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ABSTRACT
We consider a joint multiple-antenna radar-communications system
in a co-existence scenario. Contrary to conventional applications,
wherein at least the radar waveform and communications channel
are known or estimated a priori, we investigate the case when the
channels and transmit signals of both systems are unknown. In radar
applications, this problem arises in multistatic or passive systems,
where transmit signal is not known. Similarly, highly dynamic vehicu-
lar or mobile communications may render prior estimates of wireless
channel unhelpful. In particular, the radar signal reflected-off multi-
ple targets is overlaid with the multi-carrier communications signal.
In order to extract the unknown continuous-valued target parameters
(range, Doppler velocity, and direction-of-arrival) and communica-
tions messages, we formulate the problem as a sparse dual-blind
deconvolution and solve it using atomic norm minimization. Numeri-
cal experiments validate our proposed approach and show that precise
estimation of continuous-valued channel parameters, radar waveform,
and communications messages is possible up to scaling ambiguities.

Index Terms— Array signal processing, atomic norm, dual-blind
deconvolution, joint radar-communications, passive sensing.

1. INTRODUCTION

The increasingly limited spectrum for radar and communications
applications has led to the development of joint radar-communications
(JRC) systems. This emerging spectrum-sharing paradigm also has
advantages of low cost, compact size, and less power consumption [1–
4]. Broadly, the following JRC modalities have emerged: co-design
[5], cooperation [6], and co-existence [7]. In spectral co-design, a
common transmit waveform and hardware units are envisaged to
achieve an optimal spectrum usage. The cooperation model requires
information from one system to aid the objectives of the other thereby
leading to sensing-assisted communications and communications-
assisted sensing applications. In spectral co-existence, radar and
communications transmit and access the channel independently and
focus on mitigating the mutual interference at the receiver. This
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scenario presents more difficult challenges in separating the overlaid
radar and communications signals at the receiver. In this paper, we
focus on spectral coexistence problem.

Conventionally, the transmit waveform of radar is known at the
receiver and this knowledge is useful in extracting the unknown tar-
get parameters. In wireless communications, the channel estimates
are available to the receiver, whose goal is to estimate the unknown
transmitted messages. However, in certain radar and communications
applications both signals and channels are unknown to the receiver.
For instance, passive [8] and multistatic [9] sensing for low-cost and
efficient covert operations may not have knowledge of the transmitted
waveform [10]. In mobile radio [11] and vehicular networks [12],
the channel is highly dynamic and its prior estimates may be out-
dated. Therefore, a general spectral coexistence scenario comprises
of a common receiver [13], wherein both radar and communications
channels and their respective transmit signals are unknown.

In our previous work [14], we modeled the extraction of all four of
these quantities, i.e. radar and communications channels and signals,
as a dual-blind deconvolution (DBD), wherein the observation is
a sum of two convolutions and all four signals being convolved
need to be estimated. This formulation is related to (single-)blind
deconvolution (BD), a longstanding problem that occurs in a variety
of engineering and scientific applications [15–17]. The DBD problem
in [14] employed a single antenna and did not estimate direction-of-
arrival (DoA) for either radar targets or communications signals.

In this paper, we study DBD for spectral coexistence when the
receiver employs a uniform linear array (ULA) antenna. As a result,
there are three continuous-valued target parameters (range, Doppler
velocity and DoA), communications messages and communications
DoA need to be estimated. We solve this three-dimensional (3-D)
DBD by exploiting the sparsity of both radar and communications
channels and formulating the problem as an atomic norm minimiza-
tion (ANM) [18, 19]. The ANM facilitates recovering continuous-
valued parameters and has been previously leveraged in applications
such as line spectrum denoising [20], spectral super-resolution [21,
22], multi measurement vector line spectrum estimation [23], and
DoA estimation [24]. Among prior works, ANM was employed for
1-D BD in [25] using a subspace representation of the modulating
signal [26]. Some studies have applied ANM to 2-D [27] and 3-
D [28] blind super-resolution. In this paper, following our previous
work [14] that also exploited ANM to solve 2-D DBD, we cast the
3-D DBD as a multi-variate ANM. We then obtain the semidefinite
program (SDP) of its dual problem by using properties of positive
trigonometric polynomials.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section,
we present the coexistence system model of the 3-D DBD. Section 3
presents the proposed 3-D ANM formulation, its dual problem and
SDP. Section 4 validates our proposed approach via several numerical
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experiments. We conclude in Section 5.
Throughout this paper, we reserve boldface lowercase, boldface

