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Abstract—This letter investigates a fluid antenna (FA)-assisted
integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) system, with joint
antenna position optimization and waveform design. We consider
enhancing the sum-rate maximization (SRM) and sensing per-
formance with the aid of FAs. Although the introduction of FAs
brings more degrees of freedom for performance optimization, its
position optimization poses a non-convex programming problem
and brings great computational challenges. This letter contributes
to building an efficient design algorithm by the block succes-
sive upper bound minimization and majorization-minimization
principles, with each step admitting closed-form update for the
ISAC waveform design. In addition, the extrapolation technique
is exploited further to speed up the empirical convergence of
FA position design. Simulation results show that the proposed
design can achieve state-of-the-art sum-rate performance with
at least 60% computation cutoff compared to existing works
with successive convex approximation (SCA) and particle swarm
optimization (PSO) algorithms.

Index Terms—Fluid antenna, integrated sensing and commu-
nication, proximal distance algorithm, extrapolated projected
gradient

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the development of wireless networks, a large

number of emerging applications, such as vehicle-to-

everything (V2X), demand for joint communication and sens-

ing capabilities in wireless communication systems [1]–[3].

Consequently, integrated sensing and communication (ISAC)

has been proposed to allow communications and radar sensing

to share the same frequency and hardware resources, thus

improving spectral, energy, and hardware efficiency [4]–[7].

Currently, ISAC has gained widespread attention, e.g., wave-

form design [2], receive filter design [3], Cramér-Rao bound

minimization [6], and ISAC-accelerated edge intelligence [7].

Moreover, since wireless communication systems perform

more sophisticated tasks, their spectral efficiency should be

further improved. Recently, fluid antennas (FAs) have provided

more degrees of freedom for such a purpose. The increasing

body of studies has shown that the optimized FA positions

can benefit the communication performance, including spectral

efficiency [8], security [9], and more recently ISAC [10], [11].
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In these works, the joint design with FA positions requires

dedicated optimization techniques. In [10], deep reinforcement

learning (DRL) was adopted to address FA-assisted ISAC

problems, while DRL consumes a large amount of training

data and time. In [11], the FAs with predetermined discrete

positions were considered to balance the ISAC performance,

and effective FA ports were activated by sparsity constraints.

Moreover, movable antennas (MAs) with the same function

as the FAs were proposed to enhance the ISAC system [12],

[13]. In [12], the particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm

was employed to design the MA positions for achieving better

ISAC, while the PSO algorithm may have high computational

overhead and the performance can be sensitive to the number

of particles and searches. In [13], a reconfigurable intelligent

surface (RIS) was used to assist the MA system in sensing

non-line-of-sight targets, and the optimized MA positions

were achieved by the successive convex approximation (SCA)

algorithm. While the existing works have demonstrated the

potential improvement of considering FAs in ISAC, the chal-

lenge of the high computational complexity of joint design

remains a key issue, as also pointed out in [14].

This letter aims to alleviate the design computational com-

plexity in ISAC systems under a proposed formulation for

optimized sum-rate performance under sensing requirements.

The development is based on the majorization-minimization

(MM) principle, where a novel proximal distance algorithm

(PDA) is proposed to obtain the closed-form waveform design

in each iterative step, and an extrapolated projected gradient

(EPG) algorithm is proposed to accelerate the convergence

of the FA positions optimization. Simulation results show

that the incorporation of FA is able to achieve over 30%

performance gain compared to traditional ISAC without FAs.

Such performance is achieved under a considerably reduced

computational complexity compared to existing designs. In

particular, the proposed design can save over 60% runtime

compared to existing designs with SCA and PSO algorithms.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a downlink transmission in an FA-assisted

ISAC system, as shown in Fig. 1. The BS equipped with M
FAs communicates with K single-antenna users and senses a

point-like target at the same time. We assume that FAs can

move in a linear array of length D. We denote tm ∈ [0, D]
as the position of the mth FA and the assembled vector

t = [t1, t2, . . . , tM ] ∈ RM as the antenna position vector

(APV). In such an ISAC system, the BS transmits a dual-

functional signal for sensing and communication, where the

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.06516v2
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Fig. 1. The model of fluid antenna-assisted ISAC system.

BS-user channels are modeled by the following line-of-sight

(LoS) model.

hk = δka(t, θk), k ∈ K , {1, 2, . . . ,K}, (1)

where a(t, θk) =
[
ejvkt1 , ejvkt2 , . . . , ejvktM

]T
; vk =

2π
λ
cos(θk); λ is the wavelength; θk is the angle of departure

(AOD) of user k; and δk denotes the propagation gain.

