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Abstract—Recently, movable-antenna (MA) array becomes a
promising technology for improving the communication quality
in wireless communication systems. In this letter, an unmanned
aerial vehicle (UAV) enabled multi-user multi-input-single-output
system enhanced by the MA array is investigated. To enhance
the throughput capacity, we aim to maximize the achievable data
rate by jointly optimizing the transmit beamforming, the UAV
trajectory, and the positions of the MA array antennas. The
formulated data rate maximization problem is a highly coupled
non-convex problem, for which an alternating optimization based
algorithm is proposed to get a sub-optimal solution. Numerical
results have demonstrated the performance gain of the proposed
method compared with conventional method with fixed-position
antenna array.

Index Terms—Movable-antenna array, unmanned aerial vehi-
cles, transmit beamforming, trajectory design.

I. INTRODUCTION

RECENTLY, unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV)-enabled

communications have emerged as a key technology to

ensure long-term communications and flexible placements in

the next generation cellular networks [1]. The working altitude

and mobility of the UAVs can provide stronger line-of-sight

links among the UAVs and the ground users compared with

conventional ground base stations, which improves the channel

quality for the intensive demand of users [2]. However, the

achievable data rate is still a bottleneck in UAV-enabled

communications. To address this issue, movable-antenna (MA)

technology is proposed to provide flexible beamforming to

improve the communication throughout [3]. Specifically, the

flexible beamforming is achieved by adjusting the positions

of the antennas at the transmitter or/and the receiver in their

certain regions to enable better quality of communication links.

Thus, the higher throughput capacity can be obtained [4].
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The effectiveness, robustness, and adaptability of the MA ar-

ray have been verified in previous works [5]–[9]. Specifically,

compressed sensing based channel estimation for wireless

communications enhanced with MA array is investigated in

[5]. The simultaneously enhancing and/or nulling the signal

power at desired and/or undesired directions with MA array is

studied in [6]. In [7], the achievable secrecy rate is optimized

in the MA array-enabled secure communication system with

joint optimization of transmit beamforming and the positions

of all movable antennas. The transmit covariance matrix and

the position of each MAs are jointly designed for a multiple-

input multiple-output system in [8]. Moreover, the total trans-

mit power of users is optimized in an MA-enhanced multiple-

access channel system studied in [9]. On the other hand,

the UAV-assisted communications have shown to improve the

communication efficiency [10]–[13]. The time allocation and

UAV trajectory are joint optimized to minimize the system

energy consumption [10]. The minimum data rate of Internet

of thing (IoT) users is maximized in an IoT system studied in

[11], where multiple UAVs are dispatched to power the IoT

users, and then to collect data transmitted by the IoT users. To

better represent the data rate and timeliness, a task-aware UAV

trajectory is designed in [12], where the age of information is

minimized among all ground users. In [13], the non-orthogonal

multiple access enabled UAV systems is investigated, where

the energy efficiency is maximized among all users to improve

spectrum efficiency and large-scale connectivity. However, in

previous works [5]–[9], the MA arrays are only deployed

at fixed entity, lacking of flexibility. Moreover, these UAV-

enabled systems [10]–[13] only consider a single antenna or a

fixed antenna array. Therefore, they are short of the utilization

of flexible beamforming towards users, resulting in throughput

bottleneck.

To solve these problems, we aim to fully utilize the flexible

beamforming benefited by the design of the MA array accord-

ing to the positions of the UAV and users in a multi-user (MU)

multi-input-single-output (MISO) system. The total achievable

data rate of all users is maximized by jointly optimizing the

transmit beamforming, the positions of all MAs, and the flying

trajectory of the UAV. An efficient alternating optimization

based algorithm is developed to solve the non-convex prob-

lem. Simulation results demonstrate the performance gain of

proposed scheme compared to the conventional fixed-position

antenna array scheme.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider a UAV communication system, where a single

UAV serves K single-antenna users. The set of users is

denoted as K , {1, · · · ,K}. The UAV flies from the initial

position to the final position within a time period of T seconds.

