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Abstract—The movable antenna (MA) is a promising technol-
ogy to exploit more spatial degrees of freedom for enhancing
wireless system performance. However, the MA-aided system
introduces the non-convex antenna distance constraints, which
poses challenges in the underlying optimization problems. To
fill this gap, this paper proposes a general framework for
optimizing the MA-aided system under the antenna distance
constraints. Specifically, we separate the non-convex antenna
distance constraints from the objective function by introducing
auxiliary variables. Then, the resulting problem can be efficiently
solved under the alternating optimization framework. For the
subproblems with respect to the antenna position variables and
auxiliary variables, the proposed algorithms are able to obtain
at least stationary points without any approximations. To verify
the effectiveness of the proposed optimization framework, we
present two case studies: capacity maximization and regularized
zero-forcing precoding. Simulation results demonstrate the pro-
posed optimization framework outperforms the existing baseline
schemes under both cases.

Index Terms—Distance constraint, movable antenna (MA),
optimization framework.

I. INTRODUCTION

Driven by the explosive growth of wireless applications,
including high-quality video streaming and virtual/augmented
reality (VR/AR), the demand for high capacity in future
sixth-generation (6G) communication networks has become
increasingly apparent. To meet this requirement, the novel
concept of movable antenna (MA) [1], [2], also known as
fluid antennas [3], [4], has been recently proposed. In contrast
to the conventional multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
systems with the fixed-position antenna (FPA), the MA can
flexibly change its position, thus enabling more spatial degrees
of freedom for enhancing the system performance.

Due to this unique benefit, the MA-aided systems have
attracted significant attention. For example, [5] leveraged the
MAs to improve the channel capacity in multi-user communi-
cation systems. Moreover, [6] explored the channel estimation
for the MA-aided system by utilizing the compressed sensing
(CS) based approach, which offers a practical method for im-
plementing MA technology. Furthermore, the MA technology
has also been embedded in other communication scenarios,
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such as physical layer security [7] and integrated sensing and
communication [8].

However, from the perspective of optimization, the MA-
aided system introduces the non-convex antenna distance con-
straints, along with the possible non-convex objective function.
These pose challenges in solving the underlying optimization
problems. Existing studies attempt different approaches to
their specific optimization problems, e.g., successive convex
approximation (SCA) [2], and CS based approach [9]. How-
ever, they either require a convex approximation of the objec-
tive function and distance constraints, or introduce additional
non-convex constraints (e.g., zero-norm constraint [9]), which
leads to the performance loss.

To fill this gap, we aim to propose a general optimiza-
tion framework for the MA-aided system under the non-
convex antenna distance constraints. Specifically, to separate
the non-convex antenna distance constraints from the objective
function, we employ variable splitting by introducing the
auxiliary variables. Then, we tackle the resulting problem via
the alternating optimization. For the subproblems with respect
to the antenna position variables and auxiliary variables, the
proposed algorithms are able to obtain at least stationary
points without employing any approximations or introducing
additional constraints. We further demonstrate the proposed
optimization framework using two typical examples: capacity
maximization and regularized zero-forcing precoding, respec-
tively. Numerical results show that the proposed framework
outperforms state-of-the-art approaches under both studied
cases. By providing a unified solution, this framework offers
researchers a more streamlined and standardized approach to
investigate MA based optimization problems.

II. DISTANCE CONSTRAINT IN MA-AIDED SYSTEM

Consider such an MA-aided system, which consists of
one base station (BS) equipped with M MAs, and K N -
antenna devices. Let rm denote the position of the m-th
(m = 1, 2, . . . ,M ) MA at the BS. Based on the analysis in [2],
the MA-aided systems generally introduce the following two
additional constraints:

rm ∈ C, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . ,M, (1)

∥rm − rl∥2 ≥ D, ∀m, l = 1, 2, . . . ,M, m ̸= l, (2)
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where C represents the given region for MAs to move and D
denotes the minimum distance between each pair of antennas.
Specifically, the first constraint restricts the MA’s movement
area, and the second constraint is referred to as the antenna
distance constraint in order to avoid the coupling between the
antennas in the given region C [10].

III. A GENERAL OPTIMIZATION FRAMEWORK FOR
MA-AIDED SYSTEM

Consider the following optimization problem:

P : min
{rm}M

m=1,X
f
(
{rm}Mm=1,X

)
(3)

s.t. X ∈ X , (1), and (2),

where f(·) denotes a general utility function, X denotes the
variables in the FPA systems, and X is the corresponding
constraint set for X. For example, in the MA-aided MIMO
system of [2], f(·) denotes the capacity, and X is the transmit
covariance matrix.

In general, if f(·) is a non-convex objective function or
X is a non-convex set, the optimization for P is challenging
even in the FPA systems. Furthermore, by introducing the
MA’s position variables {rm}Mm=1, it is even more difficult
to solve P because X and {rm}Mm=1 are usually coupled in
the objective function and constraints (2) are non-convex. One
existing approach regards X and {rm}Mm=1 as two blocks and
optimizes them through the alternating optimization [11], [12].
However, when f(·) is non-convex with respect to {rm}Mm=1,
together with the non-convex constraints (2), it is challenging
to tackle the subproblem with respect to {rm}Mm=1 efficiently.

