arXiv:2408.09844v1 [eess.SP] 19 Aug 2024

Joint Beamforming and Power Control for D2D-Assisted Integrated Sensing and Communication Networks

Zhenyu Xue, Yuang Chen, Hancheng Lu, Baolin Chong, Wanqing Long University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, 230027, China zyxue0919@mail.ustc.edu.cn, yuangchen21@mail.ustc.edu.cn, hclu@ustc.edu.cn, chongbaolin@mail.ustc.edu.cn, madoren@mail.ustc.edu.cn

Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) is an emerging technology in next-generation communication networks. However, the communication performance of the ISAC system may be severely affected by interference from the radar system if the sensing task has demanding performance requirements. In this paper, we exploit device-to-device (D2D) communication to improve communication capacity of the ISAC system. The ISAC system in a single cell D2D assisted-network is investigated, where the base station (BS) performs target sensing and communication with multiple cellular user equipments (CUEs) as well as D2D user equipments (DUEs) simultaneously communicating with other DUEs by multiplexing the same frequency resource. To achieve the optimal communication performance in such D2D-assisted ISAC system, a joint beamforming and power control problem is formulated with the goal to maximize the sum rate while guaranteeing the performance requirements of radar sensing. Due to the non-convexity of the problem, we transform the origin problem into a relaxation form, then, a joint beamforming and D2D power control algorithm is proposed to obtain the solution efficiently. Particularly, a zeroforcing (ZF) beamforming scheme to eliminate the interference from the BS on DUEs is also proposed. Extensive numerical simulations demonstrated that with the assistance of the D2D communications, our proposed algorithm significantly outperforms the baseline schemes in terms of the system sum rate.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication, deviceto device communication, beamforming, power optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the emergence of an increasing number of applications, various scenarios including smart factory, remote sensing, and vehicle-to-everything not only demand highspeed and low-latency communication services but also require high-precision sensing tasks. However, these complex tasks not only consume more bandwidth leading to spectrum congestion, but also necessitate a more sophisticated hardware platform for implementation. Therefore, as one of the most impacting technologies, integrated sensing and communication (ISAC), has sparked widespread interest in both academia and industry. By sharing the same wireless frequency resource and hardware platform, it can simultaneously achieve both high-speed communication services and high-precision sensing tasks and thus realize system performance gains [1]-[2].

In the ISAC system, the base station (BS) plays a critical role in simultaneously providing radar sensing and communication service, and there has been extensive research on the optimization strategy from the BS perspective in the communication-centric scenario, which aims to achieve better communication performance while satisfying the demand of sensing tasks. The authors in [3] considered the communication-centric scenario where the downlink users are equipped with multiple antennas thereby the system capacity obtains higher channel gain. To improve the spectral efficiency, the ISAC system was [4] investigated in full-duplex work mode, where the BS executes the sensing task and communicates with multiple downlink users and uplink users. The authors in [5] aimed at achieving energy efficient communication performance while guaranteeing target estimation performance. To realize efficient downlink communication, the authors in [6] proposed to maximize the achievable rate with I/Q-imbalance while satisfying the radar demand constraint.

Most aforementioned work focused on the optimizing resource allocation at the BS side to achieve superior communication performance while satisfying the sensing demand. However, due to the constrained hardware and frequency resource at the BS and the inherent trade-off between sensing and communication performance, the increasingly stringent sensing tasks exacerbates the challenge of obtaining higher communication performance. In this paper, we leverage the device-to-device (D2D) communication into the ISAC system to enhance the system communication capacity. D2D communication is an effective collaborative communication approach which enables direct communication between adjacent devices without involving the BS. By sharing the spectrum of cellular communication, D2D communication can obviously improve the system spectral efficiency and communication performance [7].