We employ the linear beamformer to transmit the dual-

functional signal, which is given by

xt =

K∑

k=1

wksk, (2)

where wk is a linear beamformer for user k; sk is the data

symbol for user k; and sk ∼ CN (0, 1). Then, the kth user’s

received signal is given by

yk = hH
k xt + nk, k ∈ K, (3)

where nk ∼ CN (0, σ2
k) denotes the noise at user k. The signal-

to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) of user k is denoted as

γk =
|hH

k wk|2∑K

i=1,i6=k |hH
k wi|2 + σ2

k

, k ∈ K. (4)

In the considered ISAC system, the transmitted signal

should also sense a target in the interested direction [15]. This

requires the ISAC system to provide sufficient pulse power

along the target direction. To describe this, we provide the

covariance matrix of xt as

Rw = E[xtx
H
t ] = WW

H,

where W = [w1,w2, . . . ,wM ]. The probing power in the

target direction can be expressed as [5], [6]

P (W, t, θ) = a
H(t, θ)Rw a(t, θ), (5)

where θ is the target direction’s angle.

III. BEAMFORMER AND APV OPTIMIZATION

We aim to optimize the beamformer and APV to maximize

the multiuser sum rate while the radar probing power in

the target direction is above a prefixed level. The problem

formulation of the joint design is

max
W,t

K∑

k=1

log2 (1 + γk) (6a)

s.t. CBS :

K∑

k=1

‖wk‖22 ≤ Pmax, (6b)

Ct : P (W, t, θ) ≥ Pt, (6c)

CFR : t1 ≥ 0, tM ≤ D, (6d)

CAC : tm − tm−1 ≥ D0, m = 2, 3, . . . ,M. (6e)

In problem (6), the constraint (6b) portrays the power budget

at the BS; the constraint (6c) requires the probing power to

be no less than a given threshold Pt; constraints (6d) and (6e)

restrict the FA positions in the interval [0, D], and ensure that

the inter-antenna spacing is no less than D0, respectively.

Note that problem (6) is highly non-convex with respect to

the design parameters (W, t) since the objective and the con-

straint (6c) are non-convex. Plus, the design of FA positions

amounts to the optimization of the unit circle manifold. These

properties make problem (6) difficult to solve.

To achieve an efficient design algorithm for problem (6),

we take advantage of the block variable structure and ex-

tend the block successive upper bound minimization (BSUM)

method [16], [17] to handle it. The unique challenge is to

incorporate FA positions in the development. We outline the

key steps of the tailored algorithm as follows.

min
w,t,u,ρ

F(w, t,u,ρ) s.t. CBS, CFR, CAC, Ct, (7)

where

F(w, t,u,ρ) =

K∑

k=1

[
wH

k A(t)wk − 2R{bHk (t)wk} − log(ρk)
]

with u ∈ CK and ρ ∈ RK
++ being introduced auxiliary

variables; A(t) =
∑K

k=1 ρk|uk|2hk(t)h
H
k (t) + σ2

k; w =
[wT

1 , . . . ,w
T
M ]T, bk(t) = ρkukhk(t); and R{x} denoting the

real part of x. By leveraging the above transformation, we

apply BSUM and obtain the following

uℓ+1 = arg min
u∈CK

F(wℓ, tℓ,u,ρℓ); (8a)

ρℓ+1 = arg min
ρ∈RK

++

F(wℓ, tℓ,uℓ+1,ρ); (8b)

wℓ+1 = arg min
w∈CBS∩Ct

F(w, tℓ,uℓ+1,ρℓ+1); (8c)

tℓ+1 = arg min
t∈Ct∩CFR∩CAC

F(wℓ+1, t,uℓ+1,ρℓ+1). (8d)

Notably, the optimizations of u in (8a) and ρ in (8b) have

closed-form solutions, which are given by

uℓ+1
k =

hH
k wk∑K

i=1 |hH
k wi|2 + σ2

k

, ρℓ+1
k =

1

1− (uℓ+1
k )∗hH

k wk

for any k ∈ K; and (·)∗ denotes the complex conjugate.

However, the optimizations of the beamformer w and the

APV t do not have closed forms. We custom-build efficient

algorithms for these two subproblems.

