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Abstract—There is no doubt that we need to keep our eyes
on the sky as satellite networks aim to address the demands of
6G and beyond communications systems. On the other hand, the
existence of millions of space debris pieces, large or small, poses
a threat to the new space communications systems which consist
of large number of small satellites, especially in the low-orbit. In
this study, a dual-functioning pulsed linear frequency modulated
(LFM) waveform at Terahertz (THz) bands is proposed for both
wireless communications and space debris sensing over low-orbit
inter-satellite links (ISLs). Initially, the ambiguity function of
the proposed waveform is derived. Then, velocity and range
estimation performance for the radar function and bit error rate
performance for the communications function are investigated.
Simulation results indicate significant performance gains in the
THz-bands compared to the legacy LFM systems.

Index Terms—Joint radar communication, terahertz band,
space debris radar, linear frequency modulated radar, inter-
satellite links.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the vast availability of satellite production materials

and due to the drastic cost-reduction related prevalence of

launching mechanisms, satellite networks have become one

of the essential pieces of the puzzle in providing 6G demands

such as extending wideband Internet access over urban, semi-

urban, and remote rural areas with low latency and reliability.

On the other hand, with the acceleration of space studies, a

problem that has been on the agenda for a long time became

more apparent; space debris. According to the latest data from

the European Space Agency, 2900 of the 8300 satellites in

space are currently not functioning [1]. Moreover, the number

of 10cm to 1mm space debris objects has been identified as

approximately 131 million, and more than 630 events have

been reported where these objects collided with operating

systems and resulted in fragmentation. In order to avoid

financial and operational damages caused by space debris,

ground-based radar systems has been used for a long time.

However, small-scale objects cannot be detected in ground-

based radars, as resolution trade-off has to be made to reach a

high range. In June 2021, the 5mm hole opened by the impact

of space debris on the robotic arm on duty at the International

Space Station [2].

Such scenarios are expected to become more prevalent

in the near future, thus developing space debris radar that

operates in Terahertz (THz) frequencies becomes essential to

detect millimeter-scale objects since the utilization of ground-

based radars in the THz bands is not a realistic option when

the distance between Earth and the debris is considered.

This problem can be tackled by arming some of the low-

orbit mega-constellation satellites with THz-band space debris

radars, since the biggest challenge of the THz band, molec-

ular absorption is partially eliminated at higher atmospheric

layers [3], i.e., the signal can reach much greater distances.

One of the essential features sought in satellites forming

mega constellations is the weight for low deployment costs

associated with launching into orbit [4]. Therefore, adding

extra radar hardware to the system will not be preferred.

If inter-satellite links (ISLs) and space debris radar can be

implemented with a single waveform, a win-win situation

occurs in terms of weight optimization and cost-efficiency.

Furthermore, space-based joint radar communication will be

spectral efficient due to the fact that additional spectrum will

not be used either for radar or communications. When the

number of satellites is considered, spectral efficiency also

stands out as one of the critical parameters for inter-satellite

communications. Therefore, a joint radar and communications

(JRC) system would bring essential advantages to ISLs since

it would be possible to detect space debris and perform inter-

satellite communication with the same waveform.

A. Related Work

Space debris monitoring studies date back to the early

1990s [5]–[7]. In particular, observation with ground-based

radars, optical telescopes and laser have been studied in

depth [8]–[10]. However, optical studies do not fully meet the

need due to the problems in tracking and being sensitive to

weather conditions while ground-based radars have difficulty

in distinguishing small objects. In [11], a hybrid system
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with space-borne microwave radar and ground-based radar is

proposed to eliminate the disadvantages on both applications.

Space-born radar is investigated in terms of suitable param-

eters for the detection of space debris in [12]. The space-

based radar concept required for the millimeter-scale space

debris object is proposed and the potential limitations of the

pulse and continuous-wave (CW) radars are discussed in [13].

Space debris radar operating at THz frequencies has been

considered in [14]. Also, in [15], high-resolution THz radar

has been developed for proof-of-concept. On the other hand,

JRC has become a hot topic recently, as it both reduces costs

and provides spectral efficiency. In [16], Fractional Fourier

Transform based multiplexing in which data is transported

with different chirp subcarriers schemes is presented. Infor-

mation is embedded in the direction of the linear frequency

modulated (LFM) pulse, up-chirp and down-chirp in [17].

