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Abstract—Distributed phased Multiple-Input Multiple-Output
(phased-MIMO) radar systems have attracted wide attention in
target detection and tracking. However, phase-shifting circuits in
phased subarrays lead to high power consumption and hardware
cost. The reconfigurable holographic surface (RHS) offers an
energy-efficient and cost-effective alternative to address this issue.
In this letter, we propose RHS-aided distributed MIMO radar
systems that provide more accurate multi-target detection with
equivalent power consumption and hardware cost compared to
distributed phased-MIMO radar systems. The RHS realizes beam
steering by regulating the radiation amplitude of its elements,
making conventional beamforming schemes designed for phased
arrays inapplicable. To maximize detection accuracy, we design
an amplitude-controlled beamforming scheme for multiple RHS
subarrays. Simulations validate the superiority of the proposed
scheme over the distributed phased-MIMO radar scheme and
reveal the optimal allocation between coherent processing gain
and diversity gain for optimal system performance with fixed
hardware resources.

Index Terms—Distributed radar systems, reconfigurable holo-
graphic surface, semi-positive programming.

I. INTRODUCTION

D ISTRIBUTED multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)

radar [1] consists of widely separated antennas that

observe targets from different angles, reducing the scintillation

of the radar cross section (RCS). By transmitting orthogonal

waveforms, it separates all transceiver paths and achieves

spatial diversity gain, thereby enhancing target detection per-

formance. However, this comes at the cost of losing the

coherence array-processing gain of traditional phased array

radar systems. To combine these two gains, the distributed

phased-MIMO radar [2] is proposed, which replaces each

antenna in the distributed MIMO radar with a phased subarray.

However, due to the power-consuming and high-cost hardware

circuits composed of phase shifters and power amplifiers

in distributed phased-MIMO radars, the system aperture is

limited, making it difficult to improve performance.

To address these issues, a new type of metasurface antenna

array [3], [4] called reconfigurable holographic surface (RHS)

[5], [6] is developed. The RHS contains numerous metama-

terial elements and the beam is controlled by adjusting the

radiation amplitude of each element. Specifically, the RHS
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regulates the beam with simple diodes, which are much more

energy-efficient and cost-effective than phase shifters and

power amplifiers in phased arrays [7]. Therefore, the RHS

can achieve a larger array aperture under the same power

consumption and hardware cost as the phased array, thereby

enhancing detection accuracy [8].

In literature, there are some works that investigate RHS

radar systems. In [9], the authors proposed an RHS-enabled

holographic radar and derived an optimal closed-form RHS

beamformer with the highest signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

In [10], the authors proposed an RHS-based radar system

and designed a joint waveform and amplitude optimization

algorithm for multi-target detection. Besides, several studies

[11], [12] investigate the impact of hardware impairments in

RHS beamforming design. However, existing studies on RHS

radar systems focus on the single-static radar system, and

there is a lack of research on RHS-aided distributed MIMO

radar systems, which need to jointly design the beamformer

of multiple subsystems, making the design of such a scheme

more complicated.

In this letter, we investigate RHS-aided distributed MIMO

radar systems for multi-target detection. The considered beam-

forming scheme design presents the following challenges.

First, the multi-target/clutter multi-subsystem architecture in-

creases the complexity of system performance evaluation.

Second, the RHS achieves beamforming through regulating

the radiation amplitude of its elements, making conventional

phase-shifting schemes inapplicable. To address these chal-

lenges, we first formulate an optimization problem aiming to

maximize multi-target detection capability while balancing the

performance of all subsystems. We then develop an amplitude

optimization algorithm that jointly optimizes beamformers

of all RHS subarrays. Simulation results demonstrate the

advantages of the proposed scheme compared to distributed

phased-MIMO radar systems under equal power consumption

and hardware cost. Moreover, to enhance performance, we

simulate the optimal allocation between the spatial diversity

gain and the coherent processing gain with fixed hardware

resources.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This section introduces the proposed system model, the RHS

model and the received signal model.

A. Scenario Description

As shown in Fig. 1, RHS-aided distributed MIMO radar

systems consist of P Tx RHS subarrays,Q Rx RHS subarrays,

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.06279v3
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Fig. 1. System model for RHS-aided distributed MIMO radar.

