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Abstract: The joint radar and communications (JRC) waveform often has a high range sidelobe, which
will degrade the target detection performance of an automotive JRC system. To solve this problem,
a joint radar and communications complementary waveform group (JRC-CWG) design method is
proposed in this paper by exploiting the philosophy of the complementary sequence. In the JRC-
CWG, the traditional unimodular communications waveforms, such as the binary phase shift keying
(BPSK) waveform, are used to perform the communications function. The sum of the autocorrelation
function (SACF) of JRC-CWG is optimized to minimize the sidelobe level. Furthermore, considering
that the JRC-CWG has poor Doppler resilience, a Doppler-resilient joint radar and communications
complementary waveform (DR-JRC-CWG) design method is proposed to improve the Doppler
resilience. Finally, the simulation results show that the proposed JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG have
superior radar performances without the degradation in communications performance in terms of
the bit error rate (BER).

Keywords: joint radar and communications; complementary sequence; joint radar and
communications complementary waveform group; Doppler resilience

1. Introduction

In recent years, with the development of automotive radar and communications
technologies, more and more radar and communications systems have been deployed in
vehicles [1,2]. For example, in an intelligent transportation system (ITS), both radar and
communications devices are integrated in a vehicle [3]. In an ITS, the vehicle needs to
convey information to other cars or communications base stations via a communications
device and detects targets including other vehicles, pedestrians, and roadblocks via a
radar device. However, with the development of the fifth-generation (5G) communications
technology and the millimeter-wave radar technology, radar and communications systems
tend to use the same frequency bands, which will result in mutual interference between
these two systems [4]. Since the space in a vehicle is limited, radar and communications
devices have to be deployed close together, which aggravates the interference between
radar and communications systems in vehicles [5]. Moreover, with the increasing demand
for spectral resources for both radar and communications systems, the shortage of spectral
resources becomes more and more serious [6]. To solve these problems, joint radar and
communications (JRC) systems are proposed, which can alleviate the interference between
radar and communications and improve the efficiency of spectral resources [7].

Usually, JRC systems can be divided into two types [8]. One type is called the co-
existence JRC system, wherein radar and communications are regarded as two individuals.
The co-existence JRC system aims at minimizing the mutual interference between radar
and communications subsystems [9]. The other type is termed the co-use JRC system, in
which the transmit waveforms are optimized to simultaneously carry out both radar and com-
munications functions [10] to avoid mutual interference between radar and communications.
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In the co-existence JRC system, radar and communications occupy different resources
in some domains, such as the time domain, frequency domain [11], spatial domain [12],
and so on [5]. For example, in the co-existence JRC system, radar and communications
can work in different time slots [13]. The main defect of this approach is that radar and
communications cannot operate at the same time. In [14,15], a spectral notching JRC
system is proposed with the assumption that the bandwidth of radar is much greater than
that of communications. In this system, radar and communications operate in different
frequencies, although they can work at the same time. In [16], a JRC system that performs
radar and communications functions in different directions is investigated. In this system,
the transmit waveforms of each element of the array are optimized to synthesize specific
radar or communications waveforms in the desired radar and communications directions.

To design a co-use JRC system, the main challenge is how to make an optimal trade-off
between radar and communications functions [13,17,18]. In order to perform the radar
function in the mainlobe of the array and convey the communications information in the
sidelobe simultaneously, various methods are proposed in [19,20]. In [19], the sidelobe of
the transmit beam is devised to transmit communications information at different pulse
repetition intervals (PRIs), and the mainlobe of the transmit beam is designed to remain
unchanged to guarantee radar performance. As an extension, the method in [19] is used for
multi-user scenarios in [20]. The main shortcoming of this kind of JRC system is the low
communications rate since only one communication symbol is conveyed in each PRI [19,20].

To increase the communications rate, the traditional communications waveforms
are modified to perform both radar and communications functions in [21]. The key to
this type of method is to modify the traditional communications waveforms to satisfy
radar demands [22]. One typical example is the JRC waveform based on the orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) waveform [23–25], which has a considerably high
communications rate [26]. However, the OFDM waveform has a nonconstant modulus.
In order to detect targets as far as possible, the amplifier of the radar transmitter usually
operates in the nonlinear region [27]. However, this will cause serious distortion when
the transmit waveform has a nonconstant modulus, and the radar and communications
performance will be degraded [28]. In view of this, a JRC waveforms design method based
on unimodular waveforms has been studied [29].

Nevertheless, the JRC waveforms proposed in [23–25,29] have high autocorrelation
sidelobe levels. In an automotive radar, if the autocorrelation sidelobe level of the transmit
waveform is high, the returns from targets with small radar cross sections (RCSs) may be
submerged by the sidelobes of targets with large RCSs at receivers [30]. In view of this, to
ensure the radar performance of JRC systems, transmit waveforms with low autocorrelation
sidelobe levels are required in JRC systems. To design unimodular JRC waveforms with
low sidelobe levels, a JRC waveform combining the linear frequency modulation (LFM)
waveform and the binary phase-shift keying (BPSK) waveform is proposed in [31,32]. The
JRC waveform is obtained by directly multiplying the BSPK waveform with the LFM wave-
form. For the BPSK in this method, the angular separation between the modulated bits
“1” and “0” is set to be φδ(φδ < π) rather than π as with the traditional BPSK waveforms.
Using this method, the designed JRC waveform in [31,32] can achieve a better autocorre-
lation performance with the degradation in the bit error rate (BER). In [13], based on the
traditional unimodular communications waveform, the author designs a JRC waveform
by optimizing the phase perturbation in each chip, which is named the optimized phase
perturbation (OPP) waveform. To keep the JRC waveform with a low BER, the phase
perturbation of each chip of the JRC waveform is constrained by an upper bound.

The aforementioned co-use JRC waveforms are all obtained by using single waveforms.
However, the autocorrelation sidelobe of a single waveform cannot be decreased to as low
as possible [33]. To further decrease the autocorrelation sidelobe level of JRC waveforms,
a feasible way is to exploit the philosophy of the complementary sequence set (CSS) to
design co-use JRC waveforms. A CSS contains multiple subsequences. The sum of the
autocorrelation function (SACF) of subsequences in the CSS is the Kronecker delta function,
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i.e., all sidelobes of the SACF of subsequences are zero [34]. This property makes CSS a
promising sequence to be used to design waveforms with low range sidelobe levels, which
has been shown in radar applications [35,36]. In our work, the philosophy of the CSS is
exploited to design the JRC waveforms.

In this paper, based on CSSs, two co-use JRC waveforms design methods are proposed.
At first, unimodular JRC waveforms with low sidelobe levels are devised, which are called
the JRC complementary waveform group (JRC-CWG). The devised JRC-CWG has a consid-
erably low sidelobe level as well as good communications performance. Each JRC-CWG
contains two kinds of unimodular waveforms. One kind of waveform carry out both radar
and communications functions, and are termed waveforms with communications infor-
mation (WCI). The traditional communications waveforms, such as the BPSK waveforms,
are employed as the WCIs. The other kind of waveform in the JRC-CWG are called the
waveforms to be optimized (WTO), which are optimized to suppress the sidelobe level
of the JRC-CWG. Furthermore, considering that the Doppler resilience of the designed
JRC-CWG is poor [37–39], a Doppler-resilient JRC complementary waveform (DR-JRC-
CWG) design method is proposed. To design the DR-JRC-CWG, the Doppler sensitivity of
the designed JRC-CWG is analyzed first. Specifically, the Taylor expansion terms of the
ambiguity function (AF) of the JRC-CWG near the region of zero Doppler shift are derived,
and this shows that the nonzero-order Taylor expansion terms will impact the Doppler
resilience of JRC-CWG. Hence, the coefficients of the low-order Taylor expansion terms
are utilized in the formulated optimization problem to design the DR-JRC-CWG. To solve
these optimization problems, an iterative algorithm is proposed based on the framework of
the Fletcher–Reeves conjugate gradient (FR-CG) algorithm and the FFT algorithm.

