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Designing Binary Sequence Set with Optimized
Correlation Properties via ADMM Approach
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Abstract—In this paper, we design low correlation binary
sequences favorable in wireless communication and radar appli-
cations. First, we formulate the designing problem as a nonconvex
combination optimization problem with flexible correlation in-
terval; second, by relaxing constraints and introducing auxiliary
variables, the original minimization problem is equivalent to a
consensus continuous optimization problem; third, to achieve its
good approximate solution efficiently, we propose the distributed
executable algorithms based on alternating direction method
of multipliers (ADMM); fourth, we prove that the proposed
ADMM algorithms can converge to some stationary point of the
approximate problem. Moreover, the computational complexity
analysis is considered. Simulation results demonstrate that the
proposed ADMM approaches outperform state-of-the-art ones in
either computational cost or selection of correlation interval of
the designed binary sequences.

Index Terms—Binary sequence, auto/cross-correlation, Box
ADMM, convergence/complexity analysis.

I. INTRODUCTION

ONSTANT modulus sequences with good correlation

play a fundamental role in modern communication sys-
tems [[1]]-[3]]. These sequences are widely used in a variety of
applications, such as power control [4], channel estimation [5]],
[6]], synchronization [7]], signal detection and separation [8],
and mitigation of interference [9], etc. Among these sequences,
binary sequences, such as m-sequences [10], Kasami code
[11], Gold code [12f], Barker code [13|], Bent code [14]],
etc., have been widely studied due to their simplicity of
implementation and high-energy efficiency.

Generally speaking, perfect correlation sequences are de-
sired in communication systems when their autocorrelation
values are zero for all shifts different from zero and corss-
correllation values are zero for every shift. It is known that
these perfect unitary sequences do not exist and this is the
main challenge to construct zero-correlation sequences limited
by bounds [3]. For Baker codes, Storer and Turyn proved
that there are no sequences for odd N > 13 [15] and except
N = 4, no other perfect period binary sequences exist with
N < 548964900 [16]. Therefore, zero correlation zone (ZCZ)
sequence, whose correlation values within a zone are zero, are
proposed in [[17]] and and so do low correlation zone (LCZ)
sequences in [[18]. In fact, the construction of low correlation
binary sequences is a well-known computational problem.

At the early stage, exhaustive search method is the main tool
in the construction of short sequence with ideal correlation
properties. The authors in [[19] used the trace function to con-
struct cascaded Gordon-Mills-Welch (GMW) sequence with
low autocorrelation and three valued cross-correlation. The
authors in [20] presented five new classes of binary sequences

of period 2V — 1 with ideal autocorrelation by extensive
computer search. Based on the framework of exhaustive search
algorithm, authors in [21f] customized the fast method to
construct binary sequences with low autocorrelations. In [22],
the author adopted a hybrid approach combining simulated
annealing approach with a traditional iterative code selection
algorithm to design orthogonal polyphase sequence sets. The
authors in [23]] proposed an iterated variable depth search
algorithm to search binary sequences with integrated sidelobe
level (ISL) and low peak sidelobe level (PSL). Owing to the
exponential size O(2") of the configuration space, above ex-
haustive search methods are limited to design short sequences.

Pseudo-Noise (PN) sequences generated from Feedback
Shift Registers (FSR) can be designed as long sequences. A
kind of these sequences, m-sequences, are easily generated
using linear FSR with length 2 — 1. Many sequences, such
as Gold code, Kasami code, GMW sequence are derived from
m-sequences. But the disadvantage of these sequences is that
they are relatively small in number [24]. Interleaved technique
is another method used to analyse and design sequences with
good correlation [25]. Its key idea is construct long sequences
from short ones [26], [27]. More literature on this area can
be found in [28]]-[30]] and the references therein. This kind of
computational design method is simple to implement, but it
can only be designed for sequences with length of 2 — 1 or
2N which leads to its lack of flexibility.

The limitations motivated the researchers to perform an-
alytical construction method to design sequences. In recent
years, a large number of literatures related to constant modulus
sequences design have emerged (see [31]-[35]] and references
therein). As a special case of that, the study of discrete
sequence also attracts many researchers. The authors in [36]
bridged the gap between the exhaustive search method and
the analytical constructions method, and proposed a construc-
tion method which can be accomplished in polynomial time.
The authors in [37]] formulated the sequence sets design as
a quadratically constrained quadratic program problem and
proposed an algorithm based on semidefinite program (SDP)
relaxation and randomized projection technique to tackle it. An
efficient coordinate-descent framework method was proposed
to design sequences with good ISL/PSL for MIMO radars and
communication systems in [38], [39]. Due to element-wise
optimization, this method has the drawback of low efficiency.
In [40], [41]], the authors formulated the sequence design
with similarity constraint as quadratic optimization problem,
the Serial Iterative Algorithm (SIA) [40] and Alternating
Direction Penalty Method (ADPM) algorithm [41] are pro-
posed successively. The authors in [42]] adopt the effective



alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) to design
discrete phase sequence with desired minimized sidelobes.
Majorization-Minimization (MM) technique is also considered
to tackle the quartic objective function. However, this method
has the disadvantage of relatively high computational com-
plexity.

In this paper, we focus on designing binary sequence
sets with good correlation properties with low complexity
algorithm. The main contributions of this paper are as follows.