A. Beamformer Optimization

The subproblems (8c) involve coupled constraints, and the

projections onto the coupled constraints can be difficult to

calculate. To tackle this challenge, we propose a PDA that can

effectively decouple the constraints and yield efficient closed-

form updates. By PDA, we approximate (8c) by

min
w

F(w) + ρ̄dist2(w, CBS) + ρ̄dist2(w, Ct), (9)

where dist(w,X ) = miny∈X ‖w−y‖2 is the distance function

from a point w to a set X ; ρ̄ > 0 is a given penalty parameter.

Obviously, the problem (9) becomes close to the problem (8c)

when ρ̄ is large.
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Algorithm 1 An Efficient PDA for Problem (8c)

1: Input: Initialize ρ̄ > 0, κ > 1, i = 1, w0
k = w1

k, k ∈ K.

2: Repeat:

3: zi
k = wi

k +
i−1
i+2 (w

i
k −wi−1

k );

4: yi
k = ΠCBS

(zi
k) + ΠCt

(zi
k);

5: wi+1
k = (A+ 2ρ̄I)

−1 (
ρ̄yi

k + bk
)
;

6: i = i+ 1;

7: ρ̄ = κρ̄ every I iterations;

8: Until stopping criterion is satisfied.

Still, the distance function is variational and does not have

an explicit expression. We address this issue by considering

majorizating them by

dist(w, CBS) ≤ ‖w−w̃BS‖2, dist(w, Ct) ≤ ‖w−w̃t‖2, (10)

where w̃BS = ΠCBS
(w); w̃t = ΠCt

(w); and the notation

ΠCX
(y) = argmin

t∈X
‖t− y‖22

denotes projecting y onto X . By meticulous calculation, we

show that

[w̃BS]k =

{
wk, if ‖w‖22 ≤ Pmax,√
Pmax

wk

‖w‖2
, otherwise,

[w̃t]k =

{
wk, if

∑K

k=1 w
H
k a(t, θ)a

H(t, θ)wk ≥ Pt,(
I− µa(t, θ)aH(t, θ)

)−1
wk, otherwise,

where µ = 1
‖a(t,θ)‖2 −

√∑
K

k=1
wH

k
a(t,θ)aH(t,θ)wk

|aH(t,θ)a(t,θ)|2Pt

. The deriva-

tion of the projection w̃t is shown in Appendix A.

By the distance majorization, at iteration w, one only needs

to solve an unconstrained quadratic programming problem,

given by

min
w

F(w) + ρ̄
(
‖w − w̃BS‖22 + ‖w − w̃t‖22

)
, (11)

which has an optimal closed-form solution, i.e.,

wk = (A+ 2ρ̄I)
−1

[ρ̄ ([w̃BS]k + [w̃t]k) + bk] , k ∈ K. (12)

The PDA was summarized in Algorithm 1. Note that we also

apply the extrapolation in step 3, which was shown to be able

to numerically accelerate the algorithmic convergence [18].

B. APV Optimization

An EPG algorithm is proposed for handling problem (8d),

which takes the following updates

ti+1 = ΠCt∩CFR∩CAC

(
zi − η∇tF(zi|ti)

)
,

zi+1 = ti+1 + ζi+1(t
i+1 − ti),

(13)

where η > 0 is the descent step length, which is obtained

by the backtracking line search [19]; ∇tF(zi|ti) denotes the

gradient of F at zi, and the parameter ζi+1 = αi+1−1
αi+1

, αi+1 =

1+
√

1+4α2
i

2 with α1 = 0.

We show the implementation of the EPG algorithm

in (13). Defining wk = ak + jbk, Ck = aka
T
k + bkb

T
k ,

Dk = akb
T
k − bka

T
k , gk = [g1,k, g2,k, . . . , gM,k]

T, qk =

[q1,k, q2,k, . . . , qM,k]
T, gm,k = cos(vktm), and qm,k =

sin(vktm) for any k ∈ K, we have

fk,i = |aH(t, θk)wi|2 = gT
k Cigk + qT

k Ciqk + 2gT
k Diqk,

hk,k = R{aH(t, θk)wk} = gT
k ak + qT

k bk.

Thus, the derivatives of fk,i and hk,k with respect to t gives

∂fk,i
∂t

=
∂fk,i
∂gk

∂gk
∂t

+
∂fk,i
∂qk

∂qk
∂t

= 2vk [diag(gk)(Ciqk −Digk)− diag(qk)(Cigk +Diqk)] ,

∂hk,k

∂t
=

∂hk,k

∂gk

∂gk
∂t

+
∂hk,k

∂qk

∂qk
∂t

= vk [diag(gk)bk − diag(qk)ak] .