The time period is divided into N slots, each with duration

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.20746v2
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τ = T
N

. The UAV provides data transmission services for all

users at each time slot. Since the flying routine of the UAV

is continuous, we discretize the flying by a certain position

in each time slot, where the two-dimensional (2D) location

of the UAV at time slot n is given by q[n] = [qx[n], qy[n]],
with fixed altitude H . Hence, the velocity of the UAV is

v[n] = 1
τ
(q[n]− q[n− 1]), which is limited by the minimum

speed Vmin and the maximum speed Vmax. Besides, the

acceleration of the UAV a[n] = 1
τ
(v[n] − v[n − 1]) is also

bounded by the maximum acceleration amax. The location of

the k-th user is denoted as sk = [sk,x, sk,y ].
The UAV is equipped with a linear MA array with size M ,

where the number of antennas is not smaller than the number

of users, i.e., M ≥ K . The set of the MA array is denoted as

M , {1, · · · ,M}, where the position of the m-th MA at time

slot n is given by xm[n]. Hence, the positions of the MA array

can be written as x[n] = [x1[n], · · · , xM [n]]T. To facilitate the

following analysis, it is assumed that 0 ≤ x1[n] ≤ x2[n] ≤
· · · ≤ xM [n] ≤ L, where L is the maximum movable range

of antennas. Thus, the steering vector of the MA array can be

expressed as

a(x[n], θk[n]) =
[

ej
2π
λ

x1[n] cos θk [n], · · · , ej
2π
λ

xM [n] cos θk[n]
]T

, (1)

where θk[n] = arccos H√
‖q[n]−sk‖2+H2

is the steering angle

towards the k-th user and λ is the wavelength. We use ak[n]
to represent a(x[n], θk[n]) for simplicity. Let wk[n] ∈ CM×1

denote the transmit beamforming vector of the UAV for

communicating with the k-th user at time slot n. We assume

the UAV-to-ground links are line of sight (LoS) channels1,

and the free-space path loss from the UAV to the k-th user

is given by hk[n] =
√
χ
(

‖q[n]− sk‖2 +H2
)− 1

2 , where χ is

a constant value at a reference distance 1m. To this end, the

received signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) of the

k-th user at time slot n can be given by

γk[n](ak,wk, q) =

∣

∣hk[n]a
H
k
[n]wk[n]

∣

∣

2

∑

l∈K\{k} |hk[n]a
H
k
[n]wl[n]|2 + σ2

k

, (2)

where σ2
k denotes the noise power at the k-th user. The

achievable data rate of the UAV for communicating with the

k-th user at time slot n can be given by

rk[n](ak,wk, q) = log2(1 + γk[n](ak,wk, q)). (3)

In this work, we aim to maximize the total achievable
data rate of users, by jointly optimizing the positions of
the MA array X , {x[n], ∀n}, the transmit beamforming

W , {wk[n], ∀k, ∀n} at the UAV, and the UAV trajectory

Q , {q[n], ∀n}. Therefore, the problem is formulated as

(P1) : max
X,W ,Q

N
∑

n=1

K
∑

k=1

rk[n](ak,wk, q)

s.t.
K
∑

k=1

‖wk[n]‖
2 ≤ Pmax, ∀n ∈ N , (4a)

{xm[n]}Mm=1 ∈ [0, L], ∀n ∈ N , (4b)

xp[n]− xq[n] ≥ dmin, where {p, q} ∈ M,

1 Owing to the flexibility of the UAV, it can fly over obstacles and get close
to users to achieve the LoS channel conditions [14].

p > q, ∀n ∈ N , (4c)

Vmin ≤ ‖v[n]‖ ≤ Vmax, ∀n ∈ N\{1}, (4d)

0 ≤ ‖a[n]‖ ≤ amax, ∀n ∈ N\{1, 2}, (4e)

where (4a) denotes the transmit power limitation, (4b) is

the range of positions of all antennas, (4c) represents that

the distance between adjacent MAs cannot lower than the

minimum distance dmin for preventing the coupling effect, (4d)

and (4e) are the UAV kinematic constraints. (P1) is non-convex

due to the high coupling among the optimization variables,

which is hard to solve by conventional methods. Conversely,

alternating optimization (AO) is an efficient and robustness

method to solve such problems, by iteratively solving part of

the variables while fixing others. The AO-based algorithm for

solving (P1) is presented in the following section.

III. ALTERNATING OPTIMIZATION FOR (P1)

A. Optimizing W Given X and Q

Let W k[n] = wk[n]w
H
k [n], then we have W k[n] � 0, and

rank(W k[n]) ≤ 1. By substituting wk[n]w
H
k [n] with W k[n],

problem (P1) can be rewritten as

(P2) : max
{Wk[n]�0}

N
∑

n=1

K
∑

k=1

r̃k[n](W k[n])

s.t.
K
∑

k=1

tr(W k[n]) ≤ Pmax, ∀n ∈ N , (5a)

rank(W k[n]) ≤ 1, ∀k ∈ K, ∀n ∈ N , (5b)

where r̃k[n](W k[n]) is given by

r̃k[n](W k [n]) = log2

(

1 +
tr (Λk[n]W k[n])

∑

l∈K\{k} tr (Λk[n]W l[n]) + σ2
k

)

, (6)

and Λk[n] = h2
k[n]ak[n]a

H
k [n].

