
R. Li, X. Shao, S. Sun, M. Tao, and R. Zhang, “Beam scanning for integrated sensing and communication in IRS-aided
mmWave systems,” in Proc. IEEE SPAWC, Sep. 2023.

Beam Scanning for Integrated Sensing and
Communication in IRS-aided mmWave Systems

Renwang Li1,2, Xiaodan Shao3, Shu Sun1,2, Meixia Tao1,2, Rui Zhang3,4
1Department of Electronic Engineering, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, China

2Shanghai Key Laboratory of Digital Media Processing and Transmission, Shanghai Jiao Tong University,
Shanghai, China

3School of Science and Engineering, Shenzhen Research Institute of Big Data, The Chinese University of Hong
Kong, Shenzhen, China

4Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, National University of Singapore, Singapore
Email: renwanglee@sjtu.edu.cn, shaoxiaodan@zju.edu.cn, shusun@sjtu.edu.cn, mxtao@sjtu.edu.cn,

elezhang@nus.edu.sg

Abstract—This paper investigates an intelligent reflecting sur-
face (IRS) aided millimeter-wave integrated sensing and com-
munication (ISAC) system. Specifically, based on the passive
beam scanning in the downlink, the IRS finds the optimal
beam for reflecting the signals from the base station to a
communication user. Meanwhile, the IRS estimates the angle
of a nearby target based on its echo signal received by the
sensing elements mounted on the IRS (i.e., semi-passive IRS).
We propose an ISAC protocol for achieving the above objective
via simultaneous (beam) training and sensing (STAS). Then,
we derive the achievable rate of the communication user and
the Cramer-Rao bound (CRB) of the angle estimation for the
sensing target in closed-form. The achievable rate and CRB
exhibit different performance against the duration of beam scan-
ning. Specifically, the average achievable rate initially rises and
subsequently declines, while the CRB monotonically decreases.
Consequently, the duration of beam scanning should be carefully
selected to balance communication and sensing performance.
Simulation results have verified our analytical findings and shown
that, thanks to the efficient use of downlink beam scanning signal
for simultaneous communication and target sensing, the STAS
protocol outperforms the benchmark protocol with orthogonal
beam training and sensing.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication, intelli-
gent reflecting surface, beam scanning, mmWave

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has
been recognized as a key technology for the future sixth-
generation (6G) wireless network due to its potential to enable
sharing of spectrum and hardware resources between commu-
nication and sensing systems [1]. Meanwhile, millimeter-wave
(mmWave) technology can provide high data rate for commu-
nication as well as high resolution for sensing. Accordingly,
mmWave is promising for realizing ISAC systems. However,
mmWave is susceptible to obstacles, and the performance
of mmWave ISAC systems will degrade dramatically in the
absence of line-of-sight (LoS) path. To address this issue,
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intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) can be a practically viable
solution [2], [3]. An IRS is generally a digitally-controlled
metasurface composed of a large number of passive reflecting
elements (REs) that can independently impose phase shifts
on the incident signal. By leveraging the IRS, a virtual LoS
link can be created between two wireless nodes when their
direct link is obstructed, allowing for uninterrupted sensing
and communication.

Motivated by the above appealing advantages, IRS-aided
ISAC systems have been widely studied in various scenarios
[4]–[8]. The work [4] studies the joint design of transmit
beamforming at the base station (BS) and reflection coef-
ficients at the IRS for maximizing the signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) of radar detection and meeting the communication
requirement at the same time. The works [5] and [6] consider
a radar beampattern design problem for single-user and multi-
user scenarios, respectively. The authors in [7] propose a
feedback-based beam training approach to design the transmit
beamforming and IRS reflection coefficients for conducting
communication and sensing simultaneously in the data trans-
mission period. The authors in [8] propose a multi-stage
hierarchical beam training codebook to achieve the desired
localization accuracy of the target while ensuring a reliable
communication link with the user. Notice that, all of the
aforementioned works adopt passive IRS to assist sensing,
and thus their performance is hindered by the severe path loss
of the BS-IRS-target-IRS-BS cascaded echo link, particularly
in mmWave frequencies. Furthermore, most existing works
focus on ISAC during the data transmission phase and do not
consider the beam training phase, which is practically required
for mmWave communication systems.

