, in the following, we develop an SCA-based method to handle problem (6).

III. PROPOSED ALGORITHM TO PROBLEM (6) In this section, we first derive an equivalent reformulation to problem (6), and then apply the techniques of SCA and SDR to solve the reformulated problem. It is also proven that the relaxation of the SDR is rigorously tight.

A. Problem Reformulation

To reformulate (6) into a tractable form, we first introduce three auxiliary variables, i.e., V_k ≜ v_kv^H_k for k = 1, · · · , K, t, and u. The following proposition presents the equivalence between the reformulation and the original problem in (6).

Proposition 1: The problem in (6) is equivalently recast as

maximize {V_k ⪰0}^K_{k=0},t,u t (7)

subject to u ≥ 1 ρ K∑ k=1 Tr(V_k) + 1 ρ Tr(V_0) + P_c, (7a)

tu ≤ K∑ k=1 log_2(1 + γ^′_k), (7b)

h^H_k V_kh_k ≥ τ_k K∑ i=0,i≠k h^H_k V_ih_k + σ^2_k , k = 1, · · · , K (7c) K∑ k=1 Tr(V_k) + Tr(V_0) ≤ P_{max}, (7d)

a^H (θ_m) (_K ∑ k=1 V_k + V_0 ) a(θ_m) ≥ Γ_m, m = 1, · · · , M (7e) t ≥ 0, u ≥ 0, (7f) rank(V_k ) = 1, k = 1, · · · , K (7g)

where γ^′_k =^{hHk Vk hk} ∑_K i=0,i≠k h H k V_ih_k +σ^2_k is an equivalent expression of γk in (2) by substituting the definition of Vk.

Proof 1: See Appendix A.

The major advantage of reformulation (7) is that the original fractional objective function in (6) is safely removed and most constraints in (7) are of convex forms. In the following, we develop the efficient method to address problem (7).

B. Proposed Algorithm for Problem (7)

The nonconvexity of problem (7) lies in the constraint (7b) and the rank-one constraints (7g). To address these issues, we adopt the idea of SDR to relax (7g) and apply the SCA method to deal with (7b). We manipulate with the left-hand part and right-hand part of (7b), separately.

Focusing on the left-hand part, we handle the nonconvex f(t, u) ≜ tu by invoking the SCA method of [20], which allows us to replace f(t, u) with its convex upper bound and then iteratively solve the sequence of resulting problems via judiciously updating the variables until convergence. To do this, define the following function F (t, u, λ) ≜ λ 2 t^2 + 1 2λ u^2, (8)

which is convex to (t, u) and overestimates f(t, u) for every fixed λ > 0 since F (t, u, λ) − f(t, u) =^1_2 ( √ λt − 1√ λ u)^2 ≥ 0. In particular, for λ =^u_t , it holds that f(t, u) = F (t, u, λ), ∇f(t, u) = ∇F (t, u, λ). (9) Thereby, we replace f(t, u) by F ( t, u, λ^{(l−1)} ) and update λ^{(l)} =^{u(l)}_{t(l)} in each iteration with ( u^{(l)}, t^{(l)} ) being the obtained solution to (u, t) in the l-th iteration.

Algorithm 1 SCA-Based Algorithm for Problem (7) 1: Initialization: Set initial point {V^{(0)}_k }^K_{k=0}, λ^{(0)}, iteration index l = 0, and convergence accuracy ϵ. 2: repeat 3: Set l = l + 1.

4: Solve problem (12) with {V^{(l−1)}_k }^K_{k=0} and λ^{(l−1)}. 5: Update {V^{(l)}_k }^K_{k=0} and λ^{(l)} =^{u(l)}_{t(l)} . 6: until convergence.

Concerning the right-hand part of (7b), log_2(1 + γ^′_k) equals

log_2 (_K ∑ i=0 h^H_k V_ih_k + σ^2_k ) − log_2 K∑ i=0,i≠k h^H_k V_ih_k + σ^2_k , (10)

where the function log(·) is concave with respect to {V_k}^K_{k=0} while the minus of the second term makes this constraint nonconvex. We handle this nonconvexity using the SCA technique. Specifically, by exploiting the concavity of log_2 (∑_K i=0,i≠k h H k V_ih_k + σ^2_k ) , we relax it by applying the first-order Taylor expansion. This gives a concave lower bound of log_2(1 + γ^′_k) in the l-th iteration as follows

log_2(1 + γ^′_k) ≥ log_2 (_K ∑ i=0 h^H_k V_ih_k + σ^2_k ) − a^{(l−1)}_k + log^2 e 2^{a(l−1)}k K∑ i=0,i≠k h^H_k ( V_i − V^{(l−1)}_i ) h_k ≜ R_k, (11)