uppercase, and calligraphic letters for vectors, matrices, and index
sets, respectively. We denote the transpose, conjugate, Hermitian,
and trace by (·)T , (·)∗, (·)H , and Tr(·), respectively. The identity
matrix of size N × N is IN . || · ||p is the `p norm. For notational
convenience, the variables with subindex r refer to the signals and
parameters related to the radar system, while those with subindex c
refer to the communications system, we denote the n−th entry of a
vector as x[n].

2. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a ULA-based receiver (Fig. 1) with Nr antennas. The re-
ceiver admits overlaid radar and communications signals convolved
by their respective channels. The transmit radar signal xr(t) =∑P
p=1 s(t − pT ) is a train of P pulses s(t) transmitted at a pulse

repetition interval (PRI) T . The transmitted communications sig-
nal is a set of P messages such that xc(t) =

∑P
p=1 vp(t − pT ),

where v(t) is a modulated orthogonal frequency-division multiplex-
ing (OFDM) signal with K modulating frequencies given by vp(t) =∑K
k=1 gp[k]e−j2πk∆ft, where gp[k] is the p-th message modulated

by the k-th frequency.
Consider L radar targets, whose unknown parameters are en-

capsulated in L × 1 vectors αr, τr,νr and βr which contain the
targets’ complex reflectivity, time delays, Doppler velocities and
DoA, respectively. The radar channel is

hr(t) =

L∑
`=1

αr[`]b(βr[`])δ(t− τr[`])e−j2πνr [`]t, (2.1)

where b(β) = [1, e−j2πβ , . . . , e−j2π(Nr−1)β ], β = sin(θ)/2 is a
steering vector, θ is the angle of arrival, and β is DoA. Similarly, the
communications channel is

hc(t) =

Q∑
q=1

αc[q]b(βc[q])δ(t− τc[q])e−j2πνc[q]t. (2.2)

The received signal at the ULA receiver is
y(t) =[y1(t), . . . , yNr (t)]T

=xr(t) ∗ hr(t) + xc(t) ∗ hc(t)

=

P∑
p=1

L∑
`=1

αr[`]b(βr[`])s(t− pT − τr[`])e−j2πνr [`]t+

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

αc[q]gp[k]e−j2πk∆f(t−pT−τc[q])b(βc[q])e
−j2πνc[q]t.

Rewrite the received signal as y(t) =
∑P
p=1 ỹp(t). Our mea-

surements are determined in terms of shifted signals yp(t) = ŷp(t+
pT ), such that the signals ŷp(t + pT ) are time-aligned with y0(t).
Therefore, the signal y1(t) and the shifted signals yp(t) contain the
same set of parameters. We compute the continuous-time Fourier
transform (CTFT) of yp(t) in f ∈ [−B

2
, B

2
], with p = 1, . . . , P

and uniform sampling at fn = Bn
M

= n∆f , with n = −N, . . . , N ,
M = 2N + 1. For the sake of simplicity, set M = K, i.e. sam-
ples in the frequency domain at the OFDM separation frequency
∆f [29]; however, this is not necessary for our recovery procedure.
This produces the CTFT as

ỹp(fn) =

L∑
`=1

αr[`]s̃(fn)b(βr[`])e
−j2π(n∆fτr [`]+νr [`]pT )+

Fig. 1. Independent radar and communications sources transmit
toward multiple targets and through multiple paths respectively. The
radar signal reflected-off the targets and communications signals are
received by a ULA-based JRC receiver.