The contributions of our work are summarized as follows:

(1) A new co-use JRC waveform is devised by exploiting the philosophy of the comple-
mentary sequence and is called the JRC-CWG.

(2) Compared with the JRC waveforms proposed in [31] and [13], the designed JRC-CWG
has a much lower sidelobe level and better communications performance in terms
of BER.

(3) A new Doppler resilient waveform design method is proposed to design the DR-
JRC-CWG that is not sensitive to Doppler shift caused by the relative radial velocity
between the vehicle and target.

(4) An algorithm based on the framework of the FR-CG algorithm and the FFT algorithm
is proposed to design the DR-JRC-CWG.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the model of JRC-CWG
and the signal processing procedure at radar and communications receivers are introduced.
In Section 3, the optimization problems for the JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG design are
developed and the optimal JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG are devised. In Section 4, several
simulation results are presented. Discussions are drawn in Section 5. Finally, a conclusion
is made in Section 6.

Notations: Non-bold letters and bold lower-case letters represent scalars and vectors,
respectively. Bold capital letters represent matrices. The n-th element of vector s is repre-
sented as s(n), and the k-th row and n-th column entry of matrix F is represented as F(k, n).
0K×N denotes the K × N matrix of zeros. The N-order identity matrix is denoted by IN .
(·)∗, (·)T , and (·)H stand for conjugate, transpose, and conjugate transpose, respectively.
‖ · ‖F denotes the Frobenius norm. � represents the Hadamard product operator. | · | takes
the absolute value of each element of a vector or matrix. Re{·} denotes the real part of a
complex value. C denotes the complex space.

2. JRC-CWG Model
2.1. Transmit JRC-CWG Model

In this paper, we consider an ITS as shown in Figure 1. In Figure 1, the yellow car that
is equipped with an automotive JRC system transmits the JRC waveforms to detect the
white bus and simultaneously sends communications information to it.
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Figure 1. Intelligent transportation system.

In this paper, we consider that the transmit JRC waveform is the JRC-CWG, as shown
in Figure 2. There are G groups of JRC-CWGs transmitted in each coherent processing
interval (CPI) to perform radar and communications jointly. Each JRC-CWG contains M
waveforms, and, hence, there are GM waveforms that will successively be transmitted with
a fixed PRI, denoted as T in Figure 2. Let Sg =

[
sg,1, sg,2, . . . , sg,M

]
∈ CN×M be the matrix

formed by the waveforms of the g-th JRC-CWG. sg,m is the m-th transmit waveform in the
g-th JRC-CWG, which is denoted as

sg,m =
[
sg,m(1), sg,m(2), . . . , sg,m(N)

]T (1)
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In (1), sg,m(n) = 1√
N

ejθg,m(n) denotes the n-th entry of sg,m; θg,m(n) represents the phase
of sg,m(n); and N is the length of sg,m.

In each transmit JRC-CWG, the first Mr transmit waveforms are WTOs, which are
represented by solid bars, and the last Mc transmit waveforms are WCIs, which are repre-
sented by shadowed bars in Figure 2. Clearly, it can be seen that M = Mr + Mc. That is to
say, the whole JRC-CWG consists of WTOs and WCIs. In order to perform the communi-
cations function, the traditional unimodular communications waveforms, such as BPSK
waveforms, will be employed as the WCIs. The WCIs are determined by the transmitted
communications information. In order to improve the radar performance, the WTOs are
optimized to suppress the sidelobe level of the whole JRC-CWG.

In this paper, we consider a radar and communication system with a single transmit
antenna. It is worth noting that the proposed JRC-CWG is also applicable for multiple
transmit antennas and receive antennas. This will be discussed in our future work.

2.2. Receive Signal Model at the Radar Receiver

The receive signal model at the radar receiver is shown in Figure 3a. For the sake of
simplicity, we only consider returns from one point target in this paper. It can be easily
extended to more general scenarios. Furthermore, it is reasonable to assume that the
velocity of the vehicles is low. Hence, the Doppler shift of the returns in one PRI can be
regarded as a constant value. Thus, the sampled return from a point target at the radar
receiver of the JRC system can be represented as

sr
g,m = δgρej2π fdT(m−1)sg,m + ng,m (2)
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where δg is the complex scattering coefficient including the path loss and RCS of the target.
According to [40,41], the RCS of a target can be described using the Swerling I model,
i.e., the RCS of the target does not fluctuate in each CPI, and it will only fluctuate during
different CPIs. Further to this, the path loss can be regarded as a constant value in each
CPI. Thus, we assume that δg is a constant value in the g-th CPI. ρ = ej2π fdT[(g−1)M],
and fd = 2v/λ denotes the Doppler frequency, where v is the relative radial velocity
between the JRC system and the target, and λ is the wavelength of the transmit waveforms.
ng,m ∈ CN×1 is the vector of complex Gaussian white noise.
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The signal processing procedure at the radar receiver is shown in Figure 3b. hMF
g,m

denotes the matched filter of sg,m. As depicted in Figure 3b, the matched filter output of
the g-th JRC-CWG returns are coherently accumulated, which can be denoted as

yr
g = δgρ

M

∑
m=1

ej2π fdT(m−1)rg,m +
M

∑
m=1

n’
g,m (3)

where n’
g,m ∈ CK×1 (K = 2N − 1) is the matched filter output of ng,m, which is still a Gaus-

sian white noise vector. rg,m =
[
rg,m(1− N), . . . , rg,m(−1), rg,m(0), rg,m(1), . . . , rg,m(N − 1)

]T

denotes the auto correlation function of sg,m, where

rg,m(n) = sH
g,mUnsg,m, for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 (4)

and rg,m(n) = r∗g,m(−n), for n = 1− N, 2− N, . . . ,−1. Un is expressed as

Un =

[
0n×(N−n) IN−n

0(N−n)×(N−n) 0(N−n)×n

]
, n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 (5)

2.3. Receive Signal Model at the Communications User

The signal received by the communications user is denoted as sc
g,m in Figure 4,

where [42]
sc

g,m = δhsg,m + nc
g,m (6)
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δh is the communications channel coefficient [42,43], and nc
g,m is the vector of complex

Gaussian white noise at the communications receiver.
Note that all the signals transmitted by the JRC systems, including the WTOs and the

WCIs are received by the communications user. Only the WCIs need to be decoded by the
user. It is assumed that the user knows the number of the WTOs Mr, and the number of
WCIs Mc in each JRC-CWG. In view of this, WCIs can be extracted, and the communications
messages can be decoded according to the modulation scheme of the WCIs.

The communications rate and BER are usually utilized to measure the performance of
communications. The communications rate of the JRC-CWG can be represented as

Rb =
Mc

M · T NB0 bit/s (7)

where Mc is the number of WCIs in each JRC-CWG; M is the number of waveforms in each
JRC-CWG; T is the PRI; N is the length of each WCI; and B0 is the number of bits carried
by each symbol of the WCI. For instance, if the BPSK waveforms are employed as the WCI,
B0 = 1. If the 16-PSK waveforms are employed as the WCI, B0 = 4.

Since the traditional unimodular communications waveforms are employed as the
WCIs, the BER of the JRC-CWG is the same as that of the traditional constant modulus
communications waveform under the same condition.

3. JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG Design
3.1. JRC-CWG Design with Low Sidelobe Level

In the ITS, when the relative radial velocity between the JRC system and the target
is small or can be obtained, the effect of Doppler shift on the matched filter output can be
ignored. For this case, the JRC-CWG design method is proposed without considering the
Doppler shift in this section.