As such, in this paper, we consider an IRS-aided mmWave
ISAC system, as illustrated in Fig. 1, where a semi-passive IRS
consisting of passive REs and active sensing elements (SEs)
is adopted to create virtual LoS links for a communication
user and a sensing target to maximize the data transmission
rate and the angle estimation accuracy, respectively. Note that
the active SEs are used to collect the echoes reflected from
the target for its angle estimation. Compared with a fully

ar
X

iv
:2

30
7.

00
20

0v
1 

 [
cs

.I
T

] 
 1

 J
ul

 2
02

3



Fig. 1: Semi-passive IRS aided ISAC.
passive IRS, the semi-passive IRS can significantly reduce the
path loss of the received echo signal by avoiding the IRS-BS
link [9]. To cater to practical mmWave systems, we propose
a simultaneous (beam) training and sensing (STAS) protocol
by exploiting the downlink IRS beam training/scanning for
the communication user to estimate the target’s angle con-
currently. In addition, we analyze the achievable rate of the
communication user and derive the Cramer-Rao bound (CRB)
of the target angle estimation. Simulation results show that the
achievable rate and CRB both depend on the time of beam
scanning, but behaving differently. Specifically, the average
achievable rate initially rises and subsequently declines, while
the CRB consistently decreases. Furthermore, we demonstrate
that the STAS protocol outperforms the benchmark protocol
with orthogonal beam training and sensing, due to its effective
utilization of the downlink scanning signal for simultaneous
sensing.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROPOSED PROTOCOL

A. System Model

We consider an ISAC system with the aid of a semi-
passive IRS as illustrated in Fig. 1, where an N -antenna BS
attempts to communicate with a single-antenna user, and also
to detect the angle of a sensing target from the IRS. The
direct links between the BS and the user, as well as the target,
are assumed to be blocked due to unfavorable propagation
environment. Thus, the IRS is deployed to create virtual links
for both communication and sensing. We consider the use of
a semi-passive IRS consisting of M passive REs to reflect the
transmitted signals from the BS to the user and target, and Ms

active SEs to collect the echoes from the target for its angle
estimation. The complex-valued baseband transmitted signal
at the BS can be expressed as x = ws, where s denotes
the training/data symbol for the communication user with unit
power and w ∈ CN×1 is the transmit beamforming vector
with ∥w∥2 = 1. Then, the received signal yu at the user can
be expressed as

yu =
√
Pth

H
u diag(ϕ)Gws+ nu, (1)

where Pt is the transmit power at the BS, G ∈ CM×N repre-
sents the channel between the BS and IRS REs, hu ∈ CM×1

represents the channel between the IRS REs and the user,
nu ∼ CN (0, σ2) is the receiver AWGN with σ2 representing
the noise power, and ϕ ∈ CM×1 represents the reflection
vector at the IRS REs, which can be written as

ϕ =
[
ejϕ1 , ejϕ2 , . . . , ejϕM

]
, (2)

with ϕi being the phase shift by the i-th RE.
We adopt the LoS channel model to characterize the

mmWave channel. For ease of exposition, we assume that
uniform linear arrays (ULAs) are equipped at the BS, IRS
REs, and IRS SEs. Thus, the BS-IRS REs channel can be
expressed as

G = αgar(θBI)a
H
b (ϑBI), (3)

where αg = λ
4πdBI

e
j2πdBI

λ denotes the complex-valued path
gain of the BS-IRS REs channel with λ being the carrier
wavelength and dBI being the distance between the BS and
IRS, ϑBI denotes the angle of departure (AoD) from the BS,
θBI denotes the angle of arrival (AoA) to the IRS, and ar(·)
(ab(·)) denotes the array response vector associated with the
IRS (BS). The array response vector for a ULA with M
elements of half-wavelength spacing, and the center of the
ULA as the reference point, can be expressed as:

a(θ) =
[
e−j

(M−1)π sin(θ)
2 e−j

(M−3)π sin(θ)
2 . . . ej

(M−1)π sin(θ)
2

]T
.