The problem (P2) is still non-convex regarding the non-

concave nature of the objective, and the rank constraint (5b).

Hence, we approximate the objective function by the succes-

sive convex approximation (SCA), where the i-th iteration of

the local point of W k[n] is W
(i)
k [n]. The objective under i-th

iteration can be given by

r̃k[n](W k[n]) = log2





∑

l∈K

tr (Λk[n]W l[n]) + σ2
k





− log2





∑

l∈K\{k}

tr (Λk[n]W l[n]) + σ2
k





≥





∑

l∈K

tr (Λk[n]W l[n]) + σ2
k





−



α
(i)
k

[n] +
∑

l∈K\{k}

tr

(

∆
(i)[n]

(

W l[n]−W
(i)
l

[n]
)

k

)





, řk[n](W k[n]),

(7)

where α
(i)
k [n] and ∆

(i)
k [n] are given by

α
(i)
k [n] = log2





∑

l∈K\{k}

tr
(

Λk[n]W
(i)
l [n]

)

+ σ
2
k



 , (8)

∆
(i)
k [n] =

log2(e)Λk[n]
∑

l∈K\{k} tr
(

Λk[n]W
(i)
l [n]

)

+ σ2
k

. (9)
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Hence, the problem (P2) can be approximated as problem
(P2.i) in the i-th iteration, which is given by

(P2.i) : max
{Wk[n]�0}

N
∑

n=1

K
∑

k=1

řk[n](W k[n])

s.t. (5a) and (5b).

In problem (P2.i), the objective function w.r.t. W k[n] is

concave. However, the constraint (5b) is still non-convex.

To address this, we relax the rank constraints to convert

problem (P2.i) into a standard convex optimization problem

(RP2.i). Although the relaxed solution may not ensure rank-

one matrices, Gaussian randomization can approximate a rank-

one solution if required. Fortunately, by leveraging similar

analyses from the prior work [14], we find that an optimal

rank-one solution W ∗
k[n] always exists. Hence, Gaussian

randomization is unnecessary for solving problem (P2.i). Due

to space limitations, the detailed proof is omitted.

B. Optimizing Q Given W and X

As indicated by Eq. (1), a(θk[n]) exhibits complexity and

non-linearity w.r.t q[n], which makes the UAV trajectory

optimization become very difficult. To address this issue, we

utilize the i-th iteration of the UAV trajectory to approximate

the variables in a(θk[n]) related to the (i + 1)-th iteration of

the UAV trajectory. Thus, a(θk[n]) is rewritten as

ã(θk[n]) =
[

ej
2π
λ

x1[n] cos θ
i
k[n], · · · , ej 2πλ xM [n] cos θi

k[n]
]T

,

(11)

where θik[n] = arccos H√
‖qi[n]−sk‖2+H2

.

Thus, the objective function of (P1) can be reformulated as

r̄k[n](q[n]) = log2

(

Φk[n] + Υk[n]

dk[n]
+ σ2

k

)

− log2

(

Υk[n]

dk[n]
+ σ2

k

)

,

(12)

where dk[n] = ‖q[n]−sk‖2+H2, Φk[n] = χ
∣

∣

∣
ãH
k [n]wk[n]

∣

∣

∣

2

,

and Υk[n] =
∑

l∈K\{k} χ
∣

∣

∣
ãH
k [n]wl[n]

∣

∣

∣

2

. Obviously, the first

term of r̄k[n](q[n]) is non-concave w.r.t. q[n], but it is convex

w.r.t. dk[n]. By applying the SCA method, the lower-bound

for the first term of r̄k[n](q[n]) can be expressed as

log2

(

Φk[n] + Υk[n]

dk[n]
+ σ

2
k

)

≥ log2

(

Φk[n] + Υk[n]

di
k[n]

+ σ
2
k

)

−
log2(e)(Φk[n] + Υk[n])(d

(i)
k [n])−2

(Φk[n] + Υk[n])(d
(i)
k [n])−1 + σ2

k

(dk[n] − d
(i)
k [n]) , r̄

1
k[n].