To exploit the advantages of D2D communication, we propose an ISAC downlink system in a single cell D2Dassisted network, where the BS simultaneously communicates with the cellular user equipments (CUEs) and tracks the target, meanwhile, the D2D user equipments (DUEs) transfer

Fig. 1: System simultaneously detects the target and downlink communicates while DUEs communicate with other DUEs.

the signal to the other corresponding DUEs. A sum rate maximization problem for the CUEs and the DUEs is formulated while satisfying the radar performance threshold and the power consumption constraint. After relaxing the problem into the convex form, we propose a joint beamforming and D2D power control algorithm to achieve the solution efficiently. A zero-forcing (ZF) beamforming algorithm is also proposed to mitigate the interference from the BS on DUEs. Extensive numerical results demonstrate that our proposed algorithm can converge quickly and achieves significant communication performance gains while satisfying the sensing task requirements, compared to the baseline schemes.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The system model is presented in Section II. The algorithm under the proposed scheme and the ZF beamforming scheme is described in Section III. Simulation results are shown in Section IV. Conclusion is drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider a single cellular network with a BS equipped with N_t transfer antennas and N_r receive antennas, K single antenna CUEs and D D2D pairs where each D2D pair contains one single antenna D2D transmitter and one single antenna D2D receiver. As the Fig. 1 depicted, for the downlink transmission of the system, the integrated signal from the BS is simultaneously sent for target sensing and multiple downlink CUEs. Following [4], [8], we model the BS downlink signal as x = K∑ k=1 w_ks_k + s_0, (1)

where w_k ∈ C^{Nt×1} stands for the beamforming vector associated with the k^{th} CUE, k ∈ {1, ..., K}, and s_k ∈ C is the data symbol of the k^{th} CUE with unit power, i.e., E{|s_k|^2} = 1. Besides, s_0 is a dedicated radar signal with covariance matrix W_0 = E{s_0s^H_0 }. Moreover, we consider a total transmit power constraint for the BS as ∑_K k=1 ‖w_k‖^2 + tr(W_0) ≤ P^{BS}_{max}. And the data symbols of different CUEs and radar signal are assumed to be independent. Except for the BS downlink signal, we also formulate the d^{th} D2D transmitter downlink signal, d ∈ {1, ..., D}, as [9], [10]. x_d = √ p_ds_d, (2)

where s_d ∈ C is the data symbol of the d^{th} D2D transmitter with unit power, i.e., E{|s_d|^2} = 1. And all DUEs symbols are indenpent. The received signal at the k^{th} CUE and the d^{th} D2D receiver are given by

y^{CUE}_k = h^H_k x + D∑ d=1 √ p_dg_{d,k}s_d + n_k

= h^H_k w_ks_k

Desired signal

+ h^H_k K∑ k^′ =1 k^′ ≠k w_k′ s_k′

Interference signal for other CUEs

+ h^H_k s_0

Sensing signal

+ D∑ d=1 √ p_dg_{d,k}s_d Interference signal from D2D transmitters

+ n_k, (3)

and

y^{D2D}_d = √ p_dρ_{d,d}s_d Desired signal + D∑ d^′=1 d^′≠d √ p_d′ ρ_d′_{,d}s_d′

Interference signal from other D2D transmitters

+ f^H_d K∑ k=1 w_ks_k

Interference signal from the BS

+ f^H_d s_0

Sensing signal

+ z_d, (4)

Without loss of generality, we assume that the channel gain between any two nodes in the cellular is modeled as a Rayleigh fading channel with the path loss, the channel gain element between node i and node j can be written as [11] h_{i,j} = c^{−q}_{i,j} h_0, (5) where c_{i,j} is the distance between two node, q is the path loss exponent and h_0 represents the small-scale fading which follows complex Gaussian random variable CN (0, 1). In (3), h_k ∈ C^{Nt×1} is the channel gain vector from the BS to the k^{th} CUE, and g_{d,k} ∈ C is the channel gain from the d^{th} D2D transmitter to the k^{th} CUE. In (4), ρ_{d,d} ∈ C is the channel gain from the d^{th} D2D transmitter to the d^{th} D2D receiver, and f_d ∈ C^{Nt×1} is the channel gain from the BS to the d^{th} D2D receiver, n_k and z_d are additive white Gaussian noise CN (0, N_c). Thus, we could derived the SINR as (6), (7) γ^{CUE}_k = |h^H_k w_k|^2 ∑_{Kk′ =1} k^′ ≠k |h^H_k w_k′ |^2 + h^H_k W_0h_k + ∑_D d=1 p_d|g_{d,k}|^2 + N_c , (6) and γ^{D2D}_d = p_d|ρ_{d,d}|^2 ∑_{Dd′=1} d^′≠d p_d′ |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 + ∑_K k=1 |f^H_d w_k|^2 + f^H_d W_0f_d + N_c . (7) For the sensing procedure, the BS receives the radar reflection signals[12], we model the echo signals as