(4)
The IRS-user channel hu can also be written as

hu = αhar(θIU ), (5)

where αh = λ
4πdIU

e
j2πdIU

λ denotes the complex-valued path
gain of the IRS-user channel with dIU being the distance
between the IRS and user, and θIU denotes the AoD associated
with the IRS. Considering that the locations of the BS and
IRS are fixed, the BS-IRS channel G is assumed to be
constant for a long period, which can be estimated beforehand
at the BS to achieve the optimal transmit beamforming as
w = 1√

N
ab(ϑBI). Thus, in this paper we focus on the

beam training at the IRS. And the received signal at the
communication user can be rewritten as

yu =
√
NPtαgh

H
u diag(ϕ)ar(θBI)s+ nu. (6)

The IRS SEs can simultaneously receive the signals trans-
mitted from the BS and the echoes reflected by the target1. In
general, the angles of the target and BS with respect to the IRS
are different and can be estimated by the IRS SEs based on
the received echoes. The angle between the BS and IRS can
be determined in advance by the IRS SEs, which facilitates
in estimating the angle of the target. For simplicity, we only
consider the echo signal reflected by the target. Hence, the
received signal ys ∈ CMs×1 at the IRS SEs is given by

ys =
√
PtHt diag(ϕ)Gws+ ns,

=
√

NPtαgHt diag(ϕ)ar(θBI)s+ ns, (7)

where Ht ∈ CMs×M denotes the channel matrix on the IRS
REs-target-IRS SEs link, and ns ∼ CN (0, σ2IMs

) is the
receiver AWGN. The channel Ht can be represented as

Ht = αsas(θIT )a
H
r (θIT ), (8)

where θIT denotes the AoD from the IRS SEs, as(·) repre-
sents the array response vector associated with the IRS SEs,

1The radar cross section (RCS) of the user is usually significantly smaller
compared to the target. Hence, the echo signal reflected by the user can be
safely ignored in the target angle estimation.



Fig. 2: IRS-aided mmWave STAS protocol.

αs =
√

λ2κ
64π3d4

IT
e

j4πdIT
λ refers to the complex path gain of the

IRS REs-target-IRS SEs link [10], in which dIT denotes the
distance between the IRS and target and κ is the RCS of the
target.

B. Proposed Protocol for ISAC

In this subsection, we propose a practical protocol for the
considered IRS-aided mmWave ISAC system. We adopt the
widely-used discrete Fourier transformation (DFT) codebook
D with L beams as follows

D ≜ [ar(η(1)),ar(η(2)), · · · ,ar(η(L))] ∈ CM×L, (9)

where η(i) = arcsin
(
−1 + 2i−1

L

)
, i = 1, · · · , L, and L ≥ M .

Following the existing mmWave communication protocol,
beam training/scanning needs to be first conducted at the IRS,
followed by data transmission. Nevertheless, in our system
model, the IRS SEs can exploit downlink beam scanning for
sensing by collecting the echoes reflected from the target.
We thus propose the STAS protocol, as shown in Fig. 2, for
enabling both downlink beam training and sensing simultane-
ously. The STAS protocol is divided into two phases within
the channel coherence time T : beam scanning phase with time
duration of τ , and data transmission phase with time duration
of T − τ .

• Phase I (beam scanning): The BS sends downlink training
signals. The IRS REs sweep the beams in a given
codebook D, while the IRS SEs collect the echo signal
reflected from the target. At the end of IRS beam scan-
ning, the communication user finds the IRS’s best beam
and feeds its index back to the IRS controller (directly
or via the BS). In the meanwhile, the IRS SEs estimate
the target angle based on the received echo signal.

• Phase II (data transmission): The BS sends downlink data
signals to the communication user, and the IRS REs adopt
the best beam based on its feedback in Phase I, where
the criterion for the best beam will be detailed in the next
section.