Lt static targets, Lc clutters and a control center. Each Tx/Rx

RHS contains Nt = Nr = Nx×Ny elements and Kt = Kr =
K feeds. All subarrays are randomly distributed in space. The

total number of elements, i.e. hardware resources of the system

[2], is Nsum = PNt+QNr. The reflection coefficient of each

target/clutter is inhomogeneous, and each target/clutter is in

a different direction from each subarray. The control center

connects to the subarrays, processing the received signals and

controlling the beams of the subarrays.

B. RHS model

The RHS is a type of leaky wave antenna that consists of

K feeds, a waveguide, and densely arranged sub-wavelength

metamaterial elements. The feeds, attached to the edge of the

RHS, convert injected signals into electromagnetic waves. The

radiation amplitude of each element can be adjusted within

the range of [0,1] by changing the bias voltage applied to

each element [5]. The RHS beam is the superposition of

leaky waves from each element. Therefore, by regulating the

amplitude of each element, RHS can flexibly control the beam

and achieve holographic beamforming.

Assume that P Tx RHS subarrays respectively transmit P
mutually orthogonal narrowband signal waveforms. In the p-

th Tx RHS, it is assumed that the same signal sp ∈ C1×It

is injected into all Kt feeds, where It denotes the number of

snapshots. Thus the signal Sp ∈ CKt×It injected into the p-

th Tx RHS consists of a stack of Kt vectors sp. The signal

Xp ∈ CNt×It radiated by the p-th Tx RHS is as follows:

Xp = Ψ
t
p

(

Qt
p ◦ Γ t

p

)

Sp, (1)

where Ψ
t
p = diag

{

ψt
p

}

, with ψt
p =

[

ψt
p,1, ..., ψ

t
p,Nt

]

as

the beamformer of the p-th Tx RHS, which is realized by a

simple diode circuit controlling the radiation amplitude of each

element [6]. The matrices Qt
p ∈ CNt×Kt and Γ

t
p ∈ CNt×Kt

respectively indicate the inherent phase shift and amplitude

attenuation when the reference signal propagates in the waveg-

uide. The symbol ◦ is the Hadamard product. The (nt, kt)-th
element of Qt

p is qtnt,kt
= e−j2πνDnt,kt

/λ, where Dnt,kt
is

the distance between the kt-th feed and the nt-th element, λ
is the wavelength of the signal, and ν is the refractive index.

The (nt, kt)-th element of Γt
p is γtnt,kt

= e−aDnt,kt , where a
is the amplitude attenuation factor.

Due to the reciprocity of antennas, the signal received by

the q-th Rx RHS subarray can be expressed as:

Yq =
[

Ψ
r
q

(

Qr
q ◦ Γr

q

)]T
V , (2)

where V ∈ CNr×Ir denotes the echo signal with Ir being

the number of snapshots, the matrix Ψ
r
q = diag

{

ψr
q

}

, with

ψr
q =

[

ψr
q,1, ..., ψ

r
q,Nr

]

as the beamforming vector of the q-th

Rx RHS subarray. Besides, Qr
q ∈ CNr×Kr and Γ

r
q ∈ CNr×Kr

denote the inherent phase shift and amplitude attenuation of

the Rx RHS, respectively, as defined for the Tx RHS.

C. Received Signal Model

Suppose that P Tx RHS subarrays radiate signals, which

propagate to L = Lt + Lc targets/clutters and reflect to Q
Rx RHS subarrays. The signal at each Rx RHS is filtered

through a matched filter bank MFsp , p = 1, 2, ..., P where

MFsp = SH
p denotes the matched filter related to the p-th

transmit signal [1]. Due to the orthogonality of the transmitted

signal, it can be derived SpS
H
p′ =

{

0Kt
, p 6= p′

1Kt
, p = p′

. Therefore,

the output signal of the p-th matched filter of the q-th Rx RHS

subarray, i.e., Ypq = YqS
H
p , can be expressed as [13]:

Ypq =
[

Ψ
r
q

(

Qr
q ◦ Γr

q

)]T
Vpq, (3)

where

Vpq =
L
∑

l=1

(

βl
pqA

l
pqXpJ

l
pq

)

+Npq, (4)

where βl
pq is the reflection coefficient of the l-th target/clutter

relative to the (p, q)-th transceiver array pair, and it is modeled

as a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and variance

σl
pq

2
[7]. Further, Al

pq = al
q

(

ϑlq, ϕ
l
q

) (

al
p

(

ϑlp, ϕ
l
p

))T
, where

al
q

(

ϑlq, ϕ
l
q

)

∈ CNr×1 and al
p

(

ϑlp, ϕ
l
p

)

∈ CNt×1 respectively

denote the steering vector of the l-th target/clutter with respect

to the q-th Rx RHS and the p-th Tx RHS, with ϑlq , ϑlp, ϕl
q ,

and ϕl
p being the corresponding azimuth and elevation angles.