Q∑
q=1

gp[n]b(βc[q])e
−j2π(n∆fτc[q]+νc[q]pT ), (2.3)

where s̃(f) is the Fourier transform of s(t).
We introduce the index sequence m = 1, . . . ,MP where m =

n+N +Np. The vector y = [ỹT0 , . . . , ỹ
T
MP ]T ∈ CNrMP contains

all samples for every receiver antenna and ỹm ∈ CNr . Normalize
the parameters τr[`] = τ̄r [`]

T
, νr[`] = ν̄r [`]

∆f
, τc[q] = τ̄c[q]

T
, νc[q] =

ν̄c[q]
∆f

, such that τr[`],νr[`],βr[`]τc[q],νc[q],βc[q] ∈ [0, 1]. Vector-
ize s̃(fn) as s[n] = s̃(fn) and g[m] = gp[n]. This yields

ỹm =

L∑
`=1

αr[`]s[n]b(βr[`])e
−j2π(nτr [`]+νr [`]p)+

Q∑
q=1

αc[q]g[m]b(βc[q])e
−j2π(nτc[q]+νc[q]p). (2.4)

Our goal is to estimate the set of radar and communications pa-
rameters αr , τr , νr , βr , αc, τc, νc, and βc, when the radar pulses
s and communications symbols g are also unknown. In this inverse
problem, the number of unknowns is O(3LMPNr(L + Q)) and,
therefore, it is highly ill-posed. Our strategy to solve this problem is
by assuming that s and g lie in a given low-dimensional subspace [25,
26], i.e., s = Tv, g = Du, where v ∈ CK is the unknown coef-
ficient vector of the radar waveform, u = [uT1 , . . . ,u

T
P ]T ∈ CPK

is a vector containing the P coefficient vectors of the communi-
cations messages such that up ∈ CK , the matrices T ∈ CM×K
and D ∈ CMP×PK are the known random transformation matrices.
Moreover, D = blockdiag(D1, . . . ,DP ),Dp ∈ CM×K such that

D =


D1 0 . . . 0
0 D2 . . . 0

0 0
. . .

...
0 0 . . . DP

 ,

Thus, we rewrite the signal in (2.4) as

ỹm =

L∑
`=1

αr[`]t
H
n vb(βr[`])e

−j2π(nτr [`]+νr [`]p)+



Q∑
q=1

αc[q]d
T
mub(βc[q])e

−j2π(nτc[q]+νc[q]p). (2.5)

Define the steering vector for the continuous-valued time-delay and
Doppler modulation parameters a(τ, ν) =

[
ej2π(τ(−N)+ν(1)), . . .

, ej2π(τ(N)+ν(0)), . . . , ej2π(τ(N)+ν(P ))
]
∈ CMP and the vector

w(r) = a(τ, ν) ⊗ b(β) ∈ CNrMP with r = [τr,νr,βr].
The channel vectors become hr =

∑L
`=1αr[`]w(r`) and hc =∑Q

q=1αc[q]w(cq), where c = [τc,νc,βc]. We express the full
measurement vector as

yj = hHr ejtnu + hHc ejdmv, (2.6)
where the index j = 1, . . . , NrMP follows the sequence j = m+
MPr, r = 1, . . . , Nr and ej is the j-th canonical vector of RNrMP .

Define the matrices Gj = ejt
H
n ∈ CNrMP×K ,Aj = ejd

H
m ∈

CNrMP×PK as random sensing matrices. Denote Xr = uhHr ∈
CK×NrMP ,Xc = vhHc as rank-one matrices that contain the un-
known variables (channel parameters and signal coefficients). The
measurement vector is a linear transformation of Xr and Xc

y = Br(Xr) + Bc(Xc), (2.7)
where the linear operator Br : CK×NrMP → CNrMP ,Bc :
CPK×NrMP → CNrMP are defined as Br(Xr)[j] = Tr(GjXr)
and Bc(Xc)[j] = Tr(AjXc).