(13)

Besides, the second term of (12) is non-convex w.r.t. q[n]. By

introducing a slack variable zk[n], this term is approximated

by r̄2k[n] , log2(Υk[n]e
zk[n] + σ2

k), where ezk[n] satisfies

e−zk[n] ≤ d
(i)
k [n] + 2(q(i)[n]− sk)

T(q[n]− q
(i)[n]). (14)

Moreover, according to the SCA method, (4d) can be trans-

formed into a convex constraint as ‖v[n]‖ ≤ Vmax and

(Vminτ )
2 ≤− ‖q(i)[n]− q

(i)[n− 1]‖2

+ 2(q(i)[n]− q
(i)[n− 1])T(q[n]− q[n− 1]).

(15)

Hence, the problem (P1) can be approximated as problem
(P3.i) in the i-th iteration, which is given by

(P3.i) : max
Q,Z

N
∑

n=1

K
∑

k=1

(r̄1k[n]− r̄
2
k[n])

s.t. (4e), (14), and (15),

‖v[n]‖ ≤ Vmax, (16a)

where Z = {zk[n], ∀k, ∀n}. The objective of (P3.i) and all

constraints are convex w.r.t q[n], resulting the convexity of

(P3.i), Therefore, (P3.i) can be solved by standard convex

optimization methods.

C. Optimizing X Given Q and W

As indicated by Eq. (3), the achievable data rate rk[n] is a

monotonically increasing function of SINR γk[n]. Therefore,

the objective function of problem (P1) can be transformed

into maxX
∑N

n=1

∑K

k=1 γk[n], which is a nonlinear fractional

problem and can be handled by the Dinkelbach method. By

introducing a parameter ηk[n] = γk[n] to denote the SINR,

the objective function of (P1) is transformed into

Γk[n] = h2
k[n]

∣

∣

∣a
H
k [n]wk[n]

∣

∣

∣

2

− ηk [n]



h2
k[n]

∑

l∈K\{k}

|aH
k [n]wl[n]|

2 + σ2
k



 ,
(17)

which is a non-convex function. Motivated by [15], we relax

it by using the SCA method. For ease of exposition, we define

ϑk[n] = 2π
λ
cos θk[n]. Furthermore, we represent the m-th

element of wk[n] as [wk[n]]m = |[wk[n]]m| ej∠[wk[n]]m , where

|[wk[n]]m| denotes its amplitude and ∠[wk[n]]m denotes its

phase. Then,
∣

∣aH
k [n]wk[n]

∣

∣

2
can be further expressed as

∣

∣

∣a
H
k [n]wk[n]

∣

∣

∣

2
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

M
∑

p=1

[w∗
k[n]]pe

jϑk[n]xp[n]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wk[n]]p[wk[n]]q| cos (Θk[n](xp[n], xq [n])) ,

(18)

where Θk[n](xp[n], xq[n]) = ϑk[n](xp[n] − xq[n]) −
(∠[wk[n]]p − ∠[wk[n]]q). We use Taylor expansion to deal

with the cos (Θk[n](xp[n], xq[n])). Specifically, for a given

β ∈ R, the second-order Taylor expansion of cos(β) is

cos(β) ≈ cos(β0)− sin(β0)(β − β0)−
1

2
cos(β0)(β − β0)

2

≥ cos(β0)− sin(β0)(β − β0)−
1

2
(β − β0)

2 , f(β|β0).
(19)

Then, for given xi[n] = [xi
1[n], . . . , x

i
M [n]]T in the i-th

iteration, by letting β0 = Θk[n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q[n]) and β =

Θk[n](xp[n], xq[n]), we can obtain

∣

∣

∣
aH
k [n]wk[n]

∣

∣

∣

2
≥

M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wk[n]]p[wk[n]]q|×

f(cos(Θk[n](xp[n], xq[n]))| cos(Θk [n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q[n])))

,
1

2
xT[n]Ak[n]x[n] + bTk [n]x[n] + ck[n],

(20)

where Ak[n] ∈ R
M×M , bk[n] ∈ R

M , and ck[n] ∈ R are

expressed as

Ak[n] , −2ϑ2
k[n]

(

γ[n] diag(w̃k[n])− w̃k[n]w̃k[n]
T
)

, (21)
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[bk[n]]p , 2ϑ2
k[n]

M
∑

q=1

|[wk[n]]p[wk[n]]q|
(

xi
p[n]− xi

q[n]
)

− 2ϑk [n]
M
∑

q=1

|[wk[n]]p[wk[n]]q| sin
(

Θk[n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q [n])

)

,

(22)

ck[n] ,
M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wk[n]]p[wk[n]]q| cos
(