Besides, J l
pq ∈ CIt×Ir is a shift matrix, representing the signal

delay [14], and Npq ∈ C
Nr×Ir is the matrix of the complex

Gaussian noise of the (p, q)-th transceiver array pair after the

matched filter, and the noise of the signal received by the q-th

Rx RHS has zero mean and the variance of σ2
n,q = σ2

n.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Given the false alarm probability, the target detection prob-

ability increases monotonically with signal-to-interference-

plus-noise-ratio (SINR) under Gaussian noise conditions [14],

and thus we use SINR as the research metric. The location

information of targets is known as prior information [15].

Considering clutters and other targets as interferences, the

SINR of the echo signal reflected by the lt-th target through

the (p, q)-th transceiver array pair can be expressed as:

SINRlt
pq

(

ψt
p,ψ

r
q

)

=

∣

∣vltpq(ψ
t
p,ψ

r
q)
∣

∣

2

L
∑

l=1,l 6=lt

∣

∣vlpq(ψ
t
p,ψ

r
q)
∣

∣

2
+ |wpq|2

, (5)

where vlpq(ψ
t
p,ψ

r
q) = vec

[

βl
pq

(

Ψ
r
q

(

Qr
q ◦ Γr

q

))T
Al

pqXpJ
l
pq

]

is the vectorized signal reflected by the lth target/clutter in

Ypq , and wpq = vec
[

(

Ψ
r
q

(

Qr
q ◦ Γr

q

))T
Npq

]

is the noise.



3

To balance the performance of all subsystems, we calculate

SINR
lt

for each target lt as the average output SINR:

SINR
lt (
ψt,ψr

)

=

P
∑

p=1

Q
∑

q=1

1

PQ
SINRlt

pq

(

ψt
p,ψ

r
q

)

, (6)

where ψt =
[

ψt
1, ...,ψ

t
P

]T ∈ RPNt×1 is defined for jointly

designing all beamformers with ψt
p =

(

Xt
pψ

t
)T

. Here Xt
p

is a block matrix where the p-th block is INt
and the others

are 0Nt
. Similarly, we have ψr =

[

ψr
1 , ...,ψ

r
Q

]T
where ψr

q =
(

Xr
qψ

r
)T

.

We aim to maximize the worst-case SINR
lt

over all targets

[14], formulating the optimization problem as:

P1: max
ψt,ψr

min
lt

{

SINR
lt (
ψt,ψr

)

}

, (7a)

s.t. tr
{

(

ψt
)H
Cpψ

t
}

≤ PM , ∀p, (7b)

0 ≤ ψt
p,nt

≤ 1, ∀p, ∀nt, (7c)

0 ≤ ψr
q,nr

≤ 1, ∀q, ∀nr, (7d)

where (7b) indicates that the radiation power of each Tx

RHS does not exceed the upper bound PM . The matrix

Cp =
(

Xt
p

)H
[

((

Qt
p ◦ Γt

p

)

Sp

) ((

Qt
p ◦ Γt

p

)

Sp

)H
]

◦ INt
Xt

p

is Hermitian positive semidefinite, so (7b) is a quadratic

convex constraint. Constraints (7c) and (7d) represent the

magnitude constraints of each RHS element, which are lin-

early convex. It is easy to prove that the intersection of all

constraints in (P1) is not empty, so that (P1) is feasible.

In the optimization problem P1, ψt and ψr are coupled

together, which is difficult to solve directly, so we decouple

problem (P1) into two sub-problems and solve them iteratively.

First, given beamformers for all Rx subarrays, namely ψr,

optimize beamformers for all Tx subarrays, namely ψt.

P2 : max
ψt

min
lt

{

SINR
lt (
ψt

)

}

, s.t. (7b), (7c). (8)

Second, given the beamformers of all Tx subarrays, i.e. ψt,

optimize the beamformers of all Rx subarrays, i.e. ψr.