Next, ∇tF(t) can be derived and is given by

∇tF(t) =

K∑

k=1

{
ρk|uk|2δ2k

K∑

i=1

∂fk,i
∂t

− 2R{ρku∗
kδk}

∂hk,k

∂t

}
.

Moreover, ΠCt∩CFR∩CAC
can be obtained by solving the

following problem

min
t

‖t− κ‖22 s.t. t ∈ Ct ∩ CFR ∩ CAC, (14)

where κ is a point to project. However, the constraint Ct is non-

convex. Therefore, we construct a concave quadratic surrogate

function to minorize a
H(t, θ)Rwa(t, θ) as

a
H(t, θ)Rwa(t, θ) ≥ g(t|t̃) , tTDt− 2dTt+ c, (15)

where

D = −v2 (diag(r)−R) ,

d[n] = v

M∑

m=1

|Rmn|sin(f(t̃n, t̃m))− v2
M∑

m=1

|Rmn|(t̃n − t̃m),

c =

M∑

m=1

M∑

n=1

|Rmn|[cos(f(t̃n, t̃m)) + vsin(f(t̃n, t̃m))(t̃n − t̃m)

− 1

2
v2(t̃n − t̃m)2],

with r =
[∑M

m=1 |Rm1|,
∑M

m=1 |Rm2|, . . . ,
∑M

m=1 |RmM |
]
;

v = 2π
λ
cos(θ); [R]mn = |Rmn|; f(t̃n, t̃m) = v(t̃n − t̃m) +

∠Rmn; t̃ = [t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃M ]T; Rmn is an element of the mth

row and nth column of Rw for n,m = 1, 2, . . . ,M ; and t̃

denotes any determined value for t.

Therefore, the problem (14) is reformulated as follows

min
t

‖t− κ‖22 s.t. t ∈ Cq ∩ CFR ∩ CAC, (16)

where the feasible space Cq of t is restricted by g(t|ti) ≥ Pt.

Problem (16) is a convex quadratically constrained quadratic

program (QCQP) problem, which can be solved efficiently

with off-the-shelf toolboxes, such as CVX.

C. Computational Complexity Analysis

In this subsection, we analyze the complexity of the pro-

posed BSUM algorithm in (8). The computational complexity

of the BSUM algorithm is O(M4.5 +M2(MK +M +K)).
This is because the overall complexity of the closed-form u,

as well as ρ, is O(M2K), the complexity for beamformer

optimization (8c) is O(M3 +M2K), and the complexity for

APV optimization (8d) is O(M4.5 +M3K).
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Fig. 2. Comparison between the proposed algorithm and existing algorithms,
K = 2, Pmax = 30 dBm.
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Fig. 3. Convergence of algorithms, Pmax = 30 dBm, Pt = 3W.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, the simulations demonstrate the proposed

BSUM algorithm performance in FA-assisted ISAC systems.

We set the parameters of FAs as D0 = λ/2, D = 10λ, and λ =
0.01m [20], [21]. In addition, we set θ = 60◦, σ2

k = −80 dBm,

and δk = g0d
−α
k for any k ∈ K, where g0 = −40 dB and α =

2.8 denote the fading at 1m reference distance and the path-

loss exponent, respectively. Users are distributed on a circle

centered at BS with radius 100m, i.e., dk = 100m for k ∈
K. In this section, we consider two scenarios, i.e, the 2-user

(underloaded) scenario and the 8-user (overloaded) scenario.

For the 2-user scenario, we set θ1 = 90◦ and θ2 = 120◦. For

the 8-antenna scenario, we set θ1 = 10◦, θ2 = 30◦, θ3 = 80◦,

θ4 = 90◦, θ5 = 120◦, θ6 = 130◦, θ7 = 150◦, and θ8 = 170◦.

To show the efficiency of our proposed algorithm, we

compare the commonly used algorithms in FA system design,

i.e., the SCA algorithm [13], [20] and the PSO algorithm [12],

[22], [23]. As shown in Fig. 2, the proposed algorithm has a

higher performance compared to the SCA algorithm and PSO

algorithm. Meanwhile, the proposed algorithm can improve

the speed of FA position configuration by 60% compared to

the SCA algorithm, and by more than 20 times compared

to the PSO algorithm. In particular, when M = 8, the

SCA algorithm causes problem (8) to be infeasible as the

sensing power increases, due to the fact that SCA reduces

the feasible region. Moreover, as shown in Fig. 3 (a), the

proposed BSUM algorithm can reach convergence within tens

of iterations. From Fig. 3 (b), the proposed algorithm can

achieve convergence faster than the SCA algorithm.