3.1.1. Problem Formulation

When the relative radial velocity v is 0, (3) can be rewritten as

yr
g = δgfg +

M

∑
m=1

n’
g,m (8)

where fg =
M
∑

m=1
rg,m is defined as the SACF of the g-th JRC-CWG. To suppress the sidelobe

level of fg while designing the unimodular JRC-CWG, the optimization problem can be
formulated as [39]

min
SR

g

1
M fH

g fg − 1

s.t.
∣∣sg,m(n)

∣∣ = 1√
N

m = 1, 2, . . . , M, n = 1, 2, . . . , N
(9)

where SR
g =

[
sg,1, . . . , sg,Mr

]
∈ CN×Mr is the matrix formed by all WTOs of the g-th JRC-

CWG. The g-th optimal JRC-CWG can be obtained by solving the optimization problem
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in (9). To obtain G optimal JRC-CWGs, G optimization problems similar to (9) should
be solved in parallel. The proposed optimization problem is a fourth-order polynomial
minimization problem with nonlinear constraints, which is hard to be solved. Note that
the objective function can be transformed into a frequency domain using the Wiener–
Khinchin theorem, which can be performed by applying the FFT algorithm to reduce
the computational complexity. Moreover, by only optimizing the phase of WTOs, the
constraints in (9) can be cancelled. Hence, (9) can be transformed to be

min
Θg

[
M

∑
m=1

xg,m � x∗g,m

]H[ M

∑
m=1

xg,m � x∗g,m

]
(10)

where Θg =
[
θg,1, . . . ,θg,Mr

]
∈ CN×Mr is the phase of WTOs in SR

g . xg,m = F̃K s̃g,m, where

s̃g,m =
[
sT

g,m 0T
(N−1)×1

]T
, and F̃K is the K(K = 2N − 1) point discrete Fourier transform

(DFT) matrix.

3.1.2. JRC-CWG Design Algorithm

In this section, an algorithm based on the framework of the FR-CG algorithm and the
FFT algorithm is applied to solve (10).

Define

D
(
Θg
)
=

[
M

∑
m=1

xg,m � x∗g,m

]H[ M

∑
m=1

xg,m � x∗g,m

]
(11)

To solve (10), the gradient of D
(
Θg
)

with respect to Θg is required to be derived.
To achieve this, the gradient of D

(
Θg
)

with respect to θg,m(n) (m ≤ Mr) is derived first.
According to the definition of the gradient of the real-valued function with respect to
complex variables in [44], the gradient of D

(
Θg
)

with respect to θg,m(n) is represented as

∂D(Θg)
∂θg,m(n) =

∂D(Θg)
∂sg,m(n) ·

∂sg,m(n)
∂θg,m(n) +

∂D(Θg)
∂s∗g,m(n) ·

∂s∗g,m(n)
∂θg,m(n)

= j
∂D(Θg)
∂sg,m(n) · sg,m(n)− j

∂D(Θg)
∂s∗g,m(n) · s

∗
g,m(n)

(12)

In (12), j represents the imaginary unit. According to the chain rule, we can determine that

∂D(Θg)
∂sg,m(n) =

K
∑

k=1

∂D(Θg)
∂γg(k)

∂γg(k)
∂xg,m(k)

∂xg,m(k)
∂sg,m(n)

=
K
∑

k=1
γ∗g(k)x∗g,m(k)F̃K(k, n)

(13)

and
∂D(Θg)
∂s∗g,m(n) =

K
∑

k=1

∂D(Θg)
∂γ∗g(k)

∂γ∗g(k)
∂x∗g,m(k)

∂x∗g,m(k)
∂s∗g,m(n)

=
K
∑

k=1
γg(k)xg,m(k)F̃

∗
K(k, n)

(14)

In (13) and (14), γg(k) is the k-th element of γg, and γg =
M
∑

m=1
xg,m � x∗g,m. From (13)

and (14), we can determine that

∂D
(
Θg
)

∂sg,m(n)
=

[
∂D
(
Θg
)

∂s∗g,m(n)

]∗
(15)
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From (12) to (15), the gradient of D
(
Θg
)

with respect to θg,m can be represented as

∂D(Θg)
∂θg,m

=
{

V
[
F̃K

(
2γg � x∗g,m

)]}
�
(

jsg,m
)

+
{

V
[
F̃H

K

(
2γg � xg,m

)]}
�
(
−js∗g,m

)
= 2Re

{{
V
[
F̃K

(
2γg � x∗g,m

)]}
�
(

jsg,m
)} (16)

where V =
[
IN , 0N×(N−1)

]
. Using (16), the gradient of D

(
Θg
)

with respect to Θg can be
calculated, and the FR-CG algorithm can be applied to solve (10). Note that (10) and (16)
can be calculated with the FFT algorithm to reduce computational complicity. The detailed
algorithm for designing the g-th JRC-CWG is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: The JRC-CWG design algorithm.

Input: G, Mc, Mr, N, the threshold ε, and WCIs.
Step 1: Initialize Θ

(0)
g =

[
θ
(0)
g,1 , . . . ,θ(0)

g,Mr

]
, let k0 = 0, α0 = 0, and the search direction Ṽ(0)

d = 0N×Mr .

Step 2: Calculate the gradient matrix G̃(k0)
g =

[
g̃(k0)

g,1 , g̃(k0)
g,2 , . . . g̃(k0)

g,Mr

]
using (16), where

g̃(k0)
g,m = ∂D

[
Θ

(k0)
g

]
/∂θ

(k0)
g,m .

Step 3: Calculate the search direction Ṽ(k0+1)
d = −G̃(k0)

g + αk0 Ṽ(k0)
d .

Step 4: Compute Θ
(k0+1)
g = Θ

(k0)
g + λk0 Ṽ(k0+1)

d , where λk0 is the optimal solution that minimizes

D
[
Θ

(k0+1)
g

]
, which is obtained with the line search method [45].

Step 5: If
∣∣∣D[Θ(k0+1)

g

]
− D

[
Θ

(k0)
g

]∣∣∣ ≤ ε, go to Output,
else (1) Let k0 = k0 + 1;

(2) Calculate the gradient matrix G̃(k0)
g =

[
g̃(k0)

g,1 , g̃(k0)
g,2 , . . . g̃(k0)

g,Mr

]
using (16),

where g̃(k0)
g,m = ∂D

[
Θ

(k0)
g

]
/∂θ

(k0)
g,m ;

(3) Calculate αk0 = ‖G̃
(k0)
g ‖

2

F
/‖G̃(k0−1)

g ‖
2

F
;

(4) Turn to Step 3.
Output: The phase of WTOs Θ

(k0+1)
g .

3.1.3. Computational Complexity Analysis

For the proposed algorithm to design the JRC-CWG in Algorithm 1, the computa-
tional complexity of step 2 is O(Mr(M + 1)K log2(K)). The computational cost of step 3
is O(NMr). In step 4, the computational complexity is O

(
ÑMK log2(K)

)
, where Ñ is the

search time to obtain λk0 with the line search method. In step 5 (2), the computational
complexity is O(Mr(M + 1)K log2(K)), and the computational cost of step 5 (3) is O(NMr).
The total computational complexity of each iteration of the JRC-CWG design algorithm
is approximately O

(
Mr(M + 1)K log2(K) + ÑMK log2(K) + 2NMr

)
. Hence, the compu-

tational complexity of the JRC-CWG design algorithm in Algorithm 1 is approximately
O
(

L̃Mr(M + 1)K log2(K) + L̃ÑMK log2(K) + 2L̃NMr
)
, where L̃ is the number of iterations.