A multi functional ultra wideband (UWB) communication

and radar system is proposed [18]. However, scenarios and

suggested waveforms are generally handled by focusing on

automotive radars.

[19] introduced the joint space debris monitoring and satel-

lite communications concept proposing millimeter-wave cyclic

prefix orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) as

the JRC waveform. However, due to its low power efficiency

from high peak to average power ratio (PAPR), the utilization

of OFDM in space-based JRC systems seems to be a long

shot.

B. Contributions

An optimal wireless communications setting in terms of

operational frequencies and waveform to achieve both space

debris detection and ISLs becomes necessary as the debris

problem is a growing concern. To this end, this study proposes

following solutions:

Contribution 1: In our work, we consider space debris

radar and ISLs as a pair as illustrated in Fig. 1. Space debris

detection is performed with the echoes during inter-satellite

communication. Thus, space debris can be detected in addition

to realizing communication between satellites.

Contribution 2: Space-based JRC structure at THz fre-

quencies is proposed for the first time. Since the reduced range

of the THz due to water vapor molecules becomes less of a

problem for low-orbit satellites, THz-band is a good candidate

for ISLs [4].

Contribution 3: The proposed waveform is suitable to

meet the high throughput requirement of THz ISLs, as it

is chosen as a chirp-based signal with relatively low PAPR.

In addition, since radar and communications receivers are

made of the same blocks, a two-way system can be built

without incurring an extra cost. In fact, it is suitable for

establishing a structure that will provide cooperative detection

and communication in mega-constellations.

Contribution 4: Frequency modulated (FM) radars are

known for low-cost and high-resolution measurements. As

the bandwidth increases, the resolution improves. Thus, FM

radar schemes are suitable for wideband THz communications.

Fig. 1: Proposed space-based JRC system for satellites.

However, LFM radars suffer from the delay-Doppler coupling

effect when the target is in motion. Thus, range and veloc-

ity cannot be detected unambiguously in the moving target

scenario. In this study, we proposed a triangle LFM and V-

shaped LFM (V-LFM) pulse as modulation schemes; while

the shape of the waveform eliminates ambiguity, the frequency

modulation provides a fine resolution.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows; the system

model provided in Section II. Section III details the proposed

waveform technique and its implementation at THz frequen-

cies. In Section IV simulation details and results are presented.

Possible future work is described in Section V along with

conclusion of the study.

II. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

The LFM radar signal is generated by frequency sweeping

over a specific frequency range and period. FM radars are also

divided into groups as frequency modulated continuous wave

(FMCW) and FM pulse radar. Pulse radars send short-time

pulses and calculate the distance of the target with the time

delay between the sent and received signal. During the pulse

radar transmitting, a strong leak occurs to the receiver [20].

Since it cannot perform the receive operation during the pulse,

objects at short distances cannot be detected, also called the

blind spot problem. Therefore, pulse radar is not suitable for

space debris detection. On the other hand, chirp signals are

sent continuously in FMCW radar and echoes are received

at the same time while transmitting. Since there is no blind

spot problem in this case, FMCW can be used for space

debris detection in the space-based JRC system. However,

the diversity required for bit transfer cannot be achieved with

FMCW. Therefore, in the designed JRC system, although

the signal form is in the pulse form, the pulse duration is

adjusted so that the echo returns before the pulse period ends.

Consequently, the proposed system is FMCW radar, but from

the communication perspective, it is pulse-based. The overall



system model is illustrated in Fig. 2 and can be examined in

three sections; transmitter/radar, receiver, and the channel.

A. Transmitter/Radar

In the transmitter part, the 0s and 1s are first converted to

V-LFM pulse and triangle LFM pulse in the chirp generator

block, respectively. The properties of the waveform generated

in this block will be discussed in the Section III. Inspired

by [15], the operating frequency, f0, is selected as 340GHz

since communications in this band is becoming prevalent faster

than others. While the chirp duration is set to 300µs, the

chirp bandwidth is selected as 288MHz. Dechirping block in

Fig. 2 is utilized in the receiver part of the radar. In FMCW

radars the range and velocity are determined based on the

difference in transmitted and received frequency called the

beat frequency, fbeat. The dechirping and root-Multiple Signal

Classification (root-MUSIC) blocks in the system are intended

to detect this fbeat. In the dechirping process, the incoming

echo is mixed with a copy of the transmitted chirp [21].