Θk[n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q[n])

)

+ ϑk[n]
M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wk[n]]p[wk[n]]q| sin
(

Θk[n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q[n])

)

×

(

xi
p[n]− xi

q[n]
)

−
1

2
ϑ2
k[n]

M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wk[n]]p[wk[n]]q| ×

(

xi
p[n]− xi

q[n]
)2

,

(23)

with w̃k[n] , [[wk[n]]1, [wk[n]]2, . . . , [wk[n]]M ]T and γ[n] ,
∑M

p=1 |[wk[n]]p|. By introducing a slack variable δk[n], we

can obtain a standard quadratic constraint, i.e.,

1

2
x
T[n]Ak[n]x[n] + b

T
k [n]x[n] + ck[n] ≥ δk[n]. (24)

Moreover, given that
∣

∣aH
k [n]wl[n]

∣

∣

2
has a structure similar

to
∣

∣aH
k [n]wk[n]

∣

∣

2
, we can transform it by modifying the

procedure utilized to construct the relaxed quadratic constraint

(24). Specifically, we have

cos(β) ≈ cos(β0) − sin(β0)(β − β0)−
1

2
cos(β0)(β − β0)

2

≤ cos(β0) − sin(β0)(β − β0) +
1

2
(β − β0)

2 , f̃(β|β0),
(25)

∣

∣

∣a
H
k [n]wl[n]

∣

∣

∣

2
≤

M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wl[n]]p[wl[n]]q|×

f̃(cos(Θ̃k,l[n](xp[n], xq[n]))| cos(Θ̃k,l[n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q[n])))

,
1

2
xT[n]Ãk,l[n]x[n] + b̃

T
k,l[n]x[n] + c̃k,l[n].

(26)

where Θ̃k,l[n](xp[n], xq[n]) = ϑk[n](xp[n] − xq [n]) −
(∠[wl[n]]p − ∠[wl[n]]q), Ãk.l[n] ∈ RM×M , b̃k,l[n] ∈ RM ,

and c̃k,l[n] ∈ R are expressed as

Ãk,l[n] , 2ϑ2
k[n]

(

γ̃[n] diag(w̃l[n])− w̃l[n]w̃l[n]
T
)

, (27)

[b̃k,l[n]]p , −2ϑ2
k[n]

M
∑

q=1

|[wl[n]]p[wl[n]]q|
(

xi
p[n]− xi

q[n]
)

− 2ϑk[n]
M
∑

q=1

|[wl[n]]p[wl[n]]q| sin
(

Θ̃k,l[n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q[n])

)

,

(28)

c̃k,l[n] ,
M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wl[n]]p[wl[n]]q| cos
(

Θ̃k,l[n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q [n])

)

+ ϑk[n]
M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wl[n]]p[wl[n]]q| sin
(

Θ̃k,l[n](x
i
p[n], x

i
q[n])

)

×

(

xi
p[n]− xi

q[n]
)

+
1

2
ϑ2
k[n]

M
∑

p=1

M
∑

q=1

|[wl[n]]p[wl[n]]q| ×

(

xi
p[n]− xi

q[n]
)2

,

(29)

with γ̃[n] =
∑M

p=1 |[wl[n]]p|. By introducing a slack variable

ζk,l[n], we can obtain a standard quadratic constraint, i.e.,

1

2
x
T[n]Ãk,l[n]x[n] + b̃

T
k,l[n]x[n] + c̃k,l[n] ≤ ζk,l[n]. (30)

which can be solved efficiently by convex optimization solvers.

Hence, the objective function (17) can be converted to

Γ̃k[n] =



h2
k[n]δk[n]− ηk[n]



h2
k[n]

∑

l∈K\{k}

ζk,l[n] + σ2
k







 .

(31)
Then, the problem (P1) can be approximated as problem (P4.i)
in the i-th iteration, which is given by

(P4.i) : max
Q,δ,ζ

N
∑

n=1

K
∑

k=1

Γ̃k[n] s.t. (4b), (4c), (24), and (30),

where δ = {δk[n]} and ζ = {ζk,l[n]}. Problem (P4.i) is

reformulated as a standard convex problem w.r.t to X , and

can be solved by CVX toolbox.