3. MULTI-DIMENSIONAL DBD

The radar and communications channels are characterized by a few
continuous-valued parameters L + Q � MPNr . Leveraging the
sparse nature of these channels, we use ANM framework [19] for
super-resolved estimations of continuous-valued channel parameters.
For the overlaid radar-communications signal, we formulate the pa-
rameter recovery as the minimization of two atomic norms, each
corresponding to the radar and communications signal trails. De-
fine the sets of atoms for the radar and communications signals as,
respectively,

Ar =
{

uw(r)H : r ∈ [0, 1]3, ||u||2 = 1
}

(3.1)

Ac =
{

vw(c)H : c ∈ [0, 1]3, ||v||2 = 1
}
. (3.2)

The corresponding atomic norms are

||Xr||Ar = inf
αr [`]∈C,r`∈[0,1]3

||u||2=1

{∑
`

|αr[`]|
∣∣∣Zr =

∑
`

αr[`]uw(r`)
H

}

||Xc||Ac = inf
αc[q]∈C,cq∈[0,1]3

||v||2=1

{∑
q

|αc[q]|
∣∣∣Zc =

∑
q

αc[q]vw(cq)
H

}
.

Consequently, our proposed ANM problem is
minimize

Xr,Xc

||Xr||Ar + ||Xc||Ac subject to y = Br(Xr) + Bc(Xc).

(3.3)

In order to formulate the SDP of the above-mentioned ANM,
we employed the dual optimization problem for the DBD developed
in [14] which results in

maximize
q

〈q,y〉Rsubject to ‖B?r (q)‖?Ar
≤ 1, ‖B?c (q)‖?Ac

≤ 1,

(3.4)

where B?r : CNrMP → CK×NrMP and B?c : CNrMP →
CPK×NrMP are adjoint operators of Br and Bc, respectively,
and defined as B?r (q) =

∑Nr
r=1

∑P
p=1

∑N
n=−N q[j]GH

j and

B?c (q) =
∑Nr
r=1

∑P
p=1

∑N
n=−N q[j]AH

j . In order to formulate
SDP, we use the following vector-valued positive trigonometric
polynomials

fr(r) =

Nr∑
r=1

P∑
p=1

N∑
n=−N

q[j]GH
j w(r) ∈ CK , (3.5)

fc(c) =

Nr∑
r=1

P∑
p=1

N∑
n=−N

q[j]AH
j w(c) ∈ CKP , (3.6)

each of which is parameterized by positive definite matrices [30].
Using the Bounded Real Lemma [30], we convert the constraints

on (3.4) to linear matrix inequalities. The optimization problem in
(3.4) is equivalent to the SDP

maximize
q,Q

〈q,y〉R

subject to Q � 0,[
Q Q̂H

r

Q̂r IK

]
� 0,[

Q Q̂H
c

Q̂c IKP

]
� 0,

Tr(ΘnQ) = δn, (3.7)

where Q̂r =
∑Nr
r=1

∑P
p=1

∑N
n=−N q[j]GH

j ∈ CNrMP×K and
Q̂c =

∑Nr
r=1

∑P
p=1

∑N
n=−N q[j]AH

j ∈ CNrMP×PK are the coef-
ficients of 3-D trigonometric polynomials, the matrix Θn = Θn3 ⊗
Θn2 ⊗Θn1 , where Θn is the Toeplitz matrix with ones in the n-th
diagonal with 0 < n1 < m1, −m2 < n2 < m2 and −m3 < n3 <
m3 . Here, we define m1 = P − 1, m2 = N − 1 and m3 = Nr − 1.
Finally, δn = 1 if n = [0, 0, 0] and 0 otherwise. This SDP formu-
lation is solved by employing off-the-shelf solvers. The following
proposition states the conditions for exact recovery of the radar and
communications channels parameters.