y^{rad} = α_0a_r(θ_0)a^T_t (θ_0)x + c + z_s = α_0A(θ_0)x + c + z_s, (8)

where α_0 denotes the path loss and radar cross section, a_r(θ_0) ∈ C^{Nr ×1} and a_t(θ_0) ∈ C^{Nt×1} represent the steering vector of receive antennas and transfer antennas, which are given as (9) and (10). Besides, c ∈ C^{Nr ×1} represents the undesired reflection signal from the I clutters, which can be modeled as c = ∑_I i=1 α_ia_r(θ_i)a^T_t (θ_i)x, z_s ∈ C^{Nr×1} represents additive white Gaussian noise with covariance N_sI_{Nr} . a_t(θ_i) = [1, ..., e^{−jπ(Nt−1)sinθi} ]^T , (9) a_r(θ_i) = [1, ..., e^{−jπ(Nr −1)sinθi} ]^T . (10) Therefore, we apply a receive beamforming vector t ∈ C^{Nr ×1} to get the desired reflection radar signal and suppress the impact of the communication signal and clutter reflection signal and environment noise. Then, we could formulate the radar signal-clutter-noise ratio (SCNR) as (11) γ^{rad} = E{|t^H α_0A(θ_0)x|^2} E{|t^H c|^2} + E{|t^H z_s|^2} = |α_0|^2t^H A(θ_0)WA^H (θ_0)t t^H (DWD^H + N_sI_{Nr} )t

, (11)

where D = ∑_I i=1 α_iA(θ_i), and

W = E{xx^H } = K∑ k=1 w_kw^H_k + W_0, (12)

denotes the covariance matrix of the downlink ISAC signals. With the discussion above, we aim at maximizing the SCNR, and we note that the maximization problem of the radar SCNR can be seen as the classical minimum variance distortionless response (MVDR) problem [13]. Thus, the optimal t can be calculated as t^∗ = argmax t^H A(θ_0)WA(θ_0)^H t t^H (DWD^H + N_sI_{Nr} )t = (DWD^H + N_sI_{Nr} )^{−1}A(θ_0)x. (13)

Thus, we take the optimal t^∗ into (11) and the formula will be reformed as

γ^{rad} = E{|α_0|^2x^H A^H (θ_0)(DWD^H + N_sI_{Nr} )^{−1}A(θ_0)x} = tr{|α_0|^2A^H (θ_0)(DWD^H + N_sI_{Nr} )^{−1}A(θ_0)× ( K∑ k=1 w_kw^H_k + W_0)}. (14)

Owing to the complexity of the SCNR of radar, we follow the work [3], [13], by ignoring the dependence of W with respect to x. Specifically, in each iteration, we initialize W with the x which is computed in the previous iteration, and x is optimized with the W and W is iteratively updated with the updated x and repeat the computing procedure until convergence. For the communication-centric design, we aim at maximizing the sum of CUEs’ and DUEs’ achievable rates with satisfying radar performance and power consumption constraints, which can be formulated. max w_k ,p_d≥0 K∑ k=1 log_2(1 + γ^{CUE}_k ) + D∑ d=1 log_2(1 + γ^{D2D}_d ), (15a) s.t. γ^{rad} ≥ η^{rad}, (15b) K∑ k=1 ‖w_k‖^2 + tr(W_0) ≤ P^{BS}_{max}, (15c) p_d ≤ P_d, ∀d. (15d) In the following, we will discuss the solution of (15).