1) In order to meet the needs of various scenarios, this paper
establishes the discrete Pareto-optimal model to minimize of
the ISL and PSL on the basis of previous work [38] [39]. In
addition, this paper considers a correlation interval of interest,
which can be a single shift, a segment, or a collection of them.
Compared with the existing works, the model proposed in this
paper is more flexible.

2) For the formulated design problem with discrete con-
straints, this paper transform it to continuous problem based on
relaxation idea. To solve it efficiently, two algorithms Penalty
Box ADMM and /¢,-Box ADMM are proposed. Through
theoretical analysis, it is proved that the proposed methods
converge to the stationary point of the approximate problem.
If the weight of penalty term in Penalty Box ADMM is rea-
sonably chosen, the correlation performance of the generated
sequence is a litter bit better than that of ¢,-Box ADMM.
However, £,-Box ADMM without weight parameter is easier
to implement.

3) Different from the serial execution methods in [38]—
[41], the proposed algorithm can be executed distributedly
leading to high efficiency. Besides, the proposed methods
utilize inherent sparse structure of the optimization problem to
achieve polynomial computational complexity which is lower
than existing works e.g. [38]-[41]. Simulation results involving
convergence and correlation are utilized to show improved
performance in comparison with the state-of-the-art methods.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, we formulate the binary sequence design problem to a
nonconvex consensus optimization problem. In Section III,
Box ADMM framework is customized to solve the nonconvex
problem. To encourage binary solution, Penalty Box ADMM
and /,-Box ADMM algorithms are proposed. The performance
analysis, including convergence and computational complexity
of the proposed ADMM approach, is presented in Section
IV. Finally, Section V demonstrates the effectiveness of the
proposed ADMM algorithms and the conclusions are given in
Section VI.

Notation: bold lowercase and uppercase letters denote col-
umn vectors and matrices and italics denote scalars. R and C
denote the real field and the complex field respectively. Other
notations used through this paper are presented in Table [l

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

Let consider a binary sequence set X = [x1,Xa,- " ,Xa],
and each element in sequences {x;}M, is —1 or 1. The

TABLE I

NOTATIONS
Notation | Description
RN *M the sets of N x M-dimensional real-valued matrix
xT the transpose of vector x
In N x N-dimensional identity matrix
|| the absolute value of x
Ix||2 the Euclidean norm of vector x
1% p the ¢,-norm of vector x, defined as (D |xk|p)%
1X]| 7 the Frobenius norm of matrix X *
[1%]] 0o the infinite norm of vector x
Vi) the gradient of function f(-)
(x,¥) the dot product of x and y
[1(x) the projection of x

aperiodic and periodic correlation functions of sequence x;
and x; at shift n are defined as

E I”Lk‘rjk 7L7 ’LjTL

Z T kg k— Nmod(N) (1)

’L] n

k=n+1 k=n+1
whereijzl M;n:fN+17~~,Nfl. When
i =73, w P and r » Tepresent the aperiodic/periodic auto-

correlation functlon of {x;}M,. Otherwise, they are cross-
correlation functions.

There are some metrics that are used to evaluate the
goodness of the correlation properties of binary sequences.
The most commonly used ones are the ISL [43], PSL [44],
and Peak to Average Power Radio (PAPR) [45[, etc. ISL
gives the relationship among the sequence and its shift version.
It is often used to measure the synchronization performance
between the received signal and all the interference signals
caused by multipath in the wireless communication system.
PSL is a metric derived from the autocorrelation function
which describes the relationship among the maximum of the
side lobes (SL). It means the worst case of interference caused
by SL to main lobe. Therefore binary sequence sets with small
PSL value are desirable.

In this paper, we consider the optimization metric of PSL.
The definitions is given in (2).

M M

M
PSL: max 9 |7 ] E E max g |ril o, (Qa)
leL\O . lell
=1 1=1 j=1
J#i
where r;;; = ;‘}7; and 75, T’El address the aperi-

odic/periodic function respectively. I denotes the shift set
interval of interest. To facilitate the subsequent expression,
we denote it as f(X). By utilizing off-line matrices Sy*”
and cyclic shift matrices ST defined in (3), and denote
x; = Xs;, where i-th element in s; is 1 and the rest elements



are zZeros.
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f(X) can be rewritten as
M
X)= S/ Xs;
76 =3 e { %3051
M M
+Z;_2:11{1€8}LX{|(X51) Sle]|} )
=1 7=
JFi
M M
szax{fm )},
=1 j=1
where
fi50(X) £ |(Xs:) " SiXs; = Nojij4p|- (6)

In (0), 5|Z I+l in @) denotes the Dirac-§ function and
S = Sl and S; = S7 are aperiodic and periodic cases
respectively. To facilitate the subsequent expression, we define
the notation set O = {ij,|,4,5 = 1,--- ,M,l € LL}. Then,
the problem for designing binary sequence set with good PSL
can be formulated as

M
il O e (A0}, )
7,j=1
subject to X e &,

where

X ={X|z;jne{-1,1}, i=1 M, n=1,--- N}

Since the constraint X € X is discrete, problem is a
combination optimization problem with respect to variable £1.
That means the computational complexity of obtaining global
optimal solution to problem grows exponentially with the
size of set X'. Such a high complexity in practical application is
unbearable. The usual way to solve this problem is to relax the
binary constraint to continuous box constraints, i.e., X € Xp,
where

Xp={X|x;€[-1,1], i=1,--- ,M}.
The relaxed operation of binary constraint may lead the
elements in X to be non-binary solution during the iteration

process. To encourage binary solutions, some penalty method,
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Fig. 1. Geometric illustration of the equivalence between £,-Box intersection
and the set of binary points in R?, p = {1,2,5}.

e.g., adding the penalty term in the objective function can be
introduced. However, the non-convexity of the added penalty
term may lead to further issues, namely undesirable local
minima and sensitivity to the initialization. To tackle it, we
relax the binary constraint to £,-Box intersection.