3.2. DR-JRC-CWG Design

In Section 3, we have designed the JRC-CWG under the assumption that the relative
radial velocity v between the JRC system and the target is known or can be ignored.
However, the accurate v is hard to be obtained, or v cannot be ignored in practice. The
range sidelobe level of the received JRC-CWG will increase if v cannot be compensated
at the radar receiver. To decrease the range sidelobe level of the received JRC-CWG with
Doppler shift, a Doppler-resilient JRC-CWG, i.e., the DR-JRC-CWG is devised in this section.
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3.2.1. Doppler Sensitivity Analysis

According to (3), the sum of matched filter outputs of the g-th JRC-CWG with Doppler
shift fd is

yr
g(n, fd) = δgρ

M

∑
m=1

ej2π(m−1) fdTsH
g,mUnsg,m +

M

∑
m=1

n’
g,m (17)

As shown in (17), the Doppler frequency fd will affect the range sidelobe level of
the JRC-CWG. It is necessary to design the DR-JRC-CWG when fd cannot be accurately
acquired.

According to (17), the AF of the g-th JRC-CWG is defined as

yg(n, ϕd) =
M
∑

m=1
ej2π(m−1)ϕd sH

g,mUnsg,m,

for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1
(18)

and yg(n, ϕd) = y∗g(−n, ϕd), for n = 1− N, 2− N, . . . ,−1, where ϕd = fdT is the normal-
ized Doppler frequency.

Next, the AF of the g-th JRC-CWG is analyzed using the Taylor formula, and we will
show how the nonzero-order Taylor expansion terms affect the Doppler resilience of the
JRC-CWG. The Taylor expansion of the AF of the g-th JRC-CWG around ϕd = 0 can be
represented as

yg(n, ϕd) =
∞

∑
q=0

M
∑

m=1
(m− 1)qsH

g,mUnsg,m

q!
(j2πϕd)

q (19)

Introduce βg,q =
[
βg,q(1− N), . . . , βg,q(0), . . . βg,q(N − 1)

]T , where

βg,q(n) = 1
q!

M
∑

m=1
(m− 1)qsH

g,mUnsg,m

for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1
(20)

and βg,q(n) = β∗g,q(−n), for n = 1− N, 2− N, . . . ,−1, and then, (19) can be rewritten as

yg(n, ϕd) =
∞

∑
q=0

βg,q(n)(j2πϕd)
q (21)

Let
Pg,q(n, ϕd) = βg,q(n)(j2πϕd)

q (22)

Then, (21) can be rewritten as

yg(n, ϕd) =
∞

∑
q=0

Pg,q(n, ϕd). (23)

In (23), yg(n, ϕd) can be regarded as the summation of Pg,q(n, ϕd) for different q. When
q = 0, we will obtain

Pg,0(n, ϕd) =
M

∑
m=1

sH
g,mUnsg,m (24)

In (24), it can be seen that Pg,0(n, ϕd) is the SACF of the g-th JRC-CWG. This indicates
that only the zero-order Taylor expansion term is considered in the optimization problem
(10). However, according to (23), if only the zero-order Taylor expansion term Pg,0(n, ϕd) is
considered in the JRC-CWG design, the nonzero-order Taylor expansion terms of yg will
deteriorate the Doppler resilience of the JRC-CWGs. Hence, to suppress the sidelobe level
of the JRC-CWG around ϕd = 0, more Taylor expansion terms of yg, i.e., Pg,q, should be
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optimized. Moreover, according to (20) and (22), as q increases, the value of Pg,q(n, ϕd)
decreases because of the term 1/q!. This means that some lower order of Pg,q has the major
effect on the Doppler resilience of the JRC-CWG. Furthermore, according to (22), when
optimizing Pg,q, the term (j2πϕd)

q can be regarded as a constant. Hence, it is reasonable
to optimize Pg,q by optimizing βg,q. In summary, to design the DR-JRC-CWG, βg,q for
q = 0, 1, . . . , Q, should be jointly optimized.

3.2.2. Problem Formulation

From the discussion above, the optimization problem to design the g-th DR-JRC-CWG
can be represented as

min
SR

g

Q
∑

q=0
w̃q

(
1

Ẽ(q)β
H
g,qβg,q − 1

)
s.t.

∣∣sg,m(n)
∣∣ = 1√

N
m = 1, 2, . . . , M, n = 1, 2, . . . , N

(25)

where Ẽ(q) = 1
q! ·

M
∑

m=1
(m− 1)q, and w̃q is the weight satisfying

Q
∑

q=0
w̃q = 1. Similar to (10),

to obtain G optimal DR-JRC-CWGs, G optimization problems similar to (25) should be
solved in parallel. It can be seen that when Q = 0, the optimization problem in (25) will
be the optimization problem in (9). Similar to (10), the optimization problem (25) can be
transformed into

min
Θg

Q

∑
q=0

w̃q

[
M

∑
m=1

(m− 1)qxg,m � x∗g,m

]H[ M

∑
m=1

(m− 1)qxg,m � x∗g,m

]
(26)

3.2.3. DR-JRC-CWG Design Algorithm

For simplicity, let

Ddop
(
Θg
)
=

Q

∑
q=0

w̃qhg,q
(
Θg
)

(27)

where hg,q
(
Θg
)
=

[
M
∑

m=1
(m− 1)qxg,m � x∗g,m

]H[ M
∑

m=1
(m− 1)qxg,m � x∗g,m

]
. The gradient of

Ddop
(
Θg
)

with respect to Θg can be represented as

∂Ddop
(
Θg
)

∂Θg
=

Q

∑
q=0

w̃q
∂hg,q

(
Θg
)

∂Θg
(28)

The gradient of hg,q
(
Θg
)

with respect to θg,m (m ≤ Mr) is

∂hg,q
(
Θg
)

∂θg,m
= 2Re

{
(m− 1)q

{
V
[
F̃K

(
2γg,q � x∗g,m

)]}
�
(

jsg,m
)}

(29)

where γg,q =
M
∑

m=1

[
(m− 1)qxg,m � x∗g,m

]
. The derivation of (29) is similar to that in (16). In

addition, (27) and (29) can be computed using the FFT algorithm to reduce the computational
complexity. The DR-JRC-CWG design algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 2.



Remote Sens. 2023, 15, 645 11 of 20

Algorithm 2: The DR-JRC-CWG design algorithm

Input: G, Mc, Mr, N, w̃q, the threshold ε, Q, and WCIs.

Step 1: Initialize Θ
(0)
g =

[
θ
(0)
g,1 , . . . ,θ(0)

g,Mr

]
, and let k0 = 0, α0 = 0, and Ṽ(0)

d = 0N×Mr .

Step 2: Calculate the gradient matrix G̃(k0)
g =

[
g̃(k0)

g,1 , g̃(k0)
g,2 , . . . g̃(k0)

g,Mr

]
using (28) and (29), where

g̃(k0)
g,m = ∂D

[
Θ

(k0)
g

]
/∂θ

(k0)
g,m .

Step 3: Calculate the search direction Ṽ(k0+1)
d = −G̃(k0)

g + αk0 Ṽ(k0)
d .

Step 4: Compute Θ
(k0+1)
g = Θ

(k0)
g + λk0 Ṽ(k0+1)

d , where λk0 is the optimal solution that minimizes

Ddop

[
Θ

(k0+1)
g

]
, which is obtained with the line search method.

Step 5: If
∣∣∣Ddop

[
Θ

(k0+1)
g

]
− Ddop

[
Θ

(k0)
g

]∣∣∣ ≤ ε, go to Output,
else (1) Let k0 = k0 + 1;
(2) Calculate the gradient matrix G̃(k0)

g =
[
g̃(k0)

g,1 , g̃(k0)
g,2 , . . . g̃(k0)

g,Mr

]
using (28) and

(29), where g̃(k0)
g,m = ∂D

[
Θ

(k0)
g

]
/∂θ

(k0)
g,m ;

(3) Calculate αk0 = ‖G̃
(k0)
g ‖

2

F
/‖G̃(k0−1)

g ‖
2

F
;

(4) Turn to Step 3.
Output: The phase of WTOs Θ

(k0+1)
g .