III. PROPOSED ALGORITHM

In this section, for the reason that the joint design objective function (15) is non-convex both for beamforming downlink vector and D2D power control coefficients. We adopt the semi-definite relaxation (SDR) and successive convex approximation (SCA) method to reform the origin problem to a convex form for the solution. In addition, we adopt the ZF beamforming scheme to cancel out the interference from the BS to the DUEs to acquire the solution.

Firstly, we formulate the W_k = w_kw^H_k , W_k ⪰ 0, following [4], [14], thus, (15) can be reformed as max W_k ⪰0 p_d≥0 K∑ k=1 log_2(1 + h^H_k W_kh_k ∑_{Kk′ =0} k^′ ≠k h^H_k W_k′ h_k + ∑_D d=1 p_d|g_{d,k}|^2 + N_c )

+ D∑ d=1 log_2(1 + p_d|ρ_{d,d}|^2 ∑_{Dd′=1} d^′≠d p_d′ |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 + ∑_K k=0 f^H_d W_kf_d + N_c ), (16a) s.t. γ^{rad} ≥ η^{rad}, (16b) K∑ k=0 tr(W_k) ≤ P^{BS}_{max}, (16c) p_d ≤ P_d, ∀d. (16d) In (16), we drop the rank constraint rank(W_k) ≤ 1, k ∈ {0, ..., K} to obtain a relaxed form problem following SDR.

Then, the objective function in (16a) can be rewritten as

(16a) = K∑ k=1 log_2(tr(h_kh^H_k K∑ k^′ =0

W_k′ ) + D∑ d=1 |g_{d,k}|^2p_d + N_c)

− K∑ k=1 log_2(tr(h_kh^H_k K∑ k^′ =0 k^′ ≠k W_k′ ) + D∑ d=1 |g_{d,k}|^2p_d + N_c)

+ D∑ d=1 log_2( D∑ d^′ =1 p_d′ |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 + K∑ k=0 tr(f_df^H_d W_k) + N_c)

− D∑ d=1 log_2( D∑ d^′=1 d^′ ≠d p_d′ |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 + K∑ k=0 tr(f_df^H_d W_k) + N_c).

From above, the four logarithm functions are concave with respect to W_k and p_d, and it is difficult to handle directly. To solve the problem, we adopt SCA method to relax the original problem into a concave form. Firstly, we approximate the second term in (16a) as linear form by exploiting the firstorder Taylor expansion, it holds that

log_2(tr(h_kh^H_k K∑ k^′ =0 k^′ ≠k W_k′ ) + D∑ d=1 |g_{d,k}|^2p_d + N_c)

≤ log_2(tr(h_kh^H_k K∑ k^′ =0 k^′ ≠k W^{(i−1)}_k′ ) + D∑ d=1 |g_{d,k}|^2p^{(i−1)}_d + N_c)

+ β^{(i−1)}_k × tr(h_kh^H_k ∑_{Kk′ =0} k^′ ≠k (W_k′ − W^{(i−1)}_k′ )) ln2 + β^{(i−1)}_k × ∑_D d=1 |g_{d,k}|^2(p_d − p^{(i−1)}_d ) ln2 ≜ φ^{CUE}_k , (17) where β^{(i−1)}_k = 1/(tr(h_kh^H_k ∑_{Kk′ =0} k^′ ≠k W^{(i−1)}_k′ ) + ∑_D d=1 |g_{d,k}|^2× p^{(i−1)}_d + N_c), and W^{(i−1)}_k , p^{(i−1)}_d are the solution to W_k, p_d obtained in the (i − 1)-th iteration. For the last term in (16a), we use the same approximation method in (17) with handling the dual problem. Therefore, the last term in (16a) can be relaxed as log_2( D∑ d^′=1 d^′ ≠d p_d′ |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 + K∑ k=0 tr(f_df^H_d W_k) + N_c)

≤ log_2( D∑ d^′=1 d^′ ≠d p^{(i−1)}_d′ |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 + K∑ k=0 tr(f_df^H_d W^{(i−1)}_k ) + N_c)