Proposition 3.1. Denote R = {r`}L−1
`=0 and C = {cq}Q−1

q=0 . The
solutions of (3.3) are Ẑr and Ẑc. Then, Ẑr = Zr and Ẑc = Zc are
the optimal solutions of (3.3) if there exist two 3-D trigonometric
polynomials with complex coefficients q such that

fr(r`) = sign(αr[`])u if ∀r` ∈ R, (3.8)
fc(cq) = sign(αc[q])v if ∀cq ∈ C, (3.9)

‖fr(r)‖22 < 1 ∀r ∈ [0, 1]3 \ R, (3.10)

‖fc(c)‖22 < 1 ∀c ∈ [0, 1]3 \ C, (3.11)
where sign(c) = c

|c| .

Proof. The variable q is dual feasible.

〈q,y〉R = 〈B∗r (q),Xr〉R + 〈B∗c (q),Xc〉R

=

L∑
`=1

αr[`]
∗〈B∗r (q),uw(r`)

H〉R +

Q∑
q=1

αc[q]
∗〈B∗c (q),vw(cq)

H〉R

=

L∑
`=1

αr[`]
∗〈fr(r`),u〉R +

Q∑
q=1

αc[q]
∗〈fc(cq),v〉R

=

L∑
`=1

αr[`]
∗sign(αr[`]) +

Q∑
q=1

αc[q]
∗sign(αc[q])

=

L∑
`=1

|αr[`]|+
Q∑
q=1

|αc[q]| ≥ ||Xr||Ar + ||Xc||Ac . (3.12)



Fig. 2. Radar and communications channel parameter estimation in the 3-D vector-valued positive trigonometric polynomial.

Fig. 3. Statistical performance of ANM-based DBD in terms of
recovery error when (a) number of samples M , (b) number of
pulses/messages P and (c) antennas Nr are varied.

On the other hand, it follows from Hölder inequality that

〈q,y〉R = 〈B∗r (q),Xr〉R + 〈B∗c (q),Xc〉R (3.13)
≤ ||B∗r (q)||∗Ar

||Xr||Ar + ||B∗c (q)||∗Ac
||Xc||Ac (3.14)

≤ ||Xr||Ar + ||Xc||Ac , (3.15)

where the first inequality is due to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the
last inequality follows from (3.8), (3.9), (3.10), and (3.11). Therefore,
based on (3.12) and (3.15), we conclude that 〈q,y〉R = ||Xr||Ar +
||Xc||Ac showing that the pair (Xr,Xc) is primal optimal and, from
strong duality, q is dual optimal.

Computing the dual polynomials in (3.5) and (3.6) yields the esti-
mated channel parameters {r̂`}L`=1, {ĉq}Qq=1. The radar and commu-
nications coefficients vectors v and u are then estimated by solving
an over-determined linear system of equations. Define the matrices
Wr ∈ CMPNr×LJ and Wc ∈ CMPNr×PQJ as

Wr =

 w (r̂1)H A1 . . . w (r̂L)H A1

...
. . .

...
w (r̂0)H AMPNr . . . w (r̂L)H AMPNr

 ,
and

Wc =

 w (ĉ1)H G1 . . . w (ĉQ)H G1

...
. . .

...
w (ĉ1)H GMPNr . . . w (ĉQ)H GMPNr

 .
Denote the vector containing the desired coefficient vectors as

z =
[
αc[1]u, . . . ,αr[L]uT ,αc[1]vT , . . . ,αc[Q]vT

]T
and define

the matrix W = [Wr,Wc]. The coefficient vector is then recovered
(up to a scaling factor) by solving Wz = y, through, say, least-
squares. It only requires linear independence of columns of the
matrix W because the matrices depends on the values of steering
vectors w(r̂`), w(ĉq). When the parameter set r achieves a minimum
separation [31], i.e. |βi − βk| ≥ 5

