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AbstractIn Beyond5G and 6G networks, a common theme is that sensing will play a moresignificant role than ever before. Over this trend, Integrated Sensing and Communica-tions (ISAC) is focused on unifying the sensing functionalities and the communicationsones and to pursue direct tradeoffs between them as well as mutual performance gains.We frame the resource tradeoff between the S&C functionalities within an economicsetting. We model a service provision by one operator to the users, the utility ofwhich is derived from both S&C functionalities. The tradeoff between the resourcesthat the operator assigns to the S&C functionalities is analyzed from the point ofview of the service prices, quantities and profits. We demonstrate that equilibriumquantities and prices exist. And we provide relevant recommendations for enforcingregulatory limits of both power and bandwidth.

1 Introduction
Next-Generation wireless networks (such a beyond 5G (B5G) and 6G) have been envi-sioned as key enablers for many emerging applications. Among many visionary assump-tions about these networks, a common theme is that sensing will play a more significantrole than ever before. Indeed, the technological trends clearly show that we are ready toembrace this new sensing capability in the forthcoming B5G and 6G eras. Both radio sens-ing and communication systems are becoming increasingly similar in terms of hardwarearchitectures and signal processing. This offers an exciting opportunity for implementingsensing by utilizing wireless infrastructures, in such a way that future networks will gobeyond classical communication and provide ubiquitous sensing services to measure oreven to image surrounding environments.Over the above trend, Integrated Sensing and Communications (ISAC) is focused onunifying the sensing operations and the communications ones and to pursue direct trade-offs between them as well as mutual performance gains (Tong and Zhu, 2021, Chap.21). ISAC will offer advantages in several case studies, such as sensing as a service,smart home and in-cabin sensing, vehicle to everything, smart manufacturing, geoscience,environmental sensing and human-computer interaction (Liu et al., 2022).

∗This work was supported through Grant PGC2018-094151-B-I00 and PID2021-123168NB-I00, fundedby MCIN/AEI, Spain/10.13039/ 501100011033 and the European Union A way of making Europe/ERDF,and Grant TED2021-131387B-I00, funded by MCIN/AEI, Spain/ 10.13039/501100011033 and the EuropeanUnion NextGenerationEU/ RTRP.
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One fundamental design issue in ISAC emerges when wireless resources are sharedbetween the sensing and the communication (S&C) functionalities, since tradeoffs between,often contradictory, S&C objectives and metrics should be solved. This is a tradeoff raisedat the physical level.The present work frames the physical tradeoff between the S&C functionalities withinan economic setting, which will contribute to fill a research gap that the authors haveidentified, as detailed below. We model a service provision by an operator to the users,the utility of which is derived from both S&C functionalities. The tradeoff between theresources that the operator assigns to the S&C functionalities is analyzed from the pointof view of the service prices, quantities and profits.The structure of the manuscript is as follows. Section 2 describes the related work.Section 3 presents the system and economic models and states the analysis. Section 4presents and discusses the results, and Section 5 provides the conclusions.
2 Related work
In this section, we provide a brief review of the literature of interest, considering thefollowing three streams: the integration of communications and sensing (radar) functionsin the 6G infrastructure; the economic analysis of ICT systems; the economic analysis ofpassive/bistatic radars.The integration of sensing and communications functions (aka as ISAC) is a majorfeature of the advent of the 6G infrastructure (Wei et al., 2023; Kim et al., 2022). The fea-sibility of using 6G frequencies for passive radars has been examined in Lingadevaru et al.(2022). The co-habitation of different functions in the same network has posed severalresource sharing problems. For example, a time-sharing discipline has been proposed andoptimized in Xie et al. (2023). Signal design has been optimized in Wu et al. (2023). Theoptimal allocation of the overall transmitting power between the sensing and the com-munication tasks has been investigated in Liu et al. (2022), while the capacity-distortiontrade-off in a memoryless channel has been evaluated in Kobayashi et al. (2018). In allthese works, optimization is achieved just under a technical performance viewpoint withno economic considerations. A high-level analysis of the 6G network infrastructure andits cost drivers (coverage and antennas, backhaul, spectrum and edge computing units) isconducted in Kokkinis et al. (2023) for some use cases, where sensing is, however, notconsidered.On the other hand, the economic analysis of communications services has a long history(see, e.g., the most recent papers Guijarro et al. (2021); Flamini and Naldi (2023) and thetextbooks Courcoubetis and Weber (2003); Maillé and Tuffin (2014)).There is not an equivalent history in radar systems, which have traditionally beendesigned considering just the technical dimension. For example, the reference handbookby Skolnik does not mention the words cost or price (Skolnik, 2015). However, the recentresurgence of passive/bistatic radar must rely on some economic advantage, like, e.g.,the exploitation of transmitters of opportunity (Willis and Griffiths, 2007). Low cost ismentioned as one of the most interesting features that would push the replacement oftraditional active radars by passive radars (Judice et al., 2023). Examples of economics-aware approaches to the design of passive radar systems are shown in Chang et al. (2016);Wang et al. (2015); Xu et al. (2019), where the optimal placement of passive radars toachieve belt barrier coverage is sought after; however, the cost of the radar systemsinvolved is considered fixed and is not a decision variable. A similar optimization task,where the placement of fixed cost devices is considered for WiFi-based passive bistatic
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radars, is investigated in Ivashko et al. (2014). In none of these works, the optimizationof the radar’s characteristics (e.g., the transmitting power) is considered.There has been no attempt, as far as the authors are aware, to address the economicsof the combined sensing and communication-related aspects of an ISAC-based serviceprovision. This manuscript is a first attempt to frame the ISAC-based service provisionin an economic setting, that is, one where both the communication and sensing resourcesprocurement and the service provision are mediated by prices.
3 Model
We model an operator that uses power and bandwidth resources for providing a servicesupported by S&C functionalities. The operator is a monopolist in the service market, butnot in the input-factor market, where it acquires its resources at given prices.
3.1 System modelWe model a joint communication and passive radar system as the support of the ISACservice offering, based on Chalise et al. (2017) and Hack (2013).Passive radar systems, compared to conventional active radar systems, which typicallyoperate in a mono-static mode and emit strong signals with a wide signal bandwidth, usebroadcast signals that in general are very weak and have an extremely narrow bandwidth.The ISAC transmitter emits a sensing waveform to detect targets using a portion ofits total power budget, and emits a communication waveform using another portion. Forsimplicity, we assume in this work that the two signals are scheduled over orthogonalfrequency resources such that they do not interfere with each other. The ISAC sensingreceiver receives direct and target sensing signals through the direct and the surveillancepaths, respectively, and wishes to detect the presence of a target in the latter; on theother hand, the communication receiver receives a communication signal, which containsuseful information.The communication metric depends on the achievable bit rate. According to theShannon-Hartley theorem, this bit rate (in bps) is given by:

Rc = Wc log2
(1 + S

N

)
. (1)

Where S is the average received signal power and N the average power of the noise,both over the bandwidth Wc . The power at the transmitter is Pc , and the communicationchannel gain is γc , the bit rate is
Rc = Wc log2

(1 + Pcγ2
c

N0Wc

)
= Wc log2

(1 + Pcγ̃C
Wc

)
, (2)

where γ̃C ≡ γ2
c

N0 .The sensing metric is the radar detection probability. If a power Pr is used at thetransmitter, the surveillance channel gain is γt , the sensing signal bandwidth is Wr , and weassume that the direct-path signal-to-noise-ratio is high enough, the detection probabilityis given by:
PD = Q1

√2 Prγ2
t

N0Wr
,
√2γ

 , (3)
3



where Q1(a, b) denotes the first-order Marcum Q-function with parameters a and b, and
γ = − log PFA, and PFA is the probability of false alarm, which is taken as a parameter.We assume that a bandwidth Wr is needed in order to transmit a symbol rate Wr , that thedetection takes into account a time period T , and that Pr is proportional to the numberof symbols. Thus, Pr is proportional to WrT , and PD does not depend on Wr . Therefore,the only requirement is that Wr be a feasible design choice; it is taken as a parameter tobe included in γT ≡ γ2

t
N0Wr

, and the probability of detection is
PD = Q1 (√2PrγT ,

√2γ
)

, (4)
3.2 Economic modelWe envision a scenario where an operator provides the ISAC service to a population ofusers.The service provision is modeled as the selling of two commodities (Courcoubetis andWeber, 2003, Chap. 3): the radar transmission power (Pr) and the communication bitrate (Rc), which are priced at unit prices p1 and p2, respectively. The first commodity isdelivered directly by the operator without any transformation, while the second commodity,based on (2), is “produced" from two “input factors": the communication transmission power
Pc and the bandwidth Wc .We, first, derived the expression for the service demand by the users, under the as-sumption of utility maximization, and then derive the expression for the service supply bythe operator, under the assumption of profit maximization.
3.2.1 Users’ demandWe borrow a representative consumer model for the users of the ISAC service (Mas-Colellet al., 1995, Chap. 4), with a quasilinear utility that combines linearly a sensing metric
θ, which depends on the first commodity, and a communication metric η, which dependsof the second commodity. More specifically, the representative user (hereafter, the user)has a utility:

U = αθ(Pr) + βη(Rc) − p1Pr − p2Rc. (5)The sensing metric θ is the probability of detection (4):
θ(Pr) = Q1 (√2PrγT ,

√2γ
)

. (6)
And the communication metric η has a logarithmic dependence on the bit rate Rc (Reichlet al., 2013):

η(Rc) = log (1 + Rc) (7)The utility is plotted in Fig. 1 as a function of the commodities Pr and Rc , whereparameters are set to the default values of Section 4.We assume that the user takes prices p1 and p2 as given, and therefore the decisionon how much of commodities Pr and Rc to demand for given prices is the solution of thefollowing utility maximization problem:
max
Pr ,Rc

U (8)subject to Pr ≥ 0, Rc ≥ 0.
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Figure 1: Utility as a function of Pr and Rc , for p1 = 0.1 and p2 = 0.1
Since the utility expression (5) is separable in Pr and Rc , two independent utility maxi-mization problems can be stated:

max
Pr

αθ(Pr) − p1Pr (9)subject to Pr ≥ 0,

and
max

Rc
βη(Rc) − p2Rc. (10)subject to Rc ≥ 0.

The solution to each utility maximization problem yields a demand function, whichrelates price and optimum quantity. We are interested in interior maxima, so that we seeksolutions to the unconstrained first-order conditions (FOCs).As regards problem (10), the FOC gives
p2 = β1 + Rc

(11)
which gives a global maximum R∗

c , since the objective function is concave.As regards problem (9), the FOC gives
p1 = −αγT Q1 (√2PrγT , 2γ

) + αγT Q2 (√2PrγT , 2γ
)

, (12)
which gives a solution P∗

r that is a global maximum only for P∗
r greater than a thresholdvalue. Below the threshold, the solution is only a local maximum and P∗

r = 0 is theglobal maximum, instead. However, P∗
r = 0 is not valid, since the sensing metric has beenobtained under the assumption of high signal-to-noise-ration at the sensing receiver. Wehereafter assume (and check a posteriori) that (12) gives a valid solution.Expressions (12) and (11), where price is the dependent variable, are properly calledinverse demand function. We will use them below and they will be denoted p1(Pr) and

p2(Rc).
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Figure 2: Profit as a function of Pr and Pc , for Wc = 1
3.2.2 Service provider’s decisionsThe operator obtain revenues R equal to

R (Pr , Rc) = p1(Pr)Pr + p2(Rc)Rc. (13)
We assume that the operator obtains the commodity Pr directly without any trans-formation as an input factor at unit price wp. As regards the commodity Rc , we borrowexpression (2), which relates Rc to Pc and Wc , as a production function, where inputfactors Pc and Wc produce output product Rc , that is:

Rc = ρ(Pc, Wc) = Wc log2
(1 + Pcγ̃C

Wc

)
. (14)

Input factor Pc can be obtained also at unit price wp, and Wc at unit price ww .Costs c incurred by the operator when procuring itself with input factors Pr , Pc and
Wc are then given by:

c(Pr , Pc, Wc) = wp(Pr + Pc) + wwWc (15)
The profits Π, which are the revenues minus the costs, can finally be expressed as afunction of the input factor quantities as follows:

Π(Pr , Pc, Wc) = p1(Pr)Pr + p2(ρ(Pc, Wc))ρ(Pc, Wc)
− wp(Pr + Pc) − wwWc (16)

Profits are plotted in Figs. 2, 3 and 4 as a function of input factors Pr , Pc and Wc ,where parameters are set to the default values of Section 4.Under the usual assumption of profit maximization, the operator will choose inputfactor quantities Pr , Pc and Wc to solve the following problem:
max

Pr ,Pc ,Wc
Π (17)subject to Pr ≥ 0, Pc ≥ 0, Wc ≥ 0.
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Figure 3: Profit as a function of Pc and Wc , for Pr = 10

Figure 4: Profit as a function of Pr, Pc and Wc
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Note that Problem (17) is separable in Pr and {Pc, Wc}:
max
Pc ,Wc

Πc (18)subject to Pc ≥ 0, Wc ≥ 0.

max
Pr

Πr (19)subject to Pr ≥ 0.

where
Πc = p2(ρ(Pc, Wc))ρ(Pc, Wc) − wpPc − wwWc (20)Πr = p1(Pr)Pr − wpPr . (21)