+ δ^{(i−1)}_d × ∑_D d=1 |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2(p_d − p^{(i−1)}_d ) ln2 + δ^{(i−1)}_d × ∑_K k=0 tr(f_df^H_d (W_k − W^{(i−1)}_k )) ln2

≜ ϕ^{D2D}_d , (18)

in (18), where δ^{(i−1)}_d = 1/(tr(f_df^H_d ∑_K k=0 W^{(i−1)}_k )) + ∑_{Dd′=1} d^′≠d |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 × p^{(i−1)}_d′ + N_c). By introducing the relaxation

term (17), (18), the origin problem can be reformed as (19) and the relaxed problem can be easily solved owing to the concavity. max W_k ,p_d K∑ k=1 log_2(tr(h_kh^H_k K∑ k^′ =0

W_k′ ) + D∑ d=1 |g_{d,k}|^2p_d + N_c)

+ D∑ d=1 log_2( D∑ d^′=1 p_d′ |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 + K∑ k=0 tr(f_df^H_d W_k) + N_c)

− K∑ k=1 φ^{CUE}_k − D∑ d=1 ϕ^{D2D}_d , s.t. (16b), (16c), (16d). (19) In addition to the scheme of beamforming matrix as we stated above, we also give the fixed beamfoming scheme based on the ZF method for performance comparison where the BS will downlink its data in the null space of the channels between the BS and the D2D receivers, which can effectively cancel out the interference from the BS downlink signal to the DUEs. Specifically, the downlink beamforming covariance matrix should be satisfied with

f^H_d W_kf_d = 0, ∀d, ∀k. (20)

By introducing (20), the origin problem (16) can be reformed as (21) and it can be seen that the interference from BS to D2D user is cancelled out so that to obtain the better D2D communication performance. max W_k ⪰0 p_d≥0 K∑ k=1 log_2(1 + h^H_k W_kh_k ∑_{Kk′ =0} k^′ ≠k h^H_k W_k′ h_k + ∑_D d=1 p_d|g_{d,k}|^2 + N_c )

+ D∑ d=1 log_2(1 + p_d|ρ_{d,d}|^2 ∑_{Dd′=1} d^′≠d p_d′ |ρ_d′_{,d}|^2 + N_c ), (21a)

s.t. f^H_d W_kf_d = 0, ∀d, ∀k, (21b) (16b), (16c), (16d). (21c)

It is clear to see (21b) is linear form constraint condition, therefore the problem is similar to (19) and it can be solved by the same algorithm given in (17), (18) to relax the problem into a convex form. We summarize the algorithm in the proposed scheme and the ZF scheme as Algorithm 1 in the following.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide the numerical simulation results based on the algorithm we gived in the proposed scheme and the ZF scheme, and we compare our algorithm performance with different benchmarks under various scenarios.

Algorithm 1 Joint beamforming and D2D power control algorithm

Input: Initialization: { W^{(0)}_k } , { p^{(0)}_d } , iteration index i = 0, and maximum number of iteration = I_{max}.

1: repeat 2: Set i = i + 1;

3: Update (20) (or (22)) with { W^{(i−1)}_k } , { p^{(i−1)}_d } ; 4: Solve (20) (or (22)) and update { W^{(i)}_k } , { p^{(i)}_d } ; 5: until the objective converges or i = I_{max}. Output: {W_k} , {p_d} .

A. Simulation Setup

We assume that the numbers of receive antennas and transfer antennas are N_t = 8, N_r = 8. From the sensing perspective, the target is located at the θ_0 = 0 of the BS, and I = 2 clutters are distributed in the environment which are located at θ_1 = −π/6 and θ_2 = π/6. Besides, we set radar channel power gains of the target and two clutters as |α_0|^2/N_s = 20 dB, and |α_1|^2/N_s = |α_2|^2/N_s = 80 dB, and radar channel noise power N_s = -70 dBm. From the communicating perspective, we assume that K = 3 downlink users and D = 2 D2D pairs within the communication coverage of the BS, the average distance between the BS and UE is 100 m and the average distance inside the D2D pair is 10 m. The path loss exponent is set to 2. The power budget of the BS P^{BS}_{max} is set to 30 dBm and each D2D pair’s power budget is set to 10 dBm, the communicating channel noise power N_c = -70 dBm. And then the maximum number of iterations I_{max} = 8.