where {V^{(l−1)}_i }^K_{i=0} denotes the optimal solution obtained in the (l − 1)-th iteration, and a^{(l−1)}_k = log_2 (∑_K i=0,i≠k h H k V^{(l−1)}_i h_k + σ^2_k ) . Now, applying the bounds in (8) and (11), we acquire a sequence of surrogate problems to locally approximate problem (7). In the l-th iteration, the surrogate convex optimization problem is formulated as

maximize {V_k ⪰0}^K_{k=0},t,u t

subject to F ( t, u, λ^{(l−1)} ) ≤ K∑ k=1 R_k, (7a), (7c) ∼ (7f), (12)

whose globally optimal solution can be found via, e.g., the interior point method [21]. The entire procedure of the developed SCA-based algorithm for solving (7) is summarized in Algorithm 1. As shown in (9), the nonconvex original function, f(t, u), and its convex approximation, F (t, u, λ), have the identical value and gradient when λ =^u_t . So do log_2(1 + γ^′_k) and its approximation, R_k, in (11) when {V^{(l−1)}_i }^k_{i=0} = {V_i}^k_{i=0}. Thus, according to [20], the iterative procedure can converge to a Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) point of problem (7) (omitting the rank-one constraints (7g)). Moreover, the main computational burden in Algorithm 1 stems from solving problem (12), whose complexity is O(N^{6.5}K^{3.5} + N^4K^2M^{1.5}) [22].

Note that the remaining issue is that the rank-one constraints in problem (7) are relaxed via the SDR and the resulting problem in (12) may not return a rank-one solution. In general, an additional procedure like the Gaussian

TABLE I SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Notation Parameter Value N Number of antennas at the BS 16 K Number of users 2 M Number of sensing directions 4 P_{max} Maximum transmit power at the BS 30 dBm P_c Circuit power of the system 25 dBm σ^2 Noise power at the users -80 dBm - Path loss from the BS to each user -99 dB τ Required minimum SINR at the users 5 dB Γ Required radar beampattern gain 20 dBm ρ Amplifier efficiency at the BS 0.35 ξ Dynamic power consumption coefficient -26 dBm/bps [11] ϵ Algorithm convergence accuracy 0.001

randomization [23] is used to find a rank-one solution, which usually leads to high computational complexity and the optimality is not guaranteed. Fortunately, we show in the following theorem that there always exists a rank-one optimum for problem (12).

Theorem 1: There always exists a global optimum to (12), denoted by { ^V_k}^K_{k=0}, satisfying the rank-one constraints:

rank( ^V_k ) = 1, k = 1, · · · , K. (13) Proof 2: See Appendix B.

Based on the above theorem, we could construct { ^V_k}^K_{k=0} according to (14) when Algorithm 1 converges, and then calculate the optimal beamforming vectors {v^∗_k}^K_{k=1} by performing Cholesky decomposition to the rank-one { ^V_k}^K_{k=1}.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS The performance of the proposed algorithm is verified via numerical simulations. Assume that the ULA at the BS owns half-wavelength spacing between adjacent antennas, i.e., d = λ/2, and M = 4 sensing directions are −54^∘, −18^∘, 18^∘, and 54^∘. The channels from the BS to the users follow the line-of-sight (LoS) model, where the angle of departure (AoD) from the BS to user k is denoted by ϕ_k . We set K = 2, ϕ_1 = −30^∘, and ϕ_2 = 30^∘. The noise power and the SINR thresholds for different users are set to σ^2 = σ^2_k and τ = τ_k, k = 1, · · · , K, and the beampattern gains at all target directions are set to Γ = Γ_m, m = 1, · · · , M. Specific values of the simulation parameters are listed in Table I.

Fig. 1 shows the beampattern gains achieved by the proposed design. It is clearly seen that the optimized ISAC design allocates the beampattern towards desired directions of the communication users and the sensing targets and the gains towards target directions are all larger than the threshold Γ, which indicates the effectiveness of our proposed algorithm.

Fig. 1. Beampattern gain achieved by the proposed algorithm.

(a) Detection probability (b) EE performance

Fig. 2. Detection probability and EE performance versus required radar beampattern gain.

Fig. 2 depicts the detection probability and EE performance of the proposed design. We consider two benchmark schemes for comparison. The first one is a communication only scheme, which is obtained by solving problem (7) without the sensing constraints in (7e). The second one is a sensing dominated design, which is obtained by maximizing the transmit beampattern gain towards sensing directions [17], while guaranteeing the minimal SINR requirements of communication users. We calculate the detection probability for point-like target detection according to [8] and [24], where the power of the target and the noise variance are set to 25 dBW and 0 dBW, respectively, and the false alarm probability is set to 10^{−5}. From Fig. 2 (a), it can be found that the sensing performance in terms of detection probability can be guaranteed by setting a relatively large Γ. From Fig. 2 (b), it can be found that, as Γ increases, the achieved EE of the proposed design decreases. This is because, with the growth of Γ, more transmit power should be used for guaranteeing the sensing performance and meanwhile the communication rate is compromised.