Proposition: (,-Box Intersection [49]: The binary set
{—1,1}¥*M can be equivalently replaced by the intersection
between a sphere Xg and a box Xp, as follows:

Xe{-1, 1}V e XeXs[)Xs. (8)
where
Xs = {X:|X|E=MN}. )

Note that Xg can be seen as a (MN — 1)- dlmensmnal £p-
sphere centered at origin of axes with radius (M N )P and
p € (0,00). To illustrate this proposition, we present a 2-
dimensional example with different p parameters in Fig.
It is obvious from the figure that binary set {—1,1}2 is the
intersection between the sphere X’s and the box A'p.

By relaxing the binary constraint to £,-Box and introducing
auxiliary variables {Z, € RY*M} o problem can be
transformed into the following global consensus problem

M

max{fo o)}a

min E
{X1,X2,Z,}ERN XM & [l

1,7=1
subject to X1 € X5, X5 € Xg,X1=2,,Xo=7Z,,0 € O.

(10)

The introduction of auxiliary variables makes each subproblem
have its local variables. Thus, each subproblem can be solved
in parallel. Define the following matrices

[IN; IN]

The linear constraints can be rewritten as AZ, = X.

X =[X;;Xy), A= (11)

III. SOLVING ALGORITHM

In this section, one algorithm named [,-Box ADMM algo-
rithm is developed to solve problem (I0). In comparison with
the state-of-the-art methods, one major benefit of proposed
algorithm is the parallel execution structure. Another benefit is
that the feasible region of the optimization variable is relaxed
to the intersection of two continuous regions. The former
one benefit can greatly improve the algorithm execution’s



efficiency. The latter one can promote the sequence with better
correlation performance.

A. £,-Box ADMM Algorithm

In ([1), AT = [Iy,Iy] € RY¥*2N s full row rank,
ie, rank(AT) = N < 2N. Main difficulty during the

convergence analysis is the constraint AZ, = X. To tackle
it, define A = [A,olyn] € R2V*3N | 7, = [Z,; Z,), where
[Zo1, Zog] Z are introduced perturbed variable to construct

constraint AZ, = X, i.e.,
AZ,+0Z,=X, (12)

where ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. Then, the associated
perturbed problem is presented as

M
02 s
i o o 7ZTZ )
{)ng?é%NxM ijzl (I{IE%I'JX {f )} 9 Ho )

subject to X; € Xp, Xo€Xg,AZ, = X,0 € 0.

13)

ADMM, a popular technique, is suitable for solving problem
(I0) with multiple separable subproblems. The corresponding
augmented Lagrangian function can be expressed as

L (Xa {Zoa Ao}oG@)

M 0'
_ 717
=) (r}g}LX{fo Z,)} + > ZoZo )

ij=1

(14)

+> ((AO,X —AZ,) + p2—°
00

|X - AZ|7).

where {A, € RV*M 5 > 0},c0 are Lagrangian multipliers
and penalty parameters respectively. Thus, the £,-Box ADMM
framework to solve problem (T0) can be described as

XM= argmin  £(X{Z5,Al}eco).  (I59)
X1€XB,X26€Xs

Z’;H =argmin £ (X’”l, Z,, A’(f) ,0€Q, (15b)

AT = AL+ po(XMH — AZSHY), 0 € O, (15¢)

where & denotes the iteration number. Since function £(-) is
nonconvex related to variable Z,. The challenge of implement-
ing Penalty Box ADMM is how to solve (I5b).

1) Solving Subproblem (15d): Problem (15a) can be equiv-
alent to the following problem

min

min > (AL X - AZE) + 2
XeRNVx ocO

X - AZL}),
(16)

subject to X; € X, Xy € Xg.

In problem (T6)), objective function is quadratic w.r.t. X and
X; € Xp,X3 € Xg. Thus, the optimal solution to (I6) can
be obtained through the following procedures: set the gradient
function to be zero, i.e.,

Vx| > ((AhX-AZE) + % —0. (17)

00

|x-AzZf|;)

Then, we obtain its solution

e S (nAZE- Al

k+1 X1 oc0

R VL e S o
2 oc0 ’

Projecting X’f*l and X’g“ onto Xp and Xg respectively, we

can obtain
k Sk k <k
Xk = H (X1+1) ,Xh+ = H (X2+1) a9
XeXp XeXs
where [] (-) project every entry of the input variable onto
XeXp
[—1,1] and

I = ”)’f”pwzv)w. 20)

XeXs
Problem (T3a)’s solution is X*+1 = [X¥*+1. xk+1],

2) Solving Subproblem (I5b): Since (I5b) is an uncon-
strained problem, the major challenge to solve it is how to
handle max {fo(Z,)}. Define the following vector

€

£,({Zo}) = [+, fij1(Zizp), fijas1(Zijig), -
Then, max {fo(Zy)} is equivalent to ||f;;({Z})]|co. Given
€

that from an analytical point of view, the {,,-norm is not a
well-behaved function, ¢,-norms will be used instead, i.e.,