P3 : max
ψr

min
lt

{

SINR
lt
(ψr)

}

, s.t. (7d). (9)

IV. ALGORITHM DESIGN

In this section, we propose a distributed RHS radar am-

plitude optimization algorithm (DRAOA) as summarized in

Algorithm 1, which solves (P1) by iteratively solving (P2) and

(P3), and then obtains ψt and ψr using Gaussian randomiza-

tion (step7,8,9) [16]. The algorithms for solving subproblems

(P2) and (P3) are described in the following sections.

A. Transmit Amplitude Optimization

In this subsection, we aim to optimize the transmitting

beamformer ψt given the receiving beamformer ψr. Since

(P2) is a max-min fractional sum problem, this is a non-

convex NP-hard optimization problem. To facilitate the solu-

tion, firstly, we use positive semi-definite programming (SDP)

Algorithm 1 Distributed RHS Radar Amplitude Optimization

Algorithm (DRAOA)

Input: Initialize Ψ t(0) = 0Nt+1, randomly initialize Ψr(0);

Output: ψt , ψr and the objective function value SINR
lt

;

1: Set m = 1;

2: repeat

3: Given Ψ
r(m−1)

, solve (P2) to get Ψ t(m)
and U t(m)

;

4: Given Ψ
t(m)

, solve (P3) to get Ψ r(m)
and U r(m);

5: Set m = m+ 1;

6: until

∣

∣

∣
U r(m) − U t(m)

∣

∣

∣
≤ ǫ;

7: Randomly generate ζtg ∼ N
(

0,Ψ t
)

, g = 1, 2 , ..., G,

and ζrh ∼ N (0,Ψr) , h = 1, 2, ..., H .

8: Replace the out-of-range elements in ζtg and ζrh to satisfy

(7c) and (7d) and delete ζtg that does not satisfy (7b).

9: Select ζtg and ζrh that maximize the smallest SINR
lt

as

ψt and ψr, respectively.

[16]. Define Ψ
t =

[

ψt

t

] [

ψt

t

]H

, where t is a variable to

homogenize SDP problem with t2 = 1. Secondly, accord-

ing to slack variable replacement (SVR) [14], we introduce

two replacement variables U t = minlt

{

SINR
lt (

Ψ
t
)

}

and

Λ =
{

λltpq
}P,Q,Lt

p=1,q=1,lt=1
, with λltpq = SINRlt

pq

(

Ψ
t
)

. After

relaxing the rank-one constraint of Ψ t, we express (P2) as

P4 : max
Ψt,Ut,Λ

U t, (10a)

s.t. T r
(

C
′

pΨ
t
)

≤ PM , ∀p, (10b)

0 ≤ Tr
(

Xp,nt
Ψ

t
)

≤ 1, ∀p, nt, (10c)

Ψ
t � 0, (10d)

Tr
(

Dt
Ψ

t
)

= 1, (10e)

P
∑

p=1

Q
∑

q=1

1

PQ
λltpq ≥ U t, ∀lt, (10f)

Tr
[(

R
l′t
pq − λltpqR

I′

pq

)

Ψ
t
]

≥ Tr
(

RN ′

pq Ψ
r
)

λltpq, ∀p, q, lt.
(10g)

where R
l′t
pq , RI′

pq , and RN ′

pq represent the matrix Rlt
pq , RI

pq ,

and RN
pq expanded by one row and one column of zeros,

respectively, andRlt
pq =

∑Ir
ir=1

[

(

H lt
pqX

t
p

)H (

H lt
pqX

t
p

)

]

with

H lt
pq = βlt

pq

(

Ψ
r
q

(

Qr
q ◦ Γr

q

))T
Alt

pqdiag
(

Qt
p ◦ Γt

pSpJ
lt
pq(ir)

)

,

RI
pq =

∑L
l=1,l 6=lt

Rl
pq , and RN

pq =
∑Ir

ir=1

(

HN
pqX

r
q

)H (

HN
pq

Xr
q

)

with HN
pq =

(

Qr
q ◦ Γr

q

)T
diag (Npq(ir)). The constraint

(10b) corresponds to the radiation power constraint (7b),
with Cp

′ representing the matrix Cp expanded by one row

and one column of zeros. The constraint (10c) corresponds

to (7c), which is a magnitude constraint, with Xp,nt
=

[

0PNt
xp,nt

(xp,nt
)
T

0

]

, where xp,nt
∈ RPNt×1 represents a

column vector whose [(p− 1)Nt + nt]-th element is 1/2 and

the remaining elements are 0. The constraint (10e) represents
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t2 = 1, where Dt is a square matrix of dimensions PNt + 1
with all zeros except for the last element, which is 1.