Since the dechirping process reduces the effective intermediate

frequency bandwidth, the speed requirement of the analog

to digital converter (ADC) is lower than when the matched

filter is used. Besides the mentioned advantages of dechirping

process, the most significant disadvantage is the decrease in

performance in the low SNR region compared to the matched

filter [22]. The output of the dechirping process is given as

input to, a variant of MUSIC, which is root-MUSIC algorithm

in order to compensate this issue. After obtaining the beat

frequency, range and velocity estimation can be done as

described in Section III.

B. Receiver

As shown in Fig. 2, the received signal is fed into two

branches and mixed with two reference waveform, separately.

By using the dechirping block, a similarity is achieved between

the radar receiver and the communication receiver. Thus,

considering the bidirectional communication scenario, it is

ensured that it does not bring an extra burden to the hardware.

After the dechirping process, the samples are then integrated

over a chirp period and sent to the decision device. The

decision device determines which branch has the greater value,

and the demodulation process is completed.

C. Channel

In this study, slightly non-line of side (NLOS) conditions

are considered due to the fact that topologically some of the

low-orbit satellites will not have direct LOS between them in

particular cases, thus Rician fading with the shape parameter of

K = 10 is considered for a realistic model [23]. Furthermore,

from the radar perspective, as indicated in [13], maximum

transversal velocity of a given space debris has been estimated

as 15km/s. In addition, the maximum distance of space debris

to a detecting radar has been determined as 500m [13] which

is sufficient considering that there are robotic designs with a

response time of less than five hundredths of a second [24].

III. THE PROPOSED METHOD

Complex baseband equivalent of received signal r(t) for

communications component is modeled as

r(t) = x(t) ∗ ρ(t) + ω(t), (1)

where x(t) is the complex baseband equivalent of transmitted

signal; ρ(t) denotes channel impulse response; ω(t) is a sam-

ple function of additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) process

with a flat power spectral density N0/2 W/Hz. As mentioned

earlier, while the proposed waveform is in pulse form from

the communication perspective, it can be analyzed as FMCW

since the echo reaches the radar before the transmitted signal

ends. The linear-FMCW radar signal with bandwidth ∆F and

pulse duration T can be written as

s(t) = Aexp

(

j2π

(

f0t+
1

2
(−1)(1−c)µt2

))

, (2)

where µ = ∆F/T , A is the envelope of chirp signal, f0 is

the center frequency and c is for determination of the chirp

direction. As frequency increases and decreases over time,

the waveform is called up-chirp (c=1) and down-chirp (c=0),

respectively. Echo signal received by FMCW radar can be

expressed as

secho(t) = Ar(t) exp (j2π(fbeat · t+ φ)) , (3)

where Ar(t) is the amplitude term and φ is the phase term of

the echo. The beat frequency fbeat of up-chirp and down-chirp

can be expressed as [25]

fbeat,up =
∆F

T
·
4R

c
−

2Vr

λ
, (4)

fbeat,down =
∆F

T
·
4R

c
+

2Vr

λ
, (5)

where R is target range, Vr is the velocity of the target,

c is speed of light and λ is wavelength of the signal. As

can be seen from Eq. 4 and Eq. 5, fbeat is dependent on

by both velocity and range. Therefore, due to range-Doppler

coupling, ambiguity problem arises in velocity and range

estimations of moving target [25]. Triangle LFM and V-LFM

pulse waveforms created by combining up-chirp and down-

chirp signals eliminate this problem as velocity components

cancel each other out in the fbeat equation. The frequency-

time representation of the proposed dual radar waveform is

shown in Fig. 3. 0s and 1s are carried by V-LFM pulse and

triangle LFM pulse, respectively.