3.2.4. Computational Complexity Analysis

For the DR-JRC-CWG design algorithm in Algorithm 2, the computational complexity
of step 2 is O((Q + 1)Mr(M + 1)K log2(K)). The computational cost of step 3 is O(NMr).
The computational complexity of step 4 is O

(
(Q + 1)ÑMK log2(K)

)
, where Ñ is the search

time to obtain λk0 with the line search method. Moreover, in step 5 (2), the computational
complexity is O((Q + 1)Mr(M + 1)K log2(K)), and the computational cost of step 5 (3) is
O(NMr). Then, the total computational complexity of each iteration of the DR-JRC-CWG de-
sign algorithm is approximately O

(
(Q + 1)

(
Mr(M + 1) + ÑM

)
K log2(K) + 2NMr

)
. Hence,

the computational complexity of the DR-JRC-CWG design algorithm in Algorithm 2 is ap-
proximately O

(
L̃(Q + 1)

(
Mr(M + 1) + ÑM

)
K log2(K) + 2L̃NMr

)
, where L̃ is the number

of iterations.

4. Results

In this section, several simulation results are given to evaluate the performances of the
designed JRC-CWG and the DR-JRC-CWG. In the following, unless otherwise mentioned,
the number of groups G of the JRC-CWG or the DR-JRC-CWG is set to be 1. The peak-
to-sidelobe ratio (PSLR) of SACF of the JRC-CWG and the DR-JRC-CWG is utilized to
measure their sidelobe performance. The BPSK and the 16-PSK waveforms are employed
as the WCIs for the designed JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG. For the WCIs with BPSK
modulation, the JRC-CWG is denoted as the JRC-CWG-BPSK, and the DR-JRC-CWG is
denoted as DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK in the following. For the WCIs with 16-PSK modulation,
the JRC-CWG and the DR-JRC-CWG are denoted as the JRC-CWG-16-PSK and the DR-JRC-
CWG-16-PSK, respectively.

4.1. Performance of the JRC-CWG

Let the number of WCIs Mc in each JRC-CWG be fixed to 1, and the sidelobe perfor-
mance of the JRC-CWG with different numbers of waveforms M used in each JRC-CWG is
shown in Figure 5. The sidelobe performances of the two other JRC waveforms, i.e., the
LFM-BPSK waveform in [31] and the OPP waveform in [13], are also shown in Figure 5.
In Figure 5, the OPP-BPSK denotes the OPP waveforms modulated by the BPSK wave-
forms. The length of each JRC waveform in Figure 5 is N = 64. To measure the sidelobe
performance of the LFM-BPSK waveforms and the OPP-BPSK waveforms, the PSLR of
SACF of M different LFM-BPSK waveforms and M different OPP-BPSK waveforms are
calculated, respectively.
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In Figure 5a, the PSLRs of the JRC waveforms versus M are given. Moreover, the
SACFs of the JRC waveforms with the number of waveforms M =2,4,6 are shown, respec-
tively, in Figure 5b–d. In Figure 5a, when M increases, the PSLR of all JRC waveforms
decreases, and the PSLRs of the designed JRC-CWG-BPSK and the JRC-CWG-16-PSK
decrease faster than those of the other two JRC waveforms. Specifically, when M = 2,
the PSLR of the JRC-CWG-BPSK is 4.8 dB lower than that of the OPP-BPSK waveform,
and 14.1 dB lower than that of the LFM-BPSK waveform. When M = 2, the PSLR of the
designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK is 3.9 dB lower than that of the OPP-BPSK waveform and
13.2 dB lower than that of the LFM-BPSK waveform. When M = 4, the PSLRs of the
designed JRC-CWG-BPSK and JRC-CWG-16-PSK are at least 120 dB lower than those
of the OPP-BPSK waveform and the LFM-BPSK waveform. As depicted in Section 2,
M = Mr + Mc, where Mr is the number of WTOs employed in each JRC-CWG. Thus, Mr
will increase with the increasing M when Mc is fixed. With the increase in Mr, more degrees
of freedom will be employed to suppress the sidelobe of the JRC-CWG SACF according
to (9), which will lead to a lower PSLR than other JRC waveforms. Due to the limitation
of the computation accuracy of the used computer, the PSLR of the designed JRC-CWG is
approximately −150 dB and will not decrease anymore when M ≥ 4. Furthermore, it can
be seen in Figure 5 that the sidelobe performance of the designed JRC-CWG-BPSK is close
to that of the designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK with different M. That is to say, the modulation
approach has little influence on the sidelobe performance of the designed JRC-CWG.

From Figure 5, we can see that with a sufficiently large M, the sidelobe level of the
designed JRC-CWG can be sufficiently suppressed. However, in practice, a large M is
usually not recommended. With a large M, it will take a longer time to transmit one
JRC-CWG, and the coefficient δg in (2) may be changed. In practice, the M should make
sure that the coefficient δg does not change during the CPI.
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4.2. Performance of the DR-JRC-CWG

In this subsection, the performance of DR-JRC-CWG will be shown. The AF defined in
(18) and Delay-Doppler maps of the designed JRC-CWG-BPSK are shown in Figure 6(a1,a2).
Let w =

[
w̃0, w̃1, . . . , w̃Q

]T collect the weights in (26), and the AFs and Delay-Doppler maps
of the designed DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK with different weights w
are shown in Figure 6(b1–d2). Furthermore, the AFs and Delay-Doppler maps of the LFM-
BPSK waveform and OPP-BPSK waveform are shown in Figure 6(e1–f2). The simulation
parameters used in Figure 6 are listed in Table 1.
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w = w2; (e1) AF of the OPP-BPSK waveform; (e2) Delay-Doppler map of the OPP-BPSK waveform;
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Table 1. Parameters used in Figure 6.

Figure JRC Waveform Q w Mc M Tp PRI N

Figure 6(a1,a2) JRC-CWG-BPSK 0 - 1 6 5 µs 20 µs 64
Figure 6(b1,b2) DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK 1 w1 = [0.95, 0.05]T 1 6 5 µs 20 µs 64
Figure 6(c1,c2) DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK 1 w2 = [0.9, 0.1]T 1 6 5 µs 20 µs 64
Figure 6(e1,e2) DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK 1 w2 = [0.9, 0.1]T 1 6 5 µs 20 µs 64
Figure 6(e1,e2) OPP-BPSK - - - 6 5 µs 20 µs 64
Figure 6(f1,f2) LFM-BPSK - - - 6 5 µs 20 µs 64

From Figure 6, we can see that all the AFs have a ‘thumbtack’ shape. It can be seen
that there is a valley in the AFs of the designed JRC-CWG-BPSK, DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK, and
DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK around fd = 0, while there is no valley in the AFs of the LFM-BPSK
waveform and the OPP-BPSK waveform. This means that the designed JRC-CWG-BPSK,
DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK, and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK have better PSLR performances around
fd = 0 than the other two JRC waveforms. Moreover, the valley indicates that the PSLRs
of the JRC-CWG-BPSK, DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK, and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK increase as fd
increases, which is consistent with the analysis of (17). Compared with Figure 6(a2), the
valley in Figure 6(b2,c2,d2) is much wider. The wider the valley is, the more slowly
the PSLR will increase with the increase in fd. Therefore, compared with the designed
JRC-CWG-BPSK, the devised DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK have better
Doppler resilience. Furthermore, compared with Figure 6(b2), the valley in Figure 6(c2)
is wider, which indicates that the Doppler resilience of the designed DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK
will be improved when the weight w̃1 in w is increased. From Figure 6, we can see that
compared with the LFM-BPSK waveform, OPP-BPSK waveform, and the JRC-CWG, the
proposed DR-JRC-CWG has the best Doppler resilience. This indicates that the designed
DR-JRC-CWG is more suitable to be employed by automotive JRC systems than other JRC
waveforms when fd cannot be obtained or ignored.