Nr
, |νi − νk| ≥ 5

P
, |τi − τk| ≥

5
M
, for all k 6= i, the system matrix has full column rank.

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

To evaluate the proposed method, we considered a scenario with
M = 9, P = 9, Nr = 3, Q = L = 2 and K = 3. The
delay, Doppler, and DoA parameters were drawn from a random
uniform distribution, which results in r1 = [0.3520.831, 0.585],
r2 = [0.495, 0.974, 0.919], c1 = [0.485, 0.800, 0.142], and c2 =
[0.628, 0.943, 0.475]. The columns of the transformation matrices T
and Dp were generated following the distribution described in [25],
i.e. tn = [1, ej2πσn , . . . , ej2π(K−1)σn ], where σn ∼ N (0, 1). The
parameters αr and αc were drawn from a normal distribution with
|αr[`]| = |αc[q]| = 1. The coefficient vectors u,v were generated
from a normal random distribution and normalized ‖u‖ = ‖v‖ = 1.
We used the CVX SDPT3 solver [32].

The solution to the dual problem yields the dual trigonomet-
ric polynomials, which we computed on discrete 3-D time-delay,
Doppler, and DoA domains with a sampling step of 1e − 3. The
resulting dual polynomials are shown in Fig. 2, where slices of the
3-D polynomial at the ground truth position on the β and τ dimension
are displayed. The polynomials‖fr(r)‖ and ‖fc(c)‖ are unity at the
locations corresponding to the targets/paths. The plots are accompa-
nied by 2-D slices in the τ and ν planes at the ground truth value of
β.

Next, we studied the statistical performance of the method by
varying the number of samples M , number of pulses/messages P
and receivers Nr . We ran 40 realizations for each experiment and
computed the mean of the Frobenious norm ‖Xr−X̂r‖F and ‖Xc−
X̂c‖F . Fig 3(a) shows the performance with varying the number of
samples M while keeping P = 5 and Nr = 3 fixed. Fig 3(b)
illustrates the same by varying the number pulses/messages P for
fixed M = 5, Nr = 3. Finally, for M = 5 and P = 3, Fig. 3(c)
plots the recovery error with changes in the number of antennas Nr .

5. SUMMARY

We proposed a 3-D DBD approach for ULA-based JRC receiver.
The channels of both radar and communications were modeled as
sparse signals that encapsulated time-delays, Doppler velocities and
DoA parameters. We minimized a sum of atomic norms to estimate
these continuous-valued parameters. Utilizing the theories of positive
trigonometric polynomials, we obtained the SDP of the dual problem
as well as performance guarantees. The results show perfect recovery
with sufficient number of samples as predicted by our analytical
result.

6. REFERENCES

[1] K. V. Mishra, M. R. Bhavani Shankar, V. Koivunen, B. Ot-
tersten, and S. A. Vorobyov, “Toward millimeter wave joint



radar-communications: A signal processing perspective,” IEEE
Signal Processing Magazine, vol. 36, no. 5, pp. 100–114, 2019.

[2] G. Duggal, S. Vishwakarma, K. V. Mishra, and S. S. Ram,
“Doppler-resilient 802.11ad-based ultrashort range automotive
joint radar-communications system,” IEEE Transactions on
Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 56, no. 5, pp. 4035–
4048, 2020.

[3] A. M. Elbir, K. V. Mishra, and S. Chatzinotas, “Terahertz-band
joint ultra-massive MIMO radar-communications: Model-based
and model-free hybrid beamforming,” IEEE Journal of Special
Topics in Signal Processing, 2021, in press.

[4] A. M. Elbir, K. V. Mishra, M. R. B. Shankar, and S. Chatzino-
tas, “The rise of intelligent reflecting surfaces in integrated
sensing and communications paradigms,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2204.07265, 2022.

[5] J. Liu, K. V. Mishra, and M. Saquib, “Co-designing statisti-
cal MIMO radar and in-band full-duplex multi-user MIMO
communications,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.14774, 2020.
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