At this point, (P4) is solved iteratively until achieving its

convergence. The k-th iteration of solving (P4) consists of the

following three steps.

First, since the objective and constraints in (P5) are convex,

we solve (P5) using the CVX to obtain Ψ
t(k), given U t(k−1)

and Λ
(k−1) which are computed in the (k − 1)-th iteration.

P5 : max
Ψt

U t, s.t. (10b)(10c)(10d)(10e)(10g). (11)

Second, given Ψ
t(k) from the first step, calculate Λ

(k) as

λltpq
(k)

=
Tr

(

R
l′t
pqΨ

t(k)
)

Tr
(

RI′

pqΨ
t(k)

)

+ Tr
(

RN ′

pq Ψ
r
)

. (12)

Third, given Λ
t(k) from the second step, calculate U t(k) as

U t(k) = minlt

{

∑P
p=1

∑Q
q=1

1
PQλ

lt
pq

(k)
}

.

B. Receive Amplitude Optimization

Similar to solving the subproblem (P2), we first simplify

the problem by using semi-definite relaxation (SDR) defining

Ψ
r =

[

ψr

s

] [

ψr

s

]H

, with s2 = 1. Then, we introduce two

replacement variables: U r = minlt

{

SINR
lt
(Ψr)

}

, and

Ξ =
{

ξltpq
}P,Q,Lt

p=1,q=1,lt=1
, where ξltpq = SINRlt

pq (Ψ
r), thus

converting the optimization problem (P3) to the optimization

problem (P6) as

P6 : max
Ψr,Ur ,Ξ

U r, (13a)

s.t. 0 ≤ Tr
(

Xq,nr
Ψ

r
)

≤ 1, ∀q, nr, (13b)

Ψ
r � 0, (13c)

Tr (Dr
Ψ

r) = 1, (13d)

P
∑

p=1

Q
∑

q=1

1

PQ
ξltpq ≥ U r, ∀lt, (13e)

ξltpqTr
(

M IN ′

pq Ψ
r
)

≤ Tr
(

M
l′t
pqΨ

r
)

, ∀p, q, lt, (13f)

where (13b) is the magnitude constraint, (13c) is the con-

straint after positive semidefinite relaxation (SDR), and

(13d) represents s2 = 1, where Dr is a square ma-

trix of dimensions QNr + 1 with all zeros except for

the last element, which is 1. The constraints (13e) and

(13f) are transformed from two substitute variables, where

M IN ′

pq and M
l′t
pq represent the matrix M IN

pq and M lt
pq

expanded by one row and one column of zeros, respec-

tively, and M lt
pq =

∑Ir
ir=1

[

(

W lt
pqX

r
q

)H
W lt

pqX
r
q

]

with

W lt
pq = βlt

pq

(

Qr
q ◦ Γr

q

)T
diag

(

Alt
pqXpJ

lt
pq(ir)

)

, and M IN
pq =

∑L
l=1,l 6=lt

M l
pq +

∑Ir
ir=1

(

WN
pqX

r
q

)H
WN

pqX
r
q with WN

pq =
(

Qr
q ◦ Γr

q

)T
diag (Npq(ir)). The method for solving problem

(P6) is the same as problem (P5), which is omitted here.

C. Complexity and Convergence Analysis

The complexity of Algorithm 1 is mainly dominated by

solving the SDP problems in (P4) and (P6), which are

solved by the interior point method (IPM) with ǫIPM as the

convergence parameter. Supposing that Algorithm 1, (P4), and

(P6) are solved through m, kt, and kr iterations respectively,

the computational complexity [16] of Algorithm 1 is

O
(

mkt
√
PQLt + PNt + P + 2 log (1/ǫtIPM) (PNt + 1)3.5

)

+O
(

mkr
√
PQLt +QNr + 2 log (1/ǫrIPM ) (QNr + 1)3.5

)

.