] € RIEL

1

o)) , 2D

1

a
where ¢ > 2 is a integer. Minimizing (Z fg(zo)> is

max { fo(

lell

Zo)} = lim |16 ({20}, = (Z fa(z

lell

lEL
equivalent to minimizing Y f4(Z,). Assuming the current

leL
iteration index is k, f9(Z,) can be majored at point Z* [46]

471, i.e.,

J4(Z0) €SI @2 + feons (22)

where feons is the constant term. Plugging (21) and (22) into
problem (I5b) and dropping the constant term, we get the
following approximate problem

min £ (X {Z,, Ao}oe@)

(2o} (23)
where
L (X7 {ZO7 AO}OE@)
= Z (wofg(zo) + UQZZZO
oc0 (24)
(A0, X~ AZ,) + 2 |X — AZ,[|})
= 3£, (X 20 A) -
o€
where w, is the normalized weight
q—2
k
w = | L) ) 03)

max {1,(Z5)}



For all o € O, subproblems in (23) are independent
of each other and each subproblem is unconstrained w.r.t.
variable Z,. That means subproblems in can be im-
plemented in parallel. However, solving problem (23) is still
difficult, since f2(Z,) is nonconvex related to Z, (see (6).
To tackle it, we have the following lemma, which indi-
cates that {f2(Z)},eo are continuous, differentiable and have
Lipschitz continuous gradients in the finite domain X, =
{X| x; € [—¢,c], i=1,--- ,M} of the point X € Xp (see
proof in Appendix [A).

Lemma 1: gradients V f,(X) are Lipschitz continuous, i.e.,

IV£2(X) =V (X)|lr <Lo|X-X|p, 0€ 0,  (26)
where X € X, Xex 's and constants
Lo>2(N +1)é%, é = max{c, 1}. (27)

Based on Lemma [I] and Decent Lemma in [48]], we have
L, (XF1Z,, AF)
< wo (XM HwoV f3 (XM, Z, - XFH)

el Xk g (L X - Az, @
Po kil _ a7 |12 4 o515
L0 |x4 R+ 2202,

Define the right-hand side of the above inequality as U, (Z,).
We customize the £,-Box ADMM by minimizing it instead of
(23). Since U,(Z,) is convex quadratic function w.r.t. Z,, the
optimal solution can be obtained by setting Vz U,(Z,) = 0.
Through solving the equation, we get the solution

AS + po(XET! — AZ)

Zk+1 _ 2
: RS (299)
Zlgﬂ:Xk+1+AT(AIOC—Pogzlgﬂ)—wovfg(xkﬂ)7 (29b)
2p0 + woLo
where
Sch AT(XIH—I _ Uzlg-‘rl) . (30)

2

Combining (T5d), and (29), we summarize the cus-
tomized Penalty Box ADMM algorithm in Table

Remarks on proposed ADMM algorithms:
o In model (I0), we relax the problem to continuous variable
problem. Different from traditional methods [38] [39]], the
proposed algorithms optimize variable X as a whole rather
than individual elements of X.
o During the iteration of the proposed algorithms, we introduce
the convex quadratic function L£(-). Even if the optimiza-
tion and projection operation are performed separately, both
() can guarantee the obtained solution is

(locally) optimal.

e Parallel execution architecture of the proposed algorithms
plays an essential role leading to better implementation effi-
ciency than the state-of-the-art methods.

e The proposed algorithms are guaranteed convergent to some
stationary point of the nonconvex optimization problem if
proper parameters are chosen. We have several theorems in

TABLE II
THE CUSTOMIZED PENALTY BOX ADMM ALGORITHM

Initialization: Compute Lipschitz constants {L,,/ €L}
according to (27). Set iteration index k=1, initialize
X! and {A}, 0 € O} randomly, and let {X! = AZ},
o € 0}.

repeat
S.1 Compute X**1 via and ,ie.,

I, (x47)

XeXp

I (x5)

XeXs

S.2 Compute {Z**1 0 € O} via in parallel, i.e.,

gh+1 _ Abp, (XTI —AZF)
0 - (po+1)o ’

Xk+1 —

Zh+1 — Xkl AT(AGpooZy ) w, V5 (XM
o 2potwoLo ’

S.3 Compute {A**1 0 € O} via in parallel, i.e.,
AI;_H: A(]f + pO(Xk+1 _ AZ’;H)
until some preset termination criterion is satisfied.
Let X*+1 be the output.

the following section.

IV. ALGORITHM ANALYSIS

In this section, we show several analyses on the proposed
ADMM algorithm, such as convergence and computational
complexity. The proposed algorithms are convergent to some
stationary point of the approximate problem. To reduce the
algorithm’s computational complexity, we exploit the inherent
sparsity characteristic of the problem.

A. Convergence Issue

Before presenting the convergence conclusion, we first give
a few corresponding lemmas.

Lemma 2: For the proposed algorithm, the augmented
Lagrangian function has the following inequality

L(XFAZE Ay oeo) — £ (XFPE{ZET AR c0)
S DR O b e A e

ocQ "0
2
nE

In each ¢,-Box ADMM iteration, if €,,6,6, > 0,
L (X’“, {ZF, A’g}oe@) decreases sufficiently.

Lemma 3: If p, > 5L, the augmented Lagrangian function
is lower bounded, i.e.,

L (X*{ZE, At} oco) > 0,VE.