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

A. Achievable Communication Rate

In this subsection, we first analyze the best channel gain
during the beam training phase, and then derive the achievable

rate of the communication user. In the period of beam training,
the BS’s signal can be set as s = 1. The received signal at the
user can be expressed as

yu(t) =
√
NPtαgαha

H
r (θIU ) diag(ϕ(t))ar(θBI) + nu(t)

=
√
NPtαgαhϕ

T (t) diag(aHr (θIU ))ar(θBI) + nu(t)

=
√
NPtαgαh

(
aHr (θIU )ϕ(t)

)
+ nu(t), (10)

where θIU = arcsin (sin(θIU )− sin(θBI)), and ϕ(t) ∈ D.
We assume that ℓ is the best beam index, then

ℓ = arg max
t,t=1,··· ,L

|yu(t)|2. (11)

Let δ =
∣∣sin(θIU )− sin(η(ℓ))

∣∣ denote the spatial direction
difference between sin(θIU ) and its adjacent beam sin(η(ℓ))(
0 ≤ δ ≤ 1

L

)
. Then, by denoting the best beam as ϕ⋆ =

ar(η(ℓ)), the IRS beamforming gain can be expressed as∣∣aHr (θIU )ϕ
⋆
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣

M∑
m=1

ejπδ(−
M−1

2 +m−1)

∣∣∣∣∣ = sin(πMδ
2 )

sin(πδ2 )
. (12)

The function sin(πMx
2 )

sin(πx
2 ) exhibits behavior similar to that of

the sinc function and has a zero value at 2
M . This function

decreases monotonically over [0, 2
M ]. Thus, when the user’s

angle θIU is exactly aligned with the angle of the beams,
the IRS beamforming gain reaches its maximum, i.e., δ = 0
and

∣∣aHr (θIU )ϕ
⋆
∣∣ = M . When the user’s angle θIU lies

in the middle of two adjacent beams, the IRS beamform-
ing gain is the lowest, i.e., δ = 1

L and
∣∣aTr (θIU )ϕ⋆

∣∣ =
sin
(
πM
2L

)
sin−1( π

2L ).
After beam training, the user finds the IRS’s best beam ϕ⋆

and feeds its index back to the IRS controller. The IRS REs
then adopt the beam to reflect the signals from the BS to the
communication user during the data transmission phase (i.e.,
Phase II). The achievable rate of the user is thus given by

R =
T − τ

T
log

(
1 +

NPt|αg|2|αh|2

σ2

sin2(πMδ
2 )

sin2(πδ2 )

)
, (13)

Assuming that the duration of one beam is equal to K-symbol
duration, we have τ = KL.

B. CRB for Angle Estimation
In this subsection, the target angle is first estimated via the

maximum likelihood estimation (MLE). Then, the CRB of the
angle estimation is derived. The received echo signals at the
IRS SEs in (7) can be represented as

ys(t) =
√
PtHt diag(ϕ(t))Gws(t) + ns(t)

=
√
NPtαgαsas(θIT )a

H
r (θIT ) diag(ϕ(t))ar(θBI) + ns(t)

=
√
NPtαgαsas(θIT )ϕ

T (t) diag(aHr (θIT ))ar(θBI) + ns(t)

=
√
NPtαgαsas(θIT )

(
aTr (θIT )ϕ(t)

)
+ ns(t), (14)

where θIT = arcsin (sin(θBI)− sin(θIT )). By collecting all
received signals in the period of beam scanning, we have

Y = [ys(1),ys(2), · · · ,ys(L)]

=
√
NPtαgαsas(θIT )a

T
r (θIT ) [ϕ(1),ϕ(2), · · · ,ϕ(L)] +N

≜ αsas(θIT )q
T (θIT )X+N, (15)



where X ≜
√
NPtαg [ϕ(1),ϕ(2), · · · ,ϕ(L)], q(θIT ) ≜

ar(θIT ), and N ≜ [ns(1),ns(2), · · · ,ns(L)]. Let Rx ≜
1
LXXH represent the covariance matrix of X. As the code-
book is designed as (9), we have Rx = NPt|αg|2IM .
For ease of notation, we simply re-denote θIT by θ. Let
ξ = [θ,Re{αs}, Im{αs}] ∈ R3×1 denote the vector of the un-
known parameters to be estimated, which includes the target’s
angle and the complex channel coefficients. By vectorizing
(15), we have

vec(Y) = αs vec(u(θ)) + vec(N), (16)

where u(θ) = as(θ)q
T (θ)X. Then, the target angle can be

estimated according to the following theorem.
Theorem 1: The angle estimated via the MLE is given by

θMLE = argmax
θ

∣∣aHs (θ)YXHq∗(θ)
∣∣2 , (17)

which can be solved by exhaustive search over
[
−π

2 ,
π
2

]
.