V. CONCLUSION We investigated the EE maximization problem of an ISAC system, where the BS takes radar sensing into account while keeping communication with users. The complicated fractional program was transformed into a tractable form and further iteratively addressed by adopting the techniques of SCA and SDR. We also proved that the introduced relaxation is tight. The effectiveness of our proposed algorithm was verified through the simulation results.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1 In order to guarantee the equivalence between problem (7) and problem (6), the key is to verify that the constraints (7a) and (7b) in problem (7) must keep active at the optimality. We complete the proof by contradiction.

Specifically, assume that an optimal solution to problem (7) is obtained as ({V^′_k}^K_{k=0}, t^′, u^′), while at least one of (7a) and (7b) are inactive at this optimality. In such cases, we can always decrease the value of u^′ and subsequently increase t^′ or directly increase t^′, thus yielding a larger objective. These contradict with the fact that t^′ is maximized at this solution. Therefore, we conclude that (6) and (7) are equivalent.

APPENDIX B PROOF OF THEOREM 1 Let { ~V_k}^K_{k=0} be an arbitrary optimal solution to problem (12). Then, we can construct a new solution, { ^V_k}^K_{k=0}, based on { ~V_k}^K_{k=0} as ^V_k =^v_k ^v^H_k , k = 1, · · · , K

^V_0 =^K ∑ k=1 ~V_k + ~V_0 −^K ∑ k=1 ^V_k , (14)

where ^v_k = (h^H_k ~V_kh_k)^{−1/2} ~V_kh_k, k = 1, · · · , K.

It is straightforwardly seen that ^V_k, k = 1, · · · , K is rank-one and positive semidefinite. In the following, we prove that { ^V_k}^K_{k=0} is also feasible and optimal to problem (12).

First, we verify that ^V_0 ⪰ 0. Specifically, for an arbitrary f ∈ C^{N×1} , we have

f^H ( ~V_k − ^V_k)f = f^H ~V_kf − (h^H_k ~V_kh_k)^{−1}|f^H ~V_kh_k|^{2 (a)}≥ f^H ~V_kf − (h^H_k ~V_kh_k)^{−1}|f^H ~v_k |^2|~v_kh_k|^2 = 0, (15)

where step (a) follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Thus, it holds that ~V_k − ^V_k ⪰ 0 and ∑_K k=1 ~V_k − ∑_K k=1 ^V_k ⪰ 0. Since ~V_0 ⪰ 0, it then follows from (14) that ^V_0 ⪰ 0. Next, based on (14), we have the following equality K∑ k=1 ~V_k + ~V_0 =^K ∑ k=1 ^V_k + ^V_0, (16) which implies that the constraints (7a), (7d), and (7e) hold. Moreover, it can be easily shown that

h^H_k ^V_kh_k = h^H_k ^v_k ^v^H_k h_k = h^H_k ~V_kh_k. (17)

Then, based on (16) and (17), the SINR constraint in (7c) also holds for { ^V_k}^K_{k=0} since it can be rewritten as 1+τ_k τ_k h H k ~V_kh_k ≥ ∑^K_{i=0} hH_k ~V_ih_k + σ2_k.

The last step is to verify that the objective value achieved by { ^V_k}^K_{k=0} is identical to that by { ~V_k}^K_{k=0}. Equivalently, this is to prove that the value of R_k in the first constraint in (12) remains unchanged. To this end, we reexpress the terms related to { ~V_k}^K_{k=0} in R_k from (11) as

log_2 (_K ∑ i=0 h^H_k ~V_ih_k + σ^2_k ) − log_2 e 2^{a(l−1)}k (_K ∑ i=0 h^H_k ~V_ih_k − h^H_k ~V_kh_k ) . (18)

Due to the equalities in (16) and (17), the expression in (18) remains the same when substituting { ^V_k}^K_{k=0} to it.

Thus far, it is verified that the constructed { ^V_k}^K_{k=0} in (14) is a feasible solution and also a global optimum to problem (12), which completes the proof.

REFERENCES

[1] J. A. Zhang et al., “An overview of signal processing techniques for joint communication and radar sensing,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 15, no. 6, pp. 1295–1315, Nov. 2021.

[2] F. Liu et al., “MU-MIMO communications with MIMO radar: From co-existence to joint transmission,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 2755–2770, Apr. 2018.