D. Alternating Optimization

The AO-based algorithm for solving (P1) is depicted in

Algorithm 12. Given that the total achievable data rate is

non-decreasing over iterations and has an upper bound, Al-

gorithm 1 is ensured to converge. In addition, the afore-

mentioned three sub-problems are solved by interior point

method through CVX. The complexity of the three sub-

problems is O((NKM2)3.5 log(ǫ−1
ǫ∗ )), O((2N)3.5 log(ǫ−1

ǫ∗ )),
and O((MN)3.5 log(ǫ−1

ǫ∗ )), respectively. As a result, the over-

all complexity of solving (P1) is O(imax(((NKM2)3.5 +
(2N)3.5 + (MN)3.5) log(ǫ−1

ǫ∗ )).

Algorithm 1 AO for Solving (P1)

Input: An initial feasible point W (0) , Q(0) , and X(0) ;

Initialize: the iteration number i = 1; the precision threshold ǫ∗; the maximum
number of iterations imax;

repeat

Given {Q(i−1),X(i−1)} to solve the problem P2.i, get the solution W (i);

Given {W (i),X(i−1)} to solve the problem P3.i, get the solution Q(i);

Given {W (i),Q(i)} to solve the problem P4.i, get the solution X(i);

Set i = i+ 1;

until the gain of objective ≤ ǫ∗ or i = imax;
Output: W ∗[n], Q∗[n], and X∗[n].

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide numerical results to validate the

performance of our proposed scheme. In the simulation, we

consider an area of 500m× 500m with K = 3 users. Similar

to [7], [14], we set the minimum distance between adjacent

MAs as dmin = λ/2, the range of positions of all antennas as

L = 8λ, the maximum transmit power as Pmax = 3W, the

noise power at each receiver as σ2
k = −110dBm, the constant

value χ = −60dB, the range of UAV’s horizontal flight speed

as [Vmin, Vmax] = [1, 20]m/s, the flight altitude as H = 100m,

and the time period T = 40s.
The convergence of the proposed MA array-based scheme

and the fixed-position antenna array (FPA) scheme (only the

beamforming and the trajectory are optimized) is illustrated in

Fig. 1. The proposed AO-based algorithm is observed to be

efficient where all schemes can converge within 16 iterations.

2The solution of W and X are independent across different time slots.
To reduce the complexity of the algorithm, we decompose problem (P2.i)
and problem (P4.i) into N subproblems. Each subproblem is then optimized
independently within its respective time slot.
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Fig. 1: Convergence.
Fig. 2: 3D UAV trajectory of the

proposed algorithm.

The proposed scheme with M = 6 achieves the highest total

achievable data rate due to the fully optimized beamforming

gain with more antennas. An example of optimized UAV

trajectory is demonstrated in Fig. 2. We can observe that the

UAV flies to the suitable positions between users to achieve

better performance. Note that we analyse the beamforming

gain in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 at the marked UAV position (the red

{+} marked in Fig. 2) toward the three users.
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Fig. 3: The achievable data rate
versus noise power.
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Fig. 4: The achievable data rate
versus transmit power.

In Fig. 3, the total achievable data rate versus the noise

power is presented. As we can observe, the proposed scheme

with fewer antennas (the red curve where M = 4) even

achieves higher performance compared to the FPA scheme

with a larger number of antennas (the yellow curve where

M = 6) under low noise power (≤ −105dBm), which

verifies the performance gain benefited from the optimization

of antenna positions via MA array. As shown in Fig. 4, the

total achievable data rate versus the maximum transmit power

is illustrated. From Fig. 4, the performance gap between the

proposed scheme and the FPA scheme with same number of

antennas increases with the maximum transmit power, which

demonstrates the effectiveness of beamforming gain from the

optimization of antenna positions via MA array.
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Fig. 5: Comparison of
beamforming gains with MA

array and FPA array.

Fig. 6: Comparison of
beamforming gains with MA

array and FPA array in 2D space.

Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 show the beamforming gain of the

proposed scheme and the FPA scheme at the angle θ, where

θ ∈ [0, π/2]. The UAV is flying at the marked position denoted

in Fig. 2. We can observe that the proposed MA scheme

allocates more beamforming gain towards User 1. The reason

is that, the proposed MA scheme is capable of adjusting the

antenna position dynamically according to the positions of

the UAV and the users to enable the flexible beamforming.

Therefore, higher performance is guaranteed.

V. CONCLUSION

This letter explores the total achievable data rate maxi-

mization problem in a novel UAV-enabled MU-MISO systems

enhanced by the MA array. The transmit beamforming, the

UAV trajectory, and the antenna positions of MA array are

jointly optimized by an AO-based algorithm. Numerical results

verify the effective performance gain obtained by the MA

array, compared with fixed-position antenna array scenario.
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