Proof: See Appendix A.
In the following, we evaluate the performance of the an-

gle estimation by deriving its CRB. Let F ∈ R3 denote
the Fisher information matrix (FIM) for estimating ξ. Since
N ∈ CN (0,Rz) with Rz = σ2IMs , each entry of F is given
by [11]

Fi,j = 2Re

{
∂(αsu(θ))

H

∂ξi
R−1

z

∂(αsu(θ))

∂ξj

}
, i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}

(18)
Then, the FIM F can be partitioned as

F̃ =

[
Fθθ Fθα

FT
θα F̃αα

]
, (19)

where α = [Re{αs}, Im{αs}]T . The CRB for estimating the
angle θ is defined as

CRB(θ) = [F−1]1,1 = [Fθθ − FθαF
−1
ααF

T
θα]

−1. (20)
Then, the CRB for target sensing is given by the following
theorem.

Theorem 2: The CRB for estimating the angle θ is given
by

CRB(θ) =
σ2

2|αs|2
(
tr (u̇(θ)u̇H(θ))− |tr(u(θ)u̇H(θ))|2

tr(u(θ)uH(θ))

) . (21)

Proof: See Appendix B.
With the array response vector defined as in (4), we obtain

aHs (θ)ȧs(θ) = 0, ȧHs (θ)as(θ) = 0, (22)

qH(θ)q̇(θ) = 0, q̇H(θ)q(θ) = 0,∀θ. (23)

Consequently, the CRB for estimating the angle θ with the
STAS protocol can be simplified as

CRB(θ) =
σ2

2LNPt|αs|2|αg|2 (M∥ȧs(θ)∥2 +Ms∥q̇(θ)∥2)
,

(24)
where ȧs(θ) ≜ ∂as(θ)

∂θ = jπ cos(θ)ζas(θ), ζ =

diag
(
−M−1

2 ,−M−3
2 , · · · , M−1

2

)
, and q̇(θ) ≜ ∂q(θ)

∂θ =
jπ cos(θ)ζq(θ). For a given set of SNR, the number of BS
antennas, BS-IRS path loss, and IRS-target-IRS path loss, we
can improve the sensing accuracy by increasing the codebook
size, the number of IRS REs, and the number of IRS SEs,
according to (24).

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, numerical examples are provided to validate
the performance of the beam scanning-based ISAC system.
The carrier frequency is fc = 28 GHz. Other system pa-
rameters are set as follows unless specified otherwise later:
N = 64, M = 64, Ms = 8, L = 64, K = 1, Pt = 20 dBm,
T = 1000 symbols, dBI = 30 m, dIU = 10 m, dIT = 5
m, τ = 64 symbols, θBI = −30◦, θIT = 40◦, θIU = 0◦,
σ2 = −120 dBm, and κ = 7 dBsm. The curves of root mean
squared error (RMSE) are obtained by averaging over 1000
independent realizations of the noise.

Fig. 3 illustrates the tightness of the derived root CRB
(RCRB) of angle estimation by comparing it with RMSE.

The RMSE is defined as RMSE ≜
√

E[(θ − θ̃)2], where θ̃
denotes the estimation of θ. It is observed that the derived
RCRB is identical to the RMSE when the BS transmit power
is larger than 15 dBm, which validates the accuracy of the
RCRB derivation. However, the RCRB is loose in the low SNR
regime, owing to its inherent limitation of being determined
by the local curvature of the log-likelihood function but not
considering the global information [12]. In addition, as θ
increases, the norm ∥ȧs(θ)∥2 and ∥q̇(θ)∥2 in (24) decreases,
leading to the increase of RCRB.