Complex envelope of triangle LFM pulse and V-LFM pulse

can be expressed as

x̃tri-LFM(t) =











1√
2T

rect(t/2T )ejπµt
2

−T < t < 0
1√
2T

rect(t/2T )e−jπµt2 0 < t < T

0 else
(6)

x̃V-LFM(t) =











1√
2T

rect(t/2T )e−jπµt2 −T < t < 0
1√
2T

rect(t/2T )ejπµt
2

0 < t < T

0 else

(7)



Fig. 2: Block diagram of dual space debris radar and wireless communication system for communications satellites.

Fig. 3: Proposed dual radar communication waveform.

where x̃tri-LFM(t) and x̃V-LFM refer complex envelope of trian-

gle LFM pulse and V-LFM pulse, respectively. Finally, when

combined waveforms are used, the range and velocity can

be estimated without ambiguity as in Eq. (8) and Eq. (9) by

adding/subtracting Eq. (4) and Eq. (5).

R =
Tc

8∆F
(fbeat,down − fbeat,up) (8)

Vr =
λ

4
(fbeat,down − fbeat,up) (9)

In the following section, the ambiguity function of the

proposed waveform will be derived. The ambiguity function

not only provides information with the range and Doppler

resolution of the waveform but also allows determining which

applications the waveform is suitable for. The ambiguity

function of a radar signal [26] can be expressed as

|χ (τ, fd)|
2
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

−∞

x̃(t)x̃∗(t− τ)ej2πfdtdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (10)

where fd is Doppler frequency of the moving target, and

τ time delay that depends on range. In order to facilitate

the calculation of the ambiguity function of the proposed

waveform, considering the complex envelope of up-chirp as

x̃1 and down chirp as x̃2 complex envelope of triangle LFM

can be expressed as

x̃tri(t) = x̃1(t) + x̃2(t) ;−T < t < T. (11)

Ambiguity function of x̃tri(t) can be expressed as [27]

χtri(τ, fd) = χu11
(τ, fd) + χu22

(τ, fd) + χu12
(τ, fd)

+e−j2πfdτχ∗
u12

(−τ,−fd),

where χu11
and χu22

is self broadband ambiguity function of

up-chirp and down-chirp, respectively. χu12
is cross broadband

ambiguity function. By adapting the formulas in [27] to

electromagnetic waves

χu11
(τ, fd) ≈

1

4T
√

|µ|
e
jπ

(

f2

d
2µ

−µτ2

)

{[C (x2)− C (x1)]

+ sgn(fd) · j [S (x2)− S (x1)]},

where sgn(·) is the sign function, C(·) and S(·) denote the

cosine and sine integral. x1 = 2
√

|µ|[a(τ) − fd/(2µ)] and

x2 = 2
√

|µ|[b(τ) − fd/(2µ)] where a(τ) and b(τ) can be

expressed as
{

a(τ) = −T − τ, b(τ) = 0 −T < τ < 0
a(τ) = −T, b(τ) = −τ 0 < τ < T

(12)

χu22
(τ, fd) ≈

1

4T
√

|µ|
e
−jπ

(

f2

d
2µ

−µτ2

)

{[C (x4)− C (x3)]

− sgn(fd) · j [S (x4)− S (x3)]},

where x3 = 2
√

|µ|[a(τ) + fd/(2µ)] and x4 = 2
√

|µ|[b(τ) +
fd/(2µ)]. a(τ) and b(τ) can be expressed as

{

a(τ) = −τ, b(τ) = T −T < τ < 0
a(τ) = 0, b(τ) = T − τ 0 < τ < T

(13)

Finally, cross broadband ambiguity function can be calculated

as

χu12
(τ, fd) =

1

4T
√

|µ|
ejπµτ

2−
jπf2

d
2µ {[C (x6)− C (x5)]

+j [S (x6)− S (x5)]},

where x5 = 2
√

|µ|[a(τ) + fd/(2µ)] and x6 = 2
√

|µ|[b(τ) +
fd/(2µ)]. a(τ) and b(τ) can be expressed as

{

a(τ) = −τ, b(τ) = 0 0 < τ < T
a(τ) = −T, b(τ) = T − τ T < τ < 2T

(14)



These results imply that the ambiguity function is dependent

on f0, ∆F , and T. Range and velocity resolution can also be

determined in the ambiguity function by examining the fd = 0
and τ = 0 states, respectively [27].