To separate the non-convex constraint (2) from
f
(
{rm}Mm=1,X

)
, we employ variable splitting by introducing

{zm = rm}Mm=1. Then, by replacing {rm}Mm=1 in (2) with
{zm}Mm=1, and adding a penalty term ρ

∑M
m=1 ∥rm − zm∥22

to the objective function, P becomes:

P1 : min
{rm}M

m=1,{zm}M
m=1,X∈X

f
(
{rm}Mm=1,X

)
+ ρ

M∑
m=1

∥rm − zm∥22 (4)

s.t. rm ∈ C, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . ,M, (5)
∥zm − zl∥2 ≥ D,

∀m, l = 1, 2, . . . ,M, m ̸= l, (6)

where ρ > 0 is the penalty factor1. The problem P1 can
be solved by alternatively optimizing with respect to X,
{rm}Mm=1 and {zm}Mm=1, with details given in the following.

1) Subproblem with respect to X: Note that the penalty
term ρ

∑M
m=1 ∥rm − zm∥22 does not depend on the value of

X. Thus, the subproblem with respect to X is given by

P1-a : min
X

f
(
{rm}Mm=1,X

)
(7)

s.t. X ∈ X . (8)

1To choose a proper ρ, this paper initializes ρ with a small value and then
gradually increases ρ to make the term

∑M
m=1 ∥rm − zm∥22 approach

zero [13].

Note that the subproblem P1-a reduces to the general op-
timization form for conventional FPA systems, which can
be solved by the existing approaches designed for the FPA
systems.

2) Subproblem with respect to {rm}Mm=1:

P1-b : min
{rm}M

m=1

f
(
{rm}Mm=1,X

)
+ ρ

M∑
m=1

∥rm − zm∥22

(9)
s.t. (5).

Considering the existing works generally set C as a rectangular
region [2], [9], the subproblem P1-b can be efficiently solved
to at least a stationary point by the projected gradient-based
approach [14].

3) Subproblem with respect to {zm}Mm=1: Since the vari-
ables {zm}Mm=1 only appear in the penalty term, the resulting
subproblem is given by

P1-c : min
{zm}M

m=1

M∑
m=1

∥zm − rm∥22 (10)

s.t. (6).

Even though the problem P1-c is nonconvex due to the
constraint ∥zm − zl∥2 ≥ D, we present an efficient approach
without any convex approximation. Specifically, we sequen-
tially optimize zm with {zl}l ̸=m being fixed and the m-th
subproblem of P1-c is given by

P1-c-m : min
zm

∥zm − rm∥22 (11)

s.t. ∥zm − zl∥2 ≥ D,

∀l = 1, 2, . . . ,M, l ̸= m. (12)

Before solving P1-c-m, we define the following notations
for the clear presentation. Let L denote the set of all l that
satisfy the constraint ∥rm − zl∥2 < D. The notation Circlel
denotes the circle with the center zl and radius D. The notation
Wl denotes the set of intersection points of Circlel with other
circles (except for Circlem), where these intersection points in
the set need to satisfy the constraints (12). The notation Ul

denotes the set of intersection points of Circlel with the line
passing through zl and rm, where these points also need to
satisfy the constraints (12).

Then, we discuss the optimal solution of zm in P1-c-m into
three cases.

(a) L = ∅: The optimal z⋆m is given by z⋆m = r⋆m as shown
in Fig. 1(a).

(b) |L| = 1: Under this case, we first need to find the
only zl, which satisfies ∥rm − zl∥2 < D. Then, the optimal
z⋆m belongs to the set Wl

⋃
Ul, which can be checked by con-

tradiction. Therefore, as shown in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c), the op-
timal z⋆m is given by z⋆m = argminzm∈Wl

⋃
Ul

∥zm − rm∥22,
where the sets Wl and Ul can be obtained by using the
geometry approaches.

(c) |L| ≥ 2: Under this case, as shown in Fig. 1(d), the
optimal z⋆m is given by z⋆m = argminzm ∥zm − rm∥22 ,where



(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 1. m = 1 and M = 4. The red lines denote the minimal distance between r1 and z1. (a) Illustration of case 1; (b) and (c) Illustration of case 2; (d)
Illustration of case 3.

Algorithm 1 The Overall Algorithm for Handling P1

1: Initialize the optimization variables
2: repeat
3: Update X based on P1-a using the approaches for the

FPA system.
4: Update {rm}Mm=1 based on P1-b using the projected

gradient-based approaches.
5: repeat
6: for m = 1, . . . ,M do
7: Update zm by solving problem P1-c-m.
8: end for
9: until Stopping criterion is satisfied.

10: until Stopping criterion is satisfied.

zm ∈
⋃|L|

l=1 Vl and Vl ≜ Wl

⋃
Ul . This can also be checked

by contradiction.
The whole procedure for solving P1 is summarized in

Algorithm 1. Due to space limitations, the complexity analysis
of the Algorithm 1 is left for future work. Note that the
stationary points are obtained for the subproblems with respect
to {rm}Mm=1 and {zm}Mm=1. Once a stationary point can
be obtained for the subproblem P1-a, the convergence of
Algorithm 1 is guaranteed [15]. The proposed optimization
framework has two main advantages. On one hand, it can be
observed that the non-convex antenna distance constraints have
been transformed to the subproblem with respect to the auxil-
iary variables {zm}Mm=1, which can be optimized without any
approximation. On the other hand, the proposed optimization
framework incorporates the conventional algorithms in FPA
systems. This offers a streamlined procedure to solve the MA
based optimization problem.

IV. CASE STUDIES

A. Capacity Maximization for MA-Aided System [2]

This case studies the channel capacity of a MIMO system
with M MAs at the BS and an N -antenna device. The received
signal at the BS is given by

y
(
{rm ≜ [xm, ym]T }Mm=1

)
= H

(
{rm}Mm=1

)
s+ z, (13)

where s ∈ CN denotes the transmit signal and each elements
of z ∈ CM are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
Gaussian noise at the BS following CN

(
0, σ2

z

)
with σ2

z being
the noise power. The notation H

(
{rm}Mm=1

)
is the channel