Fig. 4 shows the performance trade-off between multiuser
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(b) Overloaded K = 8

Fig. 4. Trade-off performance between multiuser sum rate and radar sensing
power, M = 8, Pmax = 30 dBm.
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Fig. 5. Multiuser sum rate under different number of BS antenna, K = 2.

sum rate and radar sensing power under the underloaded

scenario and the overloaded scenario. Next, we analyze the

importance of FAs for enhancing the performance of ISAC

systems from two aspects, i.e., the low sensing requirement

and the high sensing requirement. From Fig. 4, under the low

sensing requirements, the fixed position antenna (FPA) array

in underloaded scenarios can provide enough DoF to serve

users, and thus the FA array has a low enhancement of ISAC

performance. However, in overload scenarios, the FPA array

no longer has sufficient capability to serve users, while FA

can greatly improve ISAC performance by providing higher

space DoF. Moreover, the performance of FA-assisted ISAC

can surpass the ideal performance of the traditional ISAC

and achieve a great improvement. Finally, and importantly in

Fig. 4 (a), randomized FAs position settings can still improve

ISAC performance. Under the high sensing requirements,

FAs achieve a marked improvement in ISAC performance

compared to the FPA array in underloaded scenarios, which is

because the FPA array cannot well balance high sensing power

and multiuser communications. In addition, when the sensing

power in the range of 1W to 5W in underloaded scenarios,

the FA array ensures that the sum rate remains constant. In

overloaded scenarios, the FA still has sufficient capacity to

balance sensing and communication, providing considerable

performance gain than the FPA array, as indicated in Fig. 4 (b).

Fig. 5 (a) shows that the performance difference between the

FA array and the FPA array is larger when N is small, e.g.,

N ∈ [4, 7]. This is due to the fact that the smaller N means a

larger positional space achieving a higher DoF gain when the

total range of the antenna array is [0, D] = [0, 10λ]. Further-
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more, when Pt = 3W, the performance difference between

FA and FPA arrays decreases with increasing Pmax due to the

fact that the larger power budget provides higher power DoF,

which corresponds to the case of low sensing requirements in

Fig. 5 (a). When Pmax = 35 dBm, the performance difference

between FA and FPA arrays increases with the increase of

Pt. This is because the higher sensing power makes the FPA

array not sufficiently capable enough to provide better service

to users, which corresponds to the case of high sensing require-

ment in Fig. 5 (a). Finally, we give the beampattern for point

A in Fig. 5 (a), as shown in Fig. 5 (b). It can be seen that the

FPA array is unable to provide the communication beam in the

desired direction while guaranteeing the sensing requirement.

In contrast, the communication beam in the desired direction

can be achieved by optimizing the FA position, which provides

a higher communication gain compared to the FPA array.

V. CONCLUSION

This letter proposed an efficient algorithm for an FA-

assisted ISAC system, aiming at maximizing the multiuser sum

rates with the required sensing requirement. Relying on the

MM algorithm, the PDA was proposed to iteratively update

the closed-form beamformer, and the EPG was presented

to efficiently configure the FA positions. Simulation results

demonstrated that the proposed algorithm can realize FA

position configuration more than 60% faster than the SCA

and PSO algorithms.

APPENDIX A

w̃t can be derived by solving the following problem

min
w

‖w − ξ‖22 s.t.

K∑

k=1

wH
k aa

Hwk ≥ Pt, (17)

where ξ = [ξT1 , ξ
T
2 , . . . , ξ

T
K ]T is the point to project, and a

denotes a(t, θ) for short.

The Karush–Kuhn–Tucker (KKT) conditions associated

with the above problem are given by

∂L
∂wk

= 2(wk − ξk)− 2µaaHwk = 0, k ∈ K,

K∑

k=1

wH
k aa

Hwk ≥ Pt, µ ≥ 0, µ
( K∑

k=1

wH
k aa

Hwk − Pt

)
= 0,

where µ ≥ 0 is a dual variable. From the first line of KKT

condition and Woodbury matrix identity, we get

w⋆
k = (I− µaaH)−1ξk =

(
I+

µaaH

1− µaHa

)
ξk, (18)

By the complementary slackness, we know that if∑K

k=1 w
H
k aa

Hwk > Pt, then µ = 0 must hold. Otherwise, µ

is chosen such that
∑K

k=1 w
H
k aa

Hwk = Pt, given by

µ =
1

‖a‖2 −
√∑K

k=1 ξ
H
k aa

Hξk

|aHa|2Pt

. (19)

The derivation is complete.
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