Next, we evaluate the performance of our proposed beam
scanning-based ISAC system. Fig. 4 shows the achievable rate
and RCRB versus the time of beam scanning. The curve of
“Achievable Rate Averaged over δ” is generated by taking the
expectation of (13) over δ, where δ ∼ U(0, 1

L ). The achievable
rate and RCRB exhibit different variations with the IRS beam
scanning time. As the time of beam scanning increases, the
IRS beamforming gain in the case of δ = 1

L increases at the
expense of reduced data transmission time, leading to an initial
increase and subsequent decrease in the achievable rate. In the
case of δ = 0, the IRS beamforming gain already reaches its
maximum when L = M . Thus, increasing the beam scanning
time further only leads to a decrease in the achievable rate.
However, when considering the average aspect, the achievable
rate initially rises and subsequently declines. On the other
hand, the RCRB monotonically decreases as the time of beam
scanning increases. Therefore, a proper beam scanning time
that balances the achievable rate and RCRB is desired.

Finally, we compare our proposed protocol with a bench-
mark protocol, namely the orthogonal (beam) training and
sensing (OTAS) protocol, which utilizes two separate beam
scanning periods for communication and sensing, respectively.
Specifically, the IRS beam scanning is only used for communi-
cation user in Phase I, followed by data transmission in Phase
II. In Phase III, IRS beam scanning is conducted again for
sensing only. In the OTAS protocol, the achievable rate of the
user is given by

ROTAS =
T − τ − τs

T
log

(
1 +

NPt|αg|2|αh|2

σ2

sin2(πMδ
2 )

sin2(πδ2 )

)
,

(25)
where τs is the time of IRS beam scanning for sensing.
For ease of comparison, we set τs = τ . Fig. 5 depicts
the achievable rates of STAS and OTAS protocols against
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the RCRB. It is observed that the achievable rate of the
STAS protocol is consistently higher than that of the OTAS
protocol given the same RCRB for sensing. This is because
the STAS protocol utilizes the downlink IRS beam scanning
for simultaneous communication and sensing, which saves the
time for dedicated sensing compared with the OTAS protocol.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a new STAS protocol that utilizes
downlink IRS beam scanning for simultaneous training and
sensing to achieve efficient IRS-aided mmWave ISAC. We
derive the achievable rate of the communication user and
the CRB of the target angle estimation given the IRS beam
scanning codebook. The achievable rate and CRB are shown
to behave differently with the time of IRS beam scanning,
which, thus, needs to be properly chosen in practice to strike
a balance between communication and sensing performance.
Moreover, it is shown that the STAS protocol, which utilizes
IRS beam scanning for simultaneous communication and
sensing, outperforms the benchmark OTAS protocol.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Theorem 1

Denoting vec(Y) as ỹ, the likelihood function of vec(Y)
given ξ is

L(ỹ; ξ) =
1

(πσ2)
LMs

exp

(
− 1

σ2
∥ỹ − αs vec(u(θ))∥2

)
. (26)

Then, maximizing the likelihood function is equivalent to
minimizing ∥ỹ−αs vec(u(θ))∥2. Therefore, the MLE can be
written as

(θMLE, αMLE) = argmin
θ,α

∥ỹ − αs vec(u(θ))∥2. (27)

With any given θ, the optimal α is given by

αMLE =
(vec(u(θ)))H ỹ

∥ vec(u(θ))∥2
. (28)

Then, by substituting (28) back into (27), we have

∥ỹ−αMLE vec(u(θ))∥2 = ∥ỹ∥2−
∣∣aHs (θ)YXHq∗(θ)

∣∣2
LNPtMMs|αg|2

. (29)

Thereby, the MLE of θ is given by (17).

B. Proof of Theorem 2

Since ∂(αsu(θ))
∂θ = αs vec(u̇(θ)) and ∂(αsu(θ))

∂α = [1, j] ⊗
vec(u(θ)), we have

Fθθ =
2|αs|2

σ2
tr
(
u̇(θ)u̇H(θ)

)
, (30)

Fθα =
2

σ2
Re
{
α∗
s tr
(
u(θ)u̇H(θ)

)
[1, j]

}
, (31)

Fαα =
2

σ2
tr
(
u(θ)uH(θ)

)
I2. (32)

Thus, the FIM can be obtained as in (21).
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