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

Contemporary satellite communications are carried out in

L-band, Ka-band, V-band [4]. However, due to the next

generation wireless network demands, massive number of low-

orbit satellites operating at millimeter waves, free space optics

(FSO), and THz frequencies are being proposed for ISLs.

There are quite a few studies on ISLs, but even less work from

the JRC perspective which can address multiple issues jointly.

Since this is the initial study examining JRC in space at THz

frequencies with a LFM waveform, comparison possibilities

are quite limited. Thus, in order to understand the value of the

proposed waveform and its performance, especially from the

radar point of view, velocity and range estimation comparisons

are made with respect to the FMCW radar. The exact same

radar receiver diagram in Fig. 2 is utilized for the FMCW

waveform to ensure the validity of the comparison of the

waveforms. The Monte Carlo simulation is carried out in

MATLAB. Space debris with a constant diameter of 1mm is

modeled as a with range Xd ∼ N (250, 702) m and with a

relative velocity Xv ∼ N (10, 22) km/s. Radar performance

comparison of FMCW and proposed waveform is given in the

Fig. 4.

The range and velocity accuracy are defined as

%Raccuracy = 100−
|R−Restimated|

R
x100 (15)

%Vaccuracy = 100−
|V − Vestimated|

V
x100 (16)

The simulation results in Fig. 4a imply that the combined

use of up and down chirp eliminates the delay-Doppler cou-

pling. The accuracy plateau value of FMCW in Fig. 4a can

be increased by decreasing the pulse duration because longer

sweep time makes the range Doppler coupling more prominent

for FMCW radar. However, due to ambiguity, it will never

go higher than the accuracy of the proposed waveform. In

velocity estimation, even though the difference in performance

decreases to 0.5% after 10dB, the superiority of the proposed

model over the low SNR region can be seen in 4b.

Communication performance comparison is carried out with

the bit error rate (BER) versus SNR simulation of the proposed

waveform and LFM pulses (up chirp-down chirp). Carrying the

bit with a chirp waveform in both waveforms actually creates

a sort of channel coding effect. Therefore, SNR has been

normalized according to chirp length so that the comparison

between the two waveforms can be made incisively. Please

note that since the satellites are assumed to be at the low-

orbit region, some level of atmospheric effects will still occur

thus the channel effect is modeled with Rician fading with

the shape parameter K = 10, as slightly NLOS status should

be considered due to the topological reasons and maneuvers

of the satellites. Also note that after dechirping the incoming
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Fig. 4: Simulation results for radar parameter performance of

the proposed method.

signal to demodulate LFM pulse waveforms, the samples are

integrated over one chirp period.

Fig. 5 indicates that the proposed scheme starts to improve

in terms of BER performance aroud 0 dB region and as

the SNR becomes positive BER improves exponentially at

every step. It can be seen that, especially after 8 dB, the

proposed waveform performs better than the LFM pulse. This

is due to the higher sample rate necessity of the matched filter

technique [28] used to demodulate the LFM pulse. Although

the need for the high sample rate is compensated by the noise

robustness of the matched filter at the low SNR region, the

dechirping process is performed better at the high SNR region.

V. FUTURE WORK AND CONCLUSION

Space debris detection gained much more attention with the

acceleration of space operations. In this study, space debris

radar and THz satellite to satellite wireless communications

are jointly investigated from the JRC perspective and a novel

solution is proposed; radar and communications are consid-

ered to operate utilizing the same waveform without any
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Fig. 5: BER comparision of proposed waveform and LFM

pulse.

extra requirement. In addition, while designing the waveform,

space constraints and requirements such as high throughput,

high resolution, low cost and low weight are taken into

consideration. The superiority of the designed waveform is

demonstrated via the simulation results. As indicated by the

simulation results, while the effect of doppler-range coupling

in FMCW is eliminated in a combination of chirp waveforms,

communication is enabled with the waveform being in the

form of a pulse.

Benefiting from ISLs for space debris detection is a new

concept, thus, there is a lot to work to be done. For instance,

cooperative communications as a distributed radar system can

be considered to improve the detection of echoes coming

back from space debris. In addition, spectral efficiency can

be increased by designing different waveforms. Dechirping

is employed herein to reduce the sample rate requirement. If

sufficient sample rate can be provided, matched filter can also

be considered to improve performance at the low SNR region.
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