The proof of Lemma [2] and [3]is given in Appendix [B]
Lemma [2| and 3| show that augmented Lagrangian function
L(-) decreases sufficiently and has a lower bound, which

€1y

+€O

7k+1 7k
‘Zo - Zo

(32)



indicates it is convergent. We have the following theorem to
characterize the proposed £,-Box ADMM algorithm.
Theorem 1: Yo € O if penalty parameters p, and Lips-
chitz constants L, satisfy some wild conditions, the proposed
ADMM algorithms converge to some stationary point X* of

approximate problem (34), i.e.,
(VF(X"),X = X*) >0, (33)

where

FX) = 3w, f2(X).

0cO

(34)

The detail of the proof and convergence conditions are given
in Appendix [C

B. Implementation Analysis

Observing the proposed ADMM algorithm, the computa-
tional cost is mainly multiplication of solving the gradient
V f2(X). Function f2(X) is defined as

28 T T
b & ISL of Penalty Box ADMM
——ISL of £,-Box ADMM
261 —a—PSL of Penalty Box ADMM | ]|
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Fig. 2. Comparisons of aperiodic convergence performance with N =
2048, M =1,L =[1,N —1].

Therefore, we can conclude that the computational cost of the
proposed ADMM algorithm is O(M2N \]L|)|H

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, several numerical examples are presented to
illustrate the performance of the proposed ADMM algorithm.
The simulation parameters are set as follows: For the proposed
ADMM algorithm, we define primal/dual residuals [50] at the
k-th iteration as

RF =3 XM -z, DY =) ||Z8 - ZE| 5

F2(X) & |s] XS Xs; — Noji—ji > (35)
For gradient V f2(X), we have
0f5(X) 2f5(X) 9/3(X)
Ox1,1 OTm 1 O ar,1
8f3(X) af2(X) 9f2(X)
vf2(x): 8131,2 01'm,2 awM,2 (36)
0r2(X) 012(X) 012(X)
0r1,N OTm, N Orm, N
where
0fe(X)
al’i n
’ 9(sTXTS,Xs;)T ©7
i l ]
=2Tr < T (SfXTSzXSj—N5|m|+|z)> :
For %, when | = 0, we have
n—1 zeros X1 1
0 0
OXTX Tin—1
Oxin | Tid Tin-1 0 ZTinga TiM
Tin41
L Li,M d
(38)
From (38), it can be found that there are 2(M — 1) nonzero
2
elements in aa)iif. It implies that obtaining 81657)(()() needs
2N multiplications at most. Since O = {ij,l|,i,j =

1,---,M,l € L}, there are M?|IL| entries in set O, obtaining
all {Vf2(X),o € O} needs 2M?N|IL| multiplications (|L]
denotes set IL’s size). Observing Table [l we can see that the
computational cost of other terms is far less than V f2(X).

ocO

ocO

Then, the termination criterion in the simulations is set as
R* + D* < 1073, or the maximum iteration number 500 is
reached. In the simulations, we set M = 1,2, L € [6,10],
N =2L (aperiodic case) or 2L —1 (periodic case), and I. =
[0,N/2] or [0, N —1] .

In comparison, two state-of-the-art methods, BiST [39]]
and MM-WeCorr [32], are carried out here. All approaches
are initialized with the random binary sequence. Besides, all
experiments are performed in MATLAB 2019b/Windows 7

'Tt should be noted that the proposed algorithm can be implemented in
parallel, the computational time will not increase proportionally with |L].
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Fig. 3. Comparisons of periodic convergence performance with N =
2048, M =1,L =[1,N —1].

environment on a computer with 2.1GHz Intel 4100x2 CPU
and 64GB RAM.

A. Convergence Performance

Fig. ] and 3] show the convergence characteristics of the
proposed ADMM algorithm. All results are obtained over 50
independent trials. From Fig. 2] we can see that both the
ISL and PSL values of Penalty Box/{,-Box ADMM converge
faster than the Box ADMM. While for the residual values,
the result in Fig. Bconv 2048 pis just the opposite. This is
mostly because during the iteration process, compared with
¢,-Box ADM algorithm, the variable elements of X in the Box
ADMM algorithm more easily tend to be non-binary solutions.
Specifically, the existence of non-binary solutions makes the
residuals in each Box ADMM iteration smaller than other
methods (see Fig. 2). Also it verifies that introducing extra
processing methods (penalty terms or ¢,-Box) to encourage
binary solutions is feasible and effective.

Here, it should be noted that the proposed ADMM algorithm
converge to the stationary point of the approximate problem.
The exact convergence analysis is presented in Theorem [T}
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Fig. 4. Comparison of the averaged aperiodic ISLR/PSLR values for different
algorithms over 50 independent trails.

B. Aperiodic correlation Performance

To evaluate the correlation properties of the binary se-

quences, we use the normalized ISL/PSL in dB
ISL PSL?

N PSLR =101g UNZ
Fig. compare the correlation performance between the
proposed ADMM algorithm and the MM-WeCorr and BiST
approach. The sequences obtained via quantization of MM-
WeCorr, named MM-WeCorr (Binary), is also considered.

From Fig. @] it can be seen that the aperiodic ISLR/PSLR of
the proposed methods is similar to BiST, about 5 ~ 6 dB lower
than that of the initialization version. For MM-WeCorr with
continuous phase, this difference value is more than 10 dB,
which enjoys the best correlation performance for both ISLR
and PSLR. But the ISLR/PSLR of its quantified version (MM-
WeCorr (Binary)) is only 2 dB lower than the initialization
version, even less. Thus it can be seen that direct quantization
of the designed continuous phase sequence has a large loss of
performance, which fully explains the necessity of designing
binary sequence.

Fig. 5] shows the example of correlation comparison with
parameter N = 512,M = 1,L = [1,N — 1]. Among

ISLR = 101g
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Fig. 5. Aperiodic correlation levels with N =512, M = 1,L = [1, N —1].
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Fig. 6. Aperiodic correlation levels with N = 1024, M = 1,L = [1, N/2].

the proposed algorithms, MM-WeCorr (Binary)’s correlation
performance is only better than the initialization which As for
Penalty Box//,-Box ADMM, their performance is similar to
that of the BiST approach.

Fig. [6] presented a set of experiments with shift interval
L =[1,N/2],N = 1024, M = 1. It should be noted that the
shift interval in comparison algorithm BiST cannot be flexibly
selected. Therefore, the experiment of its algorithm is missing.
From the figure, it can be seen that compared with the random
initialization, the correlation level of the proposed algorithm
with I = [1, N/2] is lower about 4 dB, but for MM-WeCorr
(Binary), only 1 dB. The correlation comparison with parame-
ter N = 2048, M = 1,L = {[1,N/4],[N/2,3N/4]} is given
in Fig. [7/] Two shift intervals in I lead MM-WeCorr (Binary)
is difficult to implemented, therefore the results is missing.
The normalized correlation level in IL of proposed algorithm
is lower about 4 ~ 5 dB than that of random initilization. Fig.

—A— Initilization
5t Penalty Box ADMM ||
—<—{,-Box ADMM
-10+ 1

Normalized correlation level (dB)

N

350 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ J

-2000 -1500 -1000 -500 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Time shift
Fig. 7. Aperiodic correlation levels with N = 2048, M = 1,L =

{[1, N/4],[N/2,3N/4]}.

TABLE III
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY

BiST
O(MN?)

MM-WeCorr
oM 2N 2)

proposed ADMM algorithm
O(M?NIL|)

[8 shows the autocorrelation and cross-correlation level with
IL = [0, N/2] of two sequences respectively. From the figures,
we can see that the correlation level of the sequence generated
by the proposed ADMM algorithm is lower on average 2 dB
than that of the initialization sequence. However, the same
results in Fig. [6]is 4 ~ 5 dB with M = 1. The inconsistency
between the results of Fig. [6 and Fig. [§]is probably caused by
the lack of design degrees of freedom with the increase of M.
All the results in Fig. [f]—[]illustrate the flexibility selectable
correlation interval of the model proposed in this paper.

C. Periodic correlation Performance

Fig. [I0] shows the comparison of the averaged periodic
ISLR/PSLR values for different algorithms. Reference [51]]
presented that 2+/N is the PSL of the best known set of
the structured sequences (i.e., Gold, Kasami, m—sequences,
etc.). In this paper, we consider 2v/N as the periodic PSL
comparison benchmark. From the figure, it can be seen that
the periodic ISLR/PSLR of the proposed /¢,-Box ADMM
is similar to BiST, about 7 ~ 8 dB lower than that of
the initialization version and 3 ~ 4 dB lower than 2v/N.
If the weight of penalty term in Penalty Box ADMM is
reasonably chosen, the periodic PSL correlation performance
of the generated sequence is a litter bit lower than that of /-
Box ADMM. Since there is no penalty weight, £,-Box ADMM
is easier to implement.

D. Computational Complexity

The computational complexity in each iteration of the pro-
posed ADMM algorithm and two state-of-the-art algorithms
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= the proposed algorithm can be performed in parallel, which
ﬁ i means that they are more suitable for large-scale applications
L2257 from a practical viewpoint of implementation.
k
30} VI. CONCLUSION
Y In this paper, we formulated the binary sequences with
5 | | | low correlation properties design problem as a nonconvex
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Fig. 9. Comparison of the averaged periodic ISLR/PSLR values for different
algorithms over 50 independent trails.

is listed in Table Since |[L| < N and M < N, we can
conclude that the computational complexity of the proposed
algorithm is cheaper than BiST and MM-WeCorr. Besides,
MM-WeCorr can not be used directly to design binary se-

combination optimization model. Then, an efficient algorithm,
named by Box ADMM, was proposed to solve the formulated
problem. To encourage binary solutions, ADMM algorithm,
£,-Box ADMM algorithm is proposed based on Box ADMM
algorithm. We proved that, if proper parameters are chosen,
the proposed ADMM algorithm converge to some stationary
point of the approximate problem. Moreover, we also provided
the computational complexity of the proposed approaches.
Numerical experiments showed that, compared to the state-of-
the-art methods, the proposed algorithm can choose the opti-
mized correlation interval flexibly and obtain good correlation



performance. Besides, the parallel implementation structure
makes the proposed algorithm be more suitable for large-scale
applications.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

The idea of proving lemma [I] is based on the definition of
Lipschitz continuity.

A. For vfzz (]( )
We have the derivations in (39).

aff0X)  0ffoX)
Hv nO( ) v nO( )H%‘ < max 613,71 - aig,n
HX—X”% Toin ji,n *j:i,n
(39)

Since f7 ((X) is continuous and differentiable (see (@),
according to the Lagrangian mean value theorem, there exists
some point Z; , € (Zin,T;,n) Which satisfies

ffio® _ 0ff0®)
0%,  O%in 0 1210( ) (40)
ii,n - ‘%i,n am/[ n

Plugging into (B9), we get

T2 (R
IVf 0( -V ”’O(X)HF < max{ } (41)

X — X
According to the definition of Lipschitz continuity, we prove
Lemma ] through bounding the right-hand side of @I]). Based
on (37), we have the derivations in (@2).

82 7,220(X) afu 0 6f’L’LO 8 le 0
‘ <2’TI’ <axl’n axim)—’—? 07 2 fzzO .

—2
81‘1.’”
Since Z; € [—¢,c] and &; € [—1,1], we have T, , € (—¢,¢),
where ¢ = max{c,1}. From (B8), we can see that the
. . T . A~ .
maximum modulus of elements in Z%-% is ¢ and so do it

Dty
for M . Then, the first term on the right-hand side of

oz
should satisfy
5 ‘Tr (8{%,0 afii,O) ‘ < 22,

02 fii 0(X)
az«;{n

(42)

(43)

Since X € Xp, the maximum modulus of elements in XTX
is N c1 and @) indicates that af;”’ only has 1 nonzero
elements. Therefore, we can obtain the following inequality
for the second term in (@2)

82 27, A
2 |Tr (an 0fw) < INE2, (44)
Plugging (@3)) and into @2)), we get
0[5 0(X)
i, ~2
0%f7 0 (X

Through combining the boundness of ’ e ’ with @I),
we can conclude that V f;; o(X ) is L1psch1tz contlnuous with
the constant L;; o > 2(N + 1)é?

2

B. For V f2(X)

Through similar above derivations, we have

0% f5(X)

522 <2(N +1)&

(46)

which results in gradients Vf,(X),! € L being Lipschitz
continuous with constant L, > 2(N + 1)é2. |

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 2H3]

A. Proof of Lemma

To facilitate the subsequent derivations, we define the fol-
lowing quantities

Ak=r(XE {25 Al o) - £(XM{ZE AL, )
A’%D:LO (XFHLZE AR) — £, (XFHT ZE AR,
AR = L(XETY ZEAL AR) - £, (XFHL ZEHL AR

Then, the successive difference in Lemma [2] can be rewritten
as

£ 2500 (R (250

=ak+ ) (A’%D +A’j\0).

0€0

47

1) For Ak:
to X, we get

AL > <vxco (Xkﬂ, {Zﬁ,Aﬁ}leL> JXF Xk+1>

According to £,(+)’s strong convexity related

(48)
Po % k|12
> e o
oc0
Since X" = argmin £, (X, {ZF, AF},c0), we have

X,€XB,X26X5
(VxL, (X541, {28, ALY

Plugging it into (@8), we obtain

OE(D)) Xk Xk+1> >0. (49)

N DL S I RE
0€0
2) For A’%O:
A% > L, (Xk+1v Zlg, A];) —U (Xk+1’ Z§+1’ Al‘j)
= ‘co (Xk+17Z§7A§> - U, (Xk+1’Z§’A§> (51)

+ U, (XFHLZE ALY — U, (XFTY ZET AL
= Ay + Ay



Afy

| £SOV K, Xz
L, 2
e 2t

(;) w, [(Vf2 (Zk) vy (X’”l) XM Z10c>

~Lo[XM - ZEL] s
2 o, Xz
T(k+1 _ _f7k+1 2
2—47110[/0 A (X 5 UZO )_Z2€+1
F
— dw, L, ||Z5 — ZE|[%
> -2 AL AL i L 257 25

where (a) and (b) come from Lemma [T} Similar to (&S},
according to U(-)’s strong convexity related to Z, we have

k PotWoLo || ki1 k)2 poaz 5 o k|2
Al z PR 1zl P |2k -2t L )
Plugging (52) and (53) into (5I)), we obtain
AE > Po—TwoL, sz—o—l_ZkH ,00 Zk+1 ZkH
o — 2 F
2“’0 E4+1_ Ak G
# =eke e pg
3) For AR :
AR, = (AT — AL AZET - XML
L k+1 k|2 (55)
LA - At
Solving Vg Us(Z,) = 0, we get
o [wo (V2 (XFH) 4 L (Zh+1-X k1
AﬁJrl:(AT) 1[ ( ol ()Tzzlwr(l )) (56)
o
Plugging it into
!Ak“ Aol
Hy -l
_lIN lIN
w, Vf2(Xk+1) VXL ZE X ZE X)) (57)
- o2 - 2
0-2(Zo;_ - Zlg2) P
<wpLj (8XF — X% + 20|28 — Zg|3)
+o?| 25T - 2|

For || X+ — X¥||2,, we have

XX 2=

‘AT(XMLGZIO@H) AT(XILUZIS)‘ 2
|2 2|

1 T/~ k+1 ~ky |2 2 T7k+1 Ek+1 2F (58)
< ¢ (IAT(XM1XY) 3207 AT (25125 3)

< RFFI-XF3 402 25 22
Plugging (0). &3). (53). (57 and (58) into @), we get

Lo (X*{Z5, AbYoco) = Lo (XM AZET, AT Y oc0)

1
>
- 2
0€0 205

GG A A

2
: 2|kt _ Gk
oo 25 - 2 ).

where
= po — 16w2L2%p, — 32w L3,
€, = po Tw,L opo — 4w2L2po — SwSLg, 59)
€o = piy — (16w L7 + 2)po — 3203 L3 — 4w, L.

If€,,€5,60 >0, L, (Xk, {ZF, A’g}(,e@) decreases sufficiently.
This completes the proof. ]

B. Proof of Lemma

Plugging (36) into L, (XF+1 {ZEF1 AT} o), we get
(60). Lz and L5 can be bounded b and .
o Zo Y
where (a) and (b) come from the Lipschitz continuity of the

gradient of V f2 (X). Plugging(61) and (62) into (60) we can
obtain

L"(J(Xk+17 {Zlg+17 A§+1}o€@)

_ _9 _ o 63

> wo f2 (Xk+1) I 2po 5120110 2 HX}HLAZISHH;, (63)

Since w, f2 (X’““) >0, if 2p,—5weLo—2 > 0, L,(-) is

lower bounded. |
APPENDIX C

PROOF OF THEOREM [I]
A. For Box ADMM algorithm

We desire the conditions in Lemmas |Z|-E| hold, i.e., €,,€, >
0, and p, > 5w,L,. Through the famous Cardano formula
[52]], we can get that when p, > 7.8w,L, and p, > 5.3, L,,
€0,€, > 0 hold. Therefore, we conclude that when p, >
7.8w,L,, all conditions in Lemmas [2}3] hold. To simplify the
description, we choose Vi € L, p, > 8w, L.

For k=1,2,--- , 400, summing both sides of @) we can
obtain

(X1 {Z1 AYoco) —Lo (XM A{ZET, AT Y oco)

SHPE

k=10€0

oll

)

T k|2
3 L (e | X XE |2

s 2 ||Gk+1 _ Gk
+€o0 HZO —-Z;




EO(Xk+1’{Z/;?+1 Ak+1} E@)

sz( ) 4L (Zk+1ka+1))+0(Zk+1—2k+1) - R
w2 () + 2202, +< [ at e P ptay | XM - AZGT
o227+ 3 (VKM L, (ZE XM ) o 2 25 .
Po ||xxk+1 _ A 7k+1]2
0 R - AZE
_ _ Po ||1xxk+1 _ A k412
=Lz, + Lz, + [XF — AZE|
1 [w (Vf2(Xk+1) + L (Z’““ —Xk+1)) B L
o g2 (ke Lwo(Vf5 o(Zg k41 _ R 7k+1
£ZO = wofo (Zo ) + 9 [wo(fo(Xk“) + LO(ZI;JFI . Xk+1)) ,X AZO
1
= (25°) 5 [ (IR 41,2301 241 70
(Q 2 (ZEHL) 4 (w,Vf2 (ZE L), XML - ZBHY) oy, I, XA -z (61)
wofo (Zo™) + (woV f5 (Z5™7) o) = 2wols || o I
(b) 5w0 2
D g2 (x41) — Lot _ g
5w - = 2
> wo fo (XM — === || X5 - AZGH [
o2 .. 1 [o(ZH 28] o
Lz, =2 72, + (- | 20, 22| XM - AZ!
r = G (3 righh g | X A
2 1 R . N ~
= S8 Ly + 5 (o2 -2, (XE — ozl — 24 — (X - o2l - 20
2 1 - 1 - - 2
> T202, - ¢ o2t -2l - | o) ezl -z - (xb —ozlt - zhe|| @
1 - X
> <2H(X’f+1 2k z"“)H +2H XA gZkt gkt H )
Loigk+1 _ xgktl
_ LAz
According to the boundness of £, (X", {Zs*1, AkT1},co), X" converges to some limit point as k — 409, i.e.,
above equation can rewritten as lim X* — %) (©6)
k—+oc0

Lo (Xl {Zl Al}oe@)

S

k=10€0

— 12
sy (20 X4 =X 2 — 28

vego? |25 - zkH2> .
F

Since &, €0, 6, > 0 and Lo(XFF1 {ZFF1 AR} o) is
finite, we conclude that

lim Xk — X*||F =0, hm |ZE+Y — ZF||F = 0.
k——+oo
(64)
Combining (57) and (13d), we get
lim [|AM — A¥|p =0, lim ||X* - AZF | =0.
k—4oc0 k— 400
(65)

(X*,{Z;,A;}oco) denote some limit point of the proposed
ADMM algorithm. Since X; € Xp, X € Xs, (64) indicates

Combining it with (63)), we can see that {Z*} converges. From
(36), we can obtain

- wo (Vf2(XFTY) 4 L, (ZET—XkT1
ATA’(j“:{ (V11 )zm+(1 ))} (67)
o°Z;

Since . hrf Zk — Xk =0 and V2(X¥) is Lipschitz contin-
— 400

uous, (67) can be rewritten as

wV f2(X

AT A*__ A
A Ao_[ o7

3

which means {AF} converges. Based on (63), it can be
obtained

(68)

— AZ:. (69)

(68) and (69) indicate that Z? is a stationary point of approx-



imate problem(23). Utilizing (T2), we get

_ 1 A
X5 — AZH | = H;(A’Z“ — A) +oZg T

(70)

o

1 .
< | —(AFT = A + loZgH .
P

Combining it with (63), we can obtain
lim || XM~ AZEH = [IX* - AZY| < [|l0Z;] = O(0),

k— 400

(71)

which means that the stationary point Z is close to the
stationary point of the original problem (I0) within the range
O(o).
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