In Figure 7, the relationship between the PSLR and Doppler frequency is shown. The
simulation parameters in Figure 7 are the same as those in Figure 6. In accordance with
the IEEE 802.11p standard, we assume that the carrier frequency of the JRC waveforms in
Figure 7 is 5.9 GHz [46], i.e., the wavelength λ is 0.051 m. In Figure 7, the horizontal line for
−35 dB is plotted. To make sure the PSLRs of the JRC waveforms are lower than −35 dB,
the maximum Doppler frequencies and the corresponding radial velocities of the target in
Figure 7 are listed in Table 2.
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Table 2. PSLRs of the JRC waveforms and the corresponding velocities.

JRC Waveform w PSLR (dB) fd (Hz) Velocity (m/s)

JRC-CWG-BPSK - −35 986.3 25.1
DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK w1 = [0.95, 0.05]T −35 2513.0 63.9
DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK w2 = [0.9, 0.1]T −35 2654.0 67.5

DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK w2 = [0.9, 0.1]T −35 2631.4 66.9
OPP-BPSK - −35 NA NA
LFM-BPSK - −35 NA NA

In Table 2, the NA stands for not-applicable. It can be determined that if the PSLR
of the JRC waveform is required to be lower than −35 dB, the OPP-BPSK waveform and
the LFM-BPSK waveform will not be applicable. To make sure the PSLR is lower than
−35 dB, the radial velocity v between the JRC platform and the target should satisfy that
v < 25.1 m/s for JRC-CWG-BPSK, v < 63.9 m/s for DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK with w = w1,
v < 67.5 m/s for the DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK with w = w2, and v < 66.9 m/s for the DR-JRC-
CWG-16-PSK with w = w2, respectively. Hence, the designed DR-JRC-CWGs have better
Doppler resilience than the designed JRC-CWGs. Compared with the DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK
with w = w1, i.e., w̃1 = 0.05, and w = w2, i.e., w̃1 = 0.1, it can be observed that the Doppler
resilience of the designed DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK will be improved when the weight w̃1 in
w is increased. Moreover, the designed DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK with w = w2 has a similar
performance to the designed DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK with w = w2. From Figure 7, we
can see that the designed DR-JRC-CWG has better Doppler resilience than the OPP-BPSK
waveform, the LFM-BPSK waveform, and the JRC-CWG. Moreover, the Doppler resilience
of the designed DR-JRC-CWG satisfies the demand of automotive JRC systems, while that
of other JRC waveforms does not.

In Figure 7, compared with the designed JRC-CWG-BPSK, the PSLR of the designed
DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK at fd = 0 is larger. Moreover, the larger the weight w̃1 in w is, the
larger the PSLR of the designed DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK at fd = 0 is. Specifically, the PSLR of
the designed JRC-CWG-BPSK at fd = 0 is−151.9 dB. For the designed DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK
with w = w1, and the DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK with w = w2, the PSLR at fd = 0 is −98.5 dB
and −71.2 dB, respectively. Note that in the multi-objective optimization problem (25),
the Doppler resilience and the sidelobe level of SACF of the DR-JRC-CWG are jointly
optimized, whereas in the optimization problem (9) only the sidelobe level of the SACF of
the JRC-CWG is optimized. Hence, the PSLR of the DR-JRC-CWG may be higher than that
of the JRC-CWG. Moreover, the larger the weight w̃1 in w is, the higher the PSLR will be.

From Figure 7, it can be seen that the DR-JRC-CWG has a worse sidelobe performance
than the JRC-CWG at fd = 0. In practice, the user can employ the DR-JRC-CWG at first to
estimate the velocity of the target. Then, the JRC-CWG can be employed, since the Doppler
shift can be compensated at the radar receiver by using the estimated velocity.

Generally, an ITS often suffers serious clutter. In this scenario, the estimated target out-
put signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) of the JRC waveforms with different Doppler frequencies
are illustrated in Figure 8. The simulation parameters of the JRC waveforms in Figure 8
are the same as those in Figure 7. The SNR is estimated by using the SNR estimation
method in [47]. The input SNR of the JRC system is 0 dB in Figure 8. It can be seen that
as the Doppler frequency increases, the output SNR of all the JRC waveforms decreases.
However, the output SNR of the designed DR-JRC-CWG decreases slower than that of the
other JRC waveforms. Furthermore, the output SNRs of the designed JRC-CWG and the
DR-JRC-CWG are higher than those of the OPP-BPSK and the LFM-BPSK waveforms when
fd = 0. Hence, the DR-JRC-CWG has the best performance in terms of the output SNR.
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4.3. Communications Performance

In this subsection, the BER and communications rate are applied to evaluate the
communications performance of the JRC waveforms.

The variations in the BER with the bit energy-to-noise power spectral density ratios
(which is denoted as Eb/N0 in Figure 9) of the JRC waveforms with the BPSK and 16-PSK
modulation schemes are shown in Figure 9a,b, respectively. Moreover, the BERs of the
traditional BPSK waveform and the traditional 16-PSK waveform are also illustrated in
Figure 9. The OPP-16-PSK in Figure 9b denotes the OPP waveforms with 16-PSK modulation.
In Figure 9a, we can see that both the designed JRC-CWG-BPSK and DR-JRC-CWG-BPSK
have the same BER as the traditional BPSK waveforms. To make sure the BER is lower than
10−5, the Eb/N0 should be greater than 9.6 dB for the JRC-CWG-BPSK and DR-JRC-CWG-
BPSK, greater than 11.1 dB for the OPP-BPSK waveform, and greater than 12.4 dB for the
LFM-BPSK waveform. For the JRC waveforms with 16-PSK modulation in Figure 9b, the
designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK have the same BER performance as
the traditional 16-PSK waveforms. To ensure that the BER is lower than 10−5, the Eb/N0
should be greater than 17.5 dB for the designed JRC-CWG-16PSK and DR-JRC-CWG-16PSK,
and greater than 23.4 dB for the OPP-16-PSK. Obviously, compared with the other two
JRC waveforms, the designed JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG have the best communications
performances in terms of BER for the same modulation scheme.
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The communications rates of the JRC-CWG and the DR-JRC-CWG are given in (7). It
can be seen from (7) that the communications rate of the JRC-CWG or the DR-JRC-CWG
will be increased when the number of WCIs in each JRC-CWG or DR-JRC-CWG Mc is
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increased. Let M be a fixed value of 16, the PRI T be 25 µs, and the length of each waveform
N be 64; the relationship between the communications rate and the PSLR of the designed
JRC-CWG-16-PSK and the DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK is shown in Figure 10. According to (7),
the communications rate of the designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK is
Rb = 0.64Mc Mbps. It can be seen that for the designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK and DR-JRC-
CWG-16-PSK, the PSLR increases as the communications rate or Mc increases. Specifically,
when the communications rate is 0.64 Mbps, i.e., Mc = 1, the PSLRs of the designed JRC-
CWG-16-PSK and the DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK are −165.3 dB and −118.8 dB, respectively.
When the communications rate is increased to 9.6 Mbps, i.e., Mc = 15, the PSLRs of the
designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK and the DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK are increased to −33.0 dB and
−30.7 dB, respectively. Since M = Mr + Mc, the number of WTOs Mr in each JRC-CWG or
DR-JRC-CWG will decrease when Mc increases with M being fixed. Since only the WTOs
are optimized to improve the sidelobe performance of the designed JRC waveforms in the
optimization problems (9) and (25), the degrees of freedom of the optimization problems
will decrease when Mr decreases, which will lead to a worse PSLR performance. It can be
observed that there is a trade-off between the communications rate and the PSLR of the
designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK. In practice, when designing the
JRC-CWG or the DR-JRC-CWG, the trade-off curve in Figure 10 can be used to satisfy the
requirements of the PSLR and the communications rate.
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Figure 10. PSLRs of the designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK versus communica-
tions rates.