In the k-th iteration when solving (P4), due to constraint

(10f), U t(k) ≥ U t(k−1)
. In each iteration, U t is monotonically

non-decreasing and has an upper bound due to the power

constraint (10b), so the problem (P4) is convergent. Likewise,

the problem (P6) is also convergent. When solving (P1) it is

easy to introduce U r(m) ≥ U t(m) ≥ U r(m−1) ≥ U t(m−1)

in the m-th iteration. Therefore, the smallest SINR
lt

is

monotonically non-decreasing and has an upper bound due

to the power constraint, so the Algorithm 1 is convergent.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulation results are provided to eval-

uate the performance of the proposed scheme. The carrier

frequency of the radar signal is fc = 30GHz, the wave-

length λ = 1cm, and the radiation power of each subarray

PM = 4mW . The element spacing of RHS is λ/3, and the

number of feeds per subarray is K = 5. We set waveguide

refraction coefficient ν =
√
3 and amplitude attenuation factor

a = 5. Suppose that there are two targets, one clutter in the

system, located at p1 = [1/2, 2 , 1], p2 = [1, 3/2 , 1],
and p3 = [1, 2, 2], with power σ2

1 = σ2
2 , and σ2

3 ,

respectively. We set noise power σ2
n = 4uW , SNR =

10 log10
(

σ2
1/σ

2
n

)

= 6dB and interference-to-noise ratio, i.e.

INR = 10 log10
(

σ2
3/σ

2
n

)

= 6dB. We compare the proposed

scheme with the distributed phased-MIMO scheme under

the equivalent power consumption and hardware cost. The

power consumption is defined as the total power consumed

by the antenna, including the radiation power and the power

consumed by the hardware circuits. According to the RHS

prototype [7], the ratio of radiation power to total power of

RHS and phased array is approximated as ηR = 25% and

ηA = 4%, respectively. On average, the hardware cost of a

phased array antenna is δ = 6 ∼ 10 [7] times that of an RHS

element.

Fig. 2(a) shows SINR versus hardware cost of the proposed

scheme (RHS) and the distributed phased-MIMO scheme

(phased array) with δ = 6, 8, 10. For simplicity, the hardware

cost of a phased array antenna is normalized to 10 [10]. There-

fore, the hardware cost of an RHS element is 10/δ. Hardware

cost denotes 10Nsum/δ. We set P = Q = 2, and the hardware

cost of the system is increased by increasing the number of

elements per subarray. We observe that compared with the

distributed phased-MIMO scheme under the equivalent power

consumption and hardware cost, the SINR of the proposed

RHS scheme exceeds at least 4.98dB on average, indicating

that the proposed system achieves significantly better multi-

target detection performance.
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Fig. 2. (a) SINR versus hardware cost; (b) SINR versus number of Tx; (c) SINR versus number of Rx.

Fig. 2(b) depicts SINR versus number of Tx, i.e. P , with

different number of Rx, i.e. Q. We set the number of elements

per subarray Nt = Nr = 80. It is shown that, given Q, SINR

increases with the number of Tx and reaches saturation at

P = 4. Similarly, given P , SINR increases with the number

of Rx and reaches saturation at Q = 2. This indicates that

increasing the number of Tx or the number of Rx brings spatial

diversity gain, which improves the performance of multi-target

detection until saturation.

Fig. 2(c) illustrates SINR versus number of Rx with dif-

ferent Nsum of the system. The number of Tx P is set to

2. It can be seen that when Nsum = 60, SINR decreases as

the number of Rx increases, which indicates that the spatial

diversity gain brought by increasing Rx is not enough to

compensate for the reduced signal coherence processing gain.

When Nsum = 120, 180, 240, SINR increases first and then

decreases as the number of Rx increases, and reaches a peak at

Q = 2. It suggests that given the system hardware resources,

there is an optimal system configuration, which achieves the

optimal allocation between the signal coherent processing gain

and the spatial diversity gain, so as to maximize the probability

of multi-target detection.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this letter, we have developed RHS-aided distributed

MIMO radar systems for multi-target detection. In order to

optimize the performance of the system, for each target, we

have maximized the minimum SINR average of all radar sub-

systems, and have designed an optimization scheme for joint

transceiver subarrays beamforming. Through the simulation re-

sults, we can draw the following conclusions: 1) Compared to

distributed phased-MIMO radar systems with equivalent power

consumption and hardware cost, the proposed scheme achieves

superior multi-target detection performance. 2) Increasing the

number of elements per subarray and the number of subarrays

improves the performance of the system by enhancing the

signal coherence processing gain and spatial diversity gain,

respectively, and achieves saturation. 3) With fixed hardware

resources, optimal system performance can be attained by

appropriately allocating coherent processing gain and spatial

diversity gain through the configuration of array elements.
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