For verifying the proposed algorithm performance effectiveness, we consider three baseline schemes for comparison.

1) Sensing-only Scheme: In the sensing-only scheme, we only take maximizing the radar SCNR under transmitting power limits into consideration, while ignoring the constraints of communication.

2) Communication-only Scheme: Similar to the sensingonly scheme, this scheme considers maximizing the sum rate of CUEs and DUEs while neglecting the thresholds of radar performance demanded.

3) Fixed D2D Scheme: The scheme aims at maximizing the sum rate of the system while fixing D2D transmitting power and satisfying the radar performance constraints.

B. Numerical results

Fig. 2 illustrates the convergence performance of system channel capacity including all CUEs and DUEs for our proposed algorithm. The algorithm achieves convergence within a few iterations both in the proposed scheme and the ZF scheme. Moreover, with the comparison of the proposed communication-only scheme and ZF communication-only scheme, the system capacity is lower than the communicationonly scheme for the reason that sensing task occupied part of power allocation in the BS.

Fig. 2: Convergence performance of algorithm of different schemes.

(a) Beampattern of the proposed scheme

(b) Beampattern of the ZF scheme

Fig. 3: The optimized beampatterns with different SCNR constraints

As Fig. 3 plotted, the proposed beampatterns under different SCNR constraints in the proposed scheme and the ZF scheme with the beampattern under the sensing-only scheme are shown. We firstly introduce the definition of the proposed beampattern based on the optimal receive beamformers t^∗ as P (θ) = |t^{∗H} A(θ)x|^2. It can be seen that beampattern in the proposed scheme and the ZF scheme have similar performance, the main beam is located at 0, and the deep nulls are placed at the clutters’ angles as we set. Moreover, with the SCNR constraints is becoming larger, the radar performance becomes better and the shape is more closed to the sensingonly scheme beampattern.

In Fig. 4, we present an analysis of the performance tradeoff between the overall communication performance of the system including all the CUEs, and DUEs versus the system’s radar sensing demand. In the case of the communicationonly scheme, the system sum rate remains constant, as the radar performance threshold is neglected. From the fixed D2D scheme, in which we fixed the power control and the system communication is only affected by the downlink beamforming matrix, and it can be seen that with the increase of the radar SCNR, the system channel capacity decreases, specifically, when the radar SCNR constraint exceeds 34 dB, for each additional one dB increase, the system’s communication performance deteriorates more severely. As a result, when the radar performance requirements become more stringent, the communication performance experiences a more significant decline. For our proposed scheme, with the sensing SCNR constraints become higher, the system achievable rate becomes a little lower, even with the radar constraint being stringent, the system capacity does not severely deteriorate, the reason is that the downlink communication performance is limited due to the radar task, the sum rate of DUEs becomes higher with the downlink communication capacity decreases because the D2D communication and the cellular communication work in the same band, thereby ensuring that the overall system communication capacity remains relatively stable even as the radar performance requirements increase. The ZF scheme exhibits that when the SCNR constraint is identical, the system communication performance is a little worse than the system capacity under the proposed scheme and is higher than the sum rate of the fixed scheme, and the cause is that the proposed scheme joint optimally optimize the downlink beamforming matrix and D2D power control, meanwhile the fixed D2D scheme only optimized the downlink beamforming and the ZF scheme is optimized under the constraint of ensuring the downlink signal transmitting in the null space of the D2D channel. Furthermore, it is evident that the system capacity in the ZF scheme is comparatively smaller than the decrease in communication capacity of the proposed scheme, because the ZF scheme cancels out the interference from the BS to the DUEs, so the D2D communication contributes more channel capacity to the system without downlink interference. From analysis above illuminated that by introducing D2D in the system, the system communication capacity can remain unchanged or be maintained within a relatively small, thus D2D improves the system communication capacity even when the sensing task has a stringent performance demand.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the ISAC system with D2Dassisted networks and proposed the joint beamforming and D2D power control strategies. We formulated the maximization problem of the system sum rate under the radar performance threshold and power consumption constraint. Then we used the relaxation method to convert the non-convex origin problem into the convex form and obtain the solution, besides, we proposed the ZF beamforming scheme to acquire the solution for comparison. Simulation results present that with the same radar performance constraints, our proposed solution improves system communication performance by 22% compared to the fixed D2D scheme, which illustrates demonstrates that even with stricter radar constraints, the D2D-assisted system’s communication performance can remain stable rather than experiencing a sharp decline.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Liu, Z. Huang, M. Li, Y. Wan, W. Li, T. X. Han, C. Liu, R. Du, D. K. P. Tan, J. Lu et al., “A survey on fundamental limits of integrated sensing and communication,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 994–1034, 2022.