4 Results
We discuss the results in terms of input factor quantities (Fig. 5,Fig. 10 and Fig. 15),product quantities produced (Fig. 6, Fig. 11 and Fig. 16), quality perceived (Fig. 7, Fig. 12and Fig. 17), commodity prices (Fig. 8, Fig. 12 and Fig. 17) and profit (Fig. 9, Fig. 14 andFig. 19).We conduct below comparative statics, that is, we characterize the different optimathat result as one parameter is varied across a range of values (Silberberg and Suen,2000). Specifically, we conduct three comparative statics. First, we analyze the effect ofparameter wp, which is the unit power price; second, the parameter ww , which is the unitbandwidth price; and third, the parameter α , which characterizes the willingness to payfor the quality of the sensing functionality.The optima were obtained by solving numerically the maximization problem (17).The parameters used, if not stated otherwise, are γ = 5, γT = 1 and γ̃C = 1 (all threeborrowed from Chalise et al. (2017)); and α = 1, β = 1, wp = 0.01 and ww = 0.01.
4.1 Effect of parameter wpHere, the parameter wp, the unit price of the transmitted sensing power and communicationpower, varies between 0.001 and 0.055. Note that this parameter affects both Problem (18)and (19).The main effect of a wp increase is, as expected from economic theory, a reduction inthe demand of both input factors Pr and Pc , the latter being more pronounced (Fig. 5);this observation may provide an effective way for the system designer to limit the powerconsumption, as discussed below in Section 5. The reduction in Pc causes a drop inthe commodity Rc supplied (Fig. 6), and ultimately in the quality of the communicationside of the ISAC service η (Fig. 7). The reduction in the supply of the commodity Rc isaccompanied with a rise in the price p2 (Fig. 8), although the operator profit decreases(Fig. 9).
4.2 Effect of parameter wwHere, the parameter ww , the unit price of the communication bandwidth, varies between0.001 and 0.055. Note that this parameter only affects Problem (18), so that input factorand commodity Pr and price p1 do not vary.
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Figure 5: Pr, Pc and Wc as functions of wp

Figure 6: Pr and Rc as functions of wp

Figure 7: Quality metrics as functions of wp
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Figure 8: Prices as functions of wp

Figure 9: Profit as a function of wp
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Figure 10: Pr, Pc and Wc as functions of ww

Figure 11: Pr and Rc as functions of ww

The main effect of a ww increase is, again, a reduction in the demand of input factor
Wc (Fig. 10); Again, this observation may provide an effective way for the system designerto limit the bandwidth consumption, as it is discussed below in Section 5. The reductionin Wc causes a drop in the commodity Rc supplied (Fig. 11), and ultimately in the qualityof the communication side of the ISAC service η (Fig. 12). The reduction in the supplyof the commodity Rc is accompanied with a rise in the price p2 (Fig. 13), although againthe operator profit decreases (Fig. 14).
4.3 Effect of parameter αHere, the parameter α , which is the weight of the sensing part of the ISAC service utility,varies between 0.1 and 2. Note that the weight of the communication part is kept β = 1.And that this parameter only affects Problem (19), so that input factors Pc and Wc ,commodity Rc , price p2 and quality η do not vary.The effect of an α increase is, as expected from (5), an increase in the quality of thesensing part θ of the ISAC service (Fig. 17). This drives an increase on the commod-ity/input factor Pr used for the service (Fig. 15 and Fig. 16) and an increase in the unitprice p1 ((Fig. 18)). And this drives operator profit upwards (Fig. 19). Note that theincrease in Pr and θ takes place only for the range of low values of α , while the increasein p2 and profit sustains itself for all values of α .
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Figure 12: Quality metrics as functions of ww

Figure 13: Prices as functions of ww

Figure 14: Profit as a function of ww
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Figure 15: Pr, Pc and Wc as functions of α

Figure 16: Pr and Rc as functions of α

Figure 17: Quality metrics as functions of α
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Figure 18: Prices as functions of α

Figure 19: Profit as a function of α
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5 Conclusions
In this work, we have framed the provision of an ISAC-based service in an economicsetting, where the service provision and the resource provisioning are mediated by pricesand decisions are taken under utility/profit maximization assumptions.We have demonstrated that, in a monopolistic scenario, i.e., where one operator pro-vides the ISAC-based service to the market, equilibrium quantities and prices exist.From the point of view of an engineering planner, a relevant result has been obtainedthrough comparative statics: prices for power (wp for Pr and Pc) and bandwidth (ww for
Wc) resources can be effectively used for controlling their consumption. Specifically, ithas been found that this control is more effective on the resources used for producing thecommunication part of the ISAC service (Pc and Wc), while resources for the sensing part(Pr) at the equilibrium are less sensitive to the prices. This result provides a more flexibleand effective tool for enforcing regulatory limits on both power and bandwidth.
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