[3] R. Liu, M. Li, Q. Liu, and A. L. Swindlehurst, “Dual-functional radar-communication waveform design: A symbol-level precoding approach,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 15, no. 6, pp. 1316–1331, Nov. 2021.

[4] H. Hua, J. Xu, and T. X. Han, “Optimal transmit beamforming for integrated sensing and communication,” 2021. Available:

https://arxiv.org/pdf/2104.11871.pdf [5] X. Liu, T. Huang, N. Shlezinger, Y. Liu, J. Zhou, and Y. C. Eldar, “Joint transmit beamforming for multiuser MIMO communications and MIMO radar,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 68, pp. 3929–3944, Jun. 2020.

[6] S. D. Liyanaarachchi, C. B. Barneto, T. Riihonen, M. Heino, and M. Valkama, “Joint multi-user communication and MIMO radar through full-duplex hybrid beamforming,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Online Sympo. Joint Commun. & Sens., Dresden, Germany, Mar. 2021, pp. 1–5.

[7] Z. Lyu, G. Zhu, and J. Xu, “Joint maneuver and beamforming design for UAV-enabled integrated sensing and communication,” 2021.

Available: https://arxiv.org/pdf/2110.02857.pdf [8] C. G. Tsinos, A. Arora, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Joint transmit waveform and receive filter design for dual-function radarcommunication systems,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 15, no. 6, pp. 1378–1392, Nov. 2021.

[9] W. Xu, Y. Cui, H. Zhang, G. Li, and X. You, “Robust beamforming with partial channel state information for energy efficient networks,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 33, no. 12, pp. 2920–2935, Dec. 2015.

[10] H. Shen, Z. He, W. Xu, S. Gong, and C. Zhao, “Is full-duplex relaying more energy efficient than half-duplex relaying?” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 841–844, Jun. 2019.

[11] C. Xiong, G. Y. Li, S. Zhang, Y. Chen, and S. Xu, “Energy- and spectral-efficiency tradeoff in downlink OFDMA networks,” IEEE Trans.

Wireless Commun., vol. 10, no. 11, pp. 3874–3886, Nov. 2011.

[12] A. Kaushik et al., “Joint bit allocation and hybrid beamforming optimization for energy efficient millimeter wave MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Green Commun. Netw., vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 119–132, Mar. 2021.

[13] A. Kaushik et al., “Dynamic RF chain selection for energy efficient and low complexity hybrid beamforming in millimeter wave MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Green Commun. Netw., vol. 3, no. 4, pp. 886–900, Dec. 2019.

[14] F. Liu and C. Masouros, “Hybrid beamforming with sub-arrayed MIMO radar: Enabling joint sensing and communication at mmWave band,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Acous. Speech Sig. Process., Brighton, UK, May 2019, pp. 7770–7774.

[15] A. Kaushik, C. Masouros, and F. Liu, “Hardware efficient joint radar-communications with hybrid precoding and RF chain optimization,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Commun., Montreal, QC, Canada, Jun. 2021, pp. 1–6.

[16] O. Dizdar, A. Kaushik, B. Clerckx, and C. Masouros, “Energy efficient dual-functional radar-communication: Rate-splitting multiple access, low-resolution DACs, and RF chain selection,” 2022. Available: https://arxiv.org/pdf/2202.09128.pdf [17] P. Stoica, J. Li, and Y. Xie, “On probing signal design for MIMO radar,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 55, no. 8, pp. 4151–4161, Aug. 2007.

[18] G. Cui, H. Li, and M. Rangaswamy, “MIMO radar waveform design with constant modulus and similarity constraints,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 62, no. 2, pp. 343–353, Jan. 2014.

[19] W. Dinkelbach, “On nonlinear fractional programming,” Manage. Sci., vol. 13, no. 7, pp. 492–498, Mar. 1967. [20] A. Beck, A. Ben-Tal, and L. Tetruashvili, “A sequential parametric convex approximation method with applications to nonconvex truss topology design problems,” J. Global Optim., vol. 47, no. 1, pp. 29–51, May 2010.

[21] S. Boyd and L. Vandenberghe, Convex Optimization. New York, NY, USA: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2004. [22] K.-Y. Wang, A. M.-C. So, T.-H. Chang, W.-K. Ma, and C.-Y. Chi, “Outage constrained robust transmit optimization for multiuser MISO downlinks: Tractable approximations by conic optimization,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 62, no. 21, pp. 5690–5705, Nov. 2014.

[23] Z. Luo, W. Ma, A. So, Y. Ye, and S. Zhang, “Semidefinite relaxation of quadratic optimization problems,” IEEE Signal Process. Mag., vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 2150–2162, Apr. 2014.

[24] A. De Maio et al., “Code design to optimize radar detection performance under accuracy and similarity constraints,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 56, no. 11, pp. 5618–5629, Nov. 2008.