The maximum communications rates and the corresponding PSLRs of the JRC wave-
forms are listed in Table 3. The simulation parameters used in Table 3 are the same as those
in Figure 10. Although the OPP-16-PSK has a slightly higher communications rate than the
designed JRC-CWG-16-PSK and DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK, it has much worse performance in
terms of PSLR and BER according to Figure 9b.

Table 3. Maximum communications rates and the corresponding PSLRs of the JRC waveforms.

JRC Waveform Communications Rate (Mbps) PSLR (dB)

DR-JRC-CWG-16-PSK 9.6 −30.72
JRC-CWG-16-PSK 9.6 −33.01

OPP-16-PSK 10.24 −17.33
LFM-BPSK 2.56 −19.27

5. Discussion

In this paper, the JRC-CWG and the DR-JRC-CWG design methods were proposed,
which have low sidelobe levels and good communications performances. The designed
JRC-CWG and the DR-JRC-CWG can be used for automotive JRC systems. However, the
proposed methods have to make a trade-off between the radar and communications perfor-
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mance. In our future work, we will try to avoid this compromise. Moreover, polarization is
an important characteristic that can be considered in waveform design to improve the per-
formance of JRC waveforms [38]. The multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technique is
not only used in radar but also in communications, and can also be employed in JRC-CWG
design in our future work.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, we designed a JRC waveform group based on CSSs called the JRC-CWG.
In order to achieve better radar performance, the JRC-CWG was optimized to obtain the
SACF with a low sidelobe level. However, it has poor Doppler resilience. To improve
the Doppler resilience of the JRC-CWG, the DR-JRC-CWG design method was proposed.
To devise the JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG, the algorithm based on the framework of
the FR-CG algorithm and the FFT algorithm was employed, which can be implemented
using FFT to decrease the calculation complexity. Compared with the OPP waveform and
LFM-BPSK waveform, the designed JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG have favorable radar
and communications performances.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, H.L., Y.L. and G.L.; writing—original draft preparation,
H.L.; writing—review and editing, Y.L. and Y.C.; supervision, G.L.; funding acquisition, Y.L. and G.L.;
All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC)
under Grants 62001352 and 61931016, by the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities
under grant no. XJS220207, and by the Foundation for Innovative Research Groups of the National
Natural Science Foundation of China under grant no. 61621005.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Dokhanchi, S.H.; Shankar, M.R.B.; Stifter, T.; Ottersten, B. OFDM-based automotive joint radar-communication system. In Pro-

ceedings of the 2018 IEEE Radar Conference, Oklahoma City, OK, USA, 23–27 April 2018.
2. Ma, Z.; Huo, Q.; Yang, X.; Zhao, X. Safety cruise control of connected vehicles using radar and vehicle-to-vehicle communi-cation.

IEEE Syst. J. 2020, 14, 4602–4613. [CrossRef]
3. Dokhanchi, S.H.; Mysore, B.S.; Mishra, K.V.; Ottersten, B. A mmWave automotive joint radar-communications system. IEEE Trans.

Aerosp. Electron. Syst. 2019, 55, 1241–1260. [CrossRef]
4. Kumari, P.; Gonzalez-Prelcic, N.; Heath, R.W. Investigating the IEEE 802.11ad standard for millimeter wave automotive radar.

In Proceedings of the 2015 IEEE 82nd Vehicular Technology Conference, Boston, MA, USA, 6–9 September 2015.
5. Dokhanchi, S.H.; Shankar, M.R.B.; Alaee-Kerahroodi, M.; Stifter, T.; Ottersten, B. Adaptive waveform design for automotive

joint radar-communications systems. In Proceedings of the 2019 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing, Brighton, UK, 12–17 May 2019.

6. Paul, B.; Chiriyath, A.R.; Bliss, D.W. Survey of RF communications and sensing convergence research. IEEE Access 2017, 5,
252–270. [CrossRef]

7. Luong, N.C.; Lu, X.; Hoang, D.T.; Niyato, D.; Kim, D.I. Radio resource management in joint radar and communication:
A comprehensive survey. IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutor. 2021, 23, 780–814. [CrossRef]

8. Cheng, Z.; He, Z.; Liao, B. Hybrid beamforming for multi-carrier dual-function radar-communication system. IEEE Trans. Cogn.
Commun. Netw. 2021, 7, 1002–1015. [CrossRef]

9. Liu, F.; Masouros, C.; Petropulu, A.P.; Griffiths, H.; Hanzo, L. Joint radar and communication design: Applications, state-of-the-art,
and the road ahead. IEEE Trans. Commun. 2020, 68, 3834–3862. [CrossRef]

10. Zhang, Q.Y.; Zhou, Y.; Zhang, L.R.; Gu, Y.B.; Zhang, J. Waveform design for a dual-function radar-communication system based
on CE-OFDM-PM signal. IET Radar Sonar Navig. 2019, 13, 566–572. [CrossRef]

11. Qian, J.; Tian, F.; Huang, N.; Liu, T. Multiobjective optimization for spectral coexistence of radar and communication system.
In Proceedings of the 2019 IEEE Radar Conference, Boston, MA, USA, 22–26 April 2019.

12. Ahmed, A.; Zhang, Y.D.; Gu, Y. Dual-function radar-communications using QAM-based sidelobe modulation. Dig. Signal Process.
2018, 82, 166–174. [CrossRef]

13. Zhou, S.; Liang, X.; Yu, Y.; Liu, H. Joint radar-communications co-use waveform design using optimized phase perturbation.
IEEE Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst. 2019, 55, 1227–1240. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1109/JSYST.2020.2971497
http://doi.org/10.1109/TAES.2019.2899797
http://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2016.2639038
http://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2021.3070399
http://doi.org/10.1109/TCCN.2021.3063110
http://doi.org/10.1109/TCOMM.2020.2973976
http://doi.org/10.1049/iet-rsn.2018.5260
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsp.2018.06.018
http://doi.org/10.1109/TAES.2019.2909254


Remote Sens. 2023, 15, 645 19 of 20

14. Aubry, A.; De Maio, A.; Govoni, M.A.; Martino, L. On the design of multi-spectrally constrained constant modulus radar signals.
IEEE Trans. Signal Process. 2020, 68, 2231–2243. [CrossRef]

15. Fan, W.; Liang, J.; So, H.C.; Lu, G. Min-max metric for spectrally compatible waveform design via log-exponential smoothing.
IEEE Trans. Signal Process. 2020, 68, 1075–1090. [CrossRef]

16. Jiang, M.; Liao, G.; Yang, Z.; Liu, Y.; Chen, Y. Integrated radar and communication waveform design based on a shared array.
Signal Process. 2021, 182, 107956. [CrossRef]

17. Liu, Y.; Liao, G.; Xu, J.; Yang, Z.; Zhang, Y. Adaptive OFDM integrated radar and communications waveform design based on
information theory. IEEE Commun. Lett. 2017, 21, 2174–2177. [CrossRef]

18. Ciuonzo, D.; De Maio, A.; Foglia, G.; Piezzo, M. Intrapulse radar-embedded communications via multiobjective optimization.
IEEE Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst. 2015, 51, 2960–2974. [CrossRef]

19. Hassanien, A.; Amin, M.G.; Zhang, Y.D.; Ahmad, F. Dual-function radar-communications: Information embedding using sidelobe
control and waveform diversity. IEEE Trans. Signal Process. 2016, 64, 2168–2181. [CrossRef]

20. Ahmed, A.; Zhang, Y.M.D.; Himed, B. Multi-user dual-function radar-communications exploiting sidelobe control and waveform
diversity. In Proceedings of the 2018 IEEE Radar Conference, Oklahoma City, OK, USA, 23–27 April 2018.

21. Jiang, Z.M.; Rihan, M.; Zhang, P.; Huang, L.; Deng, Q.; Zhang, J.; Mohamed, E.M. Intelligent reflecting surface aided du-al-function
radar and communication system. IEEE Syst. J. 2021, 16, 475–486. [CrossRef]

22. Yang, J.; Cui, G.; Yu, X.; Kong, L. Dual-use signal design for radar and communication via ambiguity function sidelobe control.
IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol. 2020, 69, 9781–9794. [CrossRef]

23. Liu, Y.; Liao, G.; Xu, J.; Yang, Z.; Huang, L.; Zhang, Y. Transmit power adaptation for orthogonal frequency division multi-plexing
integrated radar and communication systems. J. Appl. Remote Sens. 2017, 11, 035017. [CrossRef]

24. Sit, Y.L.; Nuss, B.; Zwick, T. On mutual interference cancellation in a MIMO OFDM multiuser radar-communication network.
IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol. 2018, 67, 3339–3348. [CrossRef]

25. Liu, Y.; Liao, G.; Yang, Z. Robust OFDM integrated radar and communications waveform design based on information theory.
Signal Process. 2019, 162, 317–329. [CrossRef]

26. Liu, Y.; Liao, G.; Yang, Z.; Xu, J. Joint range and angle estimation for an integrated system combining MIMO radar with OFDM
communication. Multidimens. Syst. Signal Process. 2019, 30, 661–687. [CrossRef]

27. Chiriyath, A.R.; Ragi, S.; Mittelmann, H.D.; Bliss, D.W. Novel radar waveform optimization for a cooperative ra-dar-
communications system. IEEE Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst. 2019, 55, 1160–1173. [CrossRef]

28. Jiang, M.; Liao, G.; Yang, Z.; Liu, Y.; Chen, Y. Tunable filter design for integrated radar and communication waveforms. IEEE
Commun. Lett. 2021, 25, 570–573. [CrossRef]

29. Zeng, Y.; Ma, Y.; Sun, S. Joint radar-communication with cyclic prefixed single carrier waveforms. IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol. 2020,
69, 4069–4079. [CrossRef]

30. Sun, S.; Xu, L.; Jeong, N. Sparse step-frequency MIMO radar design for autonomous driving. In Proceedings of the 2021 IEEE
Radar Conference, Atlanta, GA, USA, 8–14 May 2021.

31. Nowak, M.J.; Zhang, Z.; Qu, Y.; Dessources, D.A.; Wicks, M.; Wu, Z. Co-designed radar-communication using linear frequency
modulation waveform. IEEE Aerosp. Electron. Syst. Mag. 2016, 31, 918–923. [CrossRef]

32. Nowak, M.J.; Zhang, Z.; LoMonte, L.; Wicks, M.; Wu, Z. Mixed-modulated linear frequency modulated radar-communications.
IET Radar Sonar Navig. 2017, 11, 313–320. [CrossRef]

33. Sarwate, D.V.; Pursley, M.B. Crosscorrelation properties of pseudorandom and related sequences. Proc. IEEE 1980, 68, 593–619.
[CrossRef]

34. Golay, M.J.E. Complementary series. IRE Trans. Inf. Theory 1961, 7, 82–87. [CrossRef]
35. Kishigami, T.; Morita, T.; Yomo, H.; Yasugi, M.; Nakagawa, Y. Advanced wide field of view millimeter-wave radar using

orthogonal complementary codes. In Proceedings of the 2014 IEEE Radar Conference, Cincinnati, OH, USA, 19–23 May 2014.
36. Akita, M.; Watanabe, M.; Inaba, T. Development of millimeter wave radar using stepped multiple frequency complementary

phase code and concept of MIMO configuration. In Proceedings of the 2017 IEEE Radar Conference, Seattle, WA, USA, 8–12 May
2017.

37. Overdevest, J.; Jansen, F.; Uysal, F.; Yarovoy, A. Doppler influence on waveform orthogonality in 79 GHz MIMO phase-coded
automotive radar. IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol. 2019, 69, 16–25. [CrossRef]

38. Pezeshki, A.; Calderbank, A.R.; Moran, W.; Howard, S.D. Doppler resilient Golay complementary waveforms. IEEE Trans. Inf.
Theory 2008, 54, 4254–4266. [CrossRef]

39. Wang, F.; Pang, C.; Wu, H.; Li, Y.; Wang, X. Designing constant modulus complete complementary sequence with high Doppler
tolerance for simultaneous polarimetric radar. IEEE Signal Process. Lett. 2019, 26, 1837–1841. [CrossRef]

40. Swerling, P. Probability of detection for fluctuating targets, IRE Trans. Inf. Theory. 1960, 6, 269–308. [CrossRef]
41. Zheng, L.; Lops, M.; Eldar, Y.C.; Wang, X.D. Radar and Communication Coexistence: An Overview. IEEE Signal Process. Mag.

2019, 36, 85–99. [CrossRef]
42. Liu, F.; Yuan, W.; Masouros, C.; Yuan, J. Radar-assisted predictive beamforming for vehicle-to-infrastructure links. In Proceedings

of the 2020 IEEE International Conference on Communications Workshops, Dublin, Ireland, 7–11 June 2020.
43. Liu, F.; Cui, Y.; Masouros, C.; Xu, J.; Han, T.X.; Eldar, Y.C.; Buzzi, S. Integrated sensing and communications: Towards du-al-

functional wireless networks for 6G and beyond. IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun. 2022, 40, 1728–1767. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2020.2983642
http://doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2020.2969043
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sigpro.2020.107956
http://doi.org/10.1109/LCOMM.2017.2723890
http://doi.org/10.1109/TAES.2015.140821
http://doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2015.2505667
http://doi.org/10.1109/JSYST.2021.3057400
http://doi.org/10.1109/TVT.2020.3002773
http://doi.org/10.1117/1.JRS.11.035017
http://doi.org/10.1109/TVT.2017.2781149
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sigpro.2019.05.001
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11045-018-0576-2
http://doi.org/10.1109/TAES.2019.2908739
http://doi.org/10.1109/LCOMM.2020.3033119
http://doi.org/10.1109/TVT.2020.2975243
http://doi.org/10.1109/MAES.2016.150236
http://doi.org/10.1049/iet-rsn.2016.0249
http://doi.org/10.1109/PROC.1980.11697
http://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1961.1057620
http://doi.org/10.1109/TVT.2019.2951632
http://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2008.928292
http://doi.org/10.1109/LSP.2019.2949686
http://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1960.1057561
http://doi.org/10.1109/MSP.2019.2907329
http://doi.org/10.1109/JSAC.2022.3156632


Remote Sens. 2023, 15, 645 20 of 20

44. Delgado, K.K. The complex gradient operator and the CR-calculus. arXiv 2009, arXiv:0906.4835.
45. Nocedal, J.; Wright, S.J. Numerical Optimization; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2006; pp. 34–63.
46. Kumari, P.; Choi, J.; Gonzalez-Prelcic, N.; Heath, R.W. IEEE 802.11ad-based radar: An approach to joint vehicular commu-nication-

radar system. IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol. 2018, 67, 3012–3027. [CrossRef]
47. Rice, M. Data-aided and non-data-aided maximum likelihood SNR estimators for CPM. IEEE Trans. Commun. 2015, 63, 4244–4253.

[CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1109/TVT.2017.2774762
http://doi.org/10.1109/TCOMM.2015.2472017

	Introduction 
	JRC-CWG Model 
	Transmit JRC-CWG Model 
	Receive Signal Model at the Radar Receiver 
	Receive Signal Model at the Communications User 

	JRC-CWG and DR-JRC-CWG Design 
	JRC-CWG Design with Low Sidelobe Level 
	Problem Formulation 
	JRC-CWG Design Algorithm 
	Computational Complexity Analysis 

	DR-JRC-CWG Design 
	Doppler Sensitivity Analysis 
	Problem Formulation 
	DR-JRC-CWG Design Algorithm 
	Computational Complexity Analysis 


	Results 
	Performance of the JRC-CWG 
	Performance of the DR-JRC-CWG 
	Communications Performance 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