Fig. 4: System channel capacity versus SCNR constraints.

[2] F. Liu, Y. Cui, C. Masouros, J. Xu, T. X. Han, Y. C. Eldar, and S. Buzzi, “Integrated sensing and communications: Toward dual-functional wireless networks for 6g and beyond,” IEEE journal on selected areas in communications, vol. 40, no. 6, pp. 1728–1767, 2022.

[3] L. Chen, Z. Wang, Y. Du, Y. Chen, and F. R. Yu, “Generalized transceiver beamforming for dfrc with mimo radar and mu-mimo communication,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 40, no. 6, pp. 1795–1808, 2022.

[4] Z. He, W. Xu, H. Shen, D. W. K. Ng, Y. C. Eldar, and X. You, “Full-duplex communication for isac: Joint beamforming and power optimization,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, 2023.

[5] J. Zou, Y. Cui, Y. Liu, and S. Sun, “Energy efficiency optimization for integrated sensing and communications systems,” in 2022 IEEE Wireless Communications and Networking Conference (WCNC). IEEE, 2022, pp. 216–221.

[6] J. Wang, Y. Chen, and L. Chen, “Transmit beamforming for mimo dual functional radar-communication with iqi,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, 2023.

[7] M. S. M. Gismalla, A. I. Azmi, M. R. B. Salim, M. F. L. Abdullah, F. Iqbal, W. A. Mabrouk, M. B. Othman, A. Y. Ashyap, and A. S. M. Supa’at, “Survey on device to device (d2d) communication for 5gb/6g networks: Concept, applications, challenges, and future directions,” IEEE Access, vol. 10, pp. 30 792–30 821, 2022.

[8] H. Hua, J. Xu, and T. X. Han, “Optimal transmit beamforming for integrated sensing and communication,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, 2023.

[9] B. S. Amin, Y. R. Ramadan, A. S. Ibrahim, and M. H. Ismail, “Power allocation for device-to-device communication underlaying massive mimo multicasting networks,” in 2015 IEEE Wireless Communications and Networking Conference (WCNC). IEEE, 2015, pp. 1219–1224.

[10] J. Mirza, G. Zheng, K.-K. Wong, and S. Saleem, “Joint beamforming and power optimization for d2d underlaying cellular networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 67, no. 9, pp. 8324–8335, 2018.

[11] L. Wei, R. Q. Hu, T. He, and Y. Qian, “Device-to-device (d2d) communications underlaying mu-mimo cellular networks,” in 2013 IEEE Global Communications Conference (GLOBECOM). IEEE, 2013, pp. 4902–4907.

[12] S. Lu, F. Liu, and L. Hanzo, “The degrees-of-freedom in monostatic isac channels: Nlos exploitation vs. reduction,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 72, no. 2, pp. 2643–2648, 2022.

[13] N. Su, F. Liu, Z. Wei, Y.-F. Liu, and C. Masouros, “Secure dualfunctional radar-communication transmission: Exploiting interference for resilience against target eavesdropping,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 21, no. 9, pp. 7238–7252, 2022.

[14] M. Ashraf, B. Tan, D. Moltchanov, J. S. Thompson, and M. Valkama, “Joint optimization of radar and communications performance in 6g cellular systems,” IEEE Transactions on Green Communications and Networking, vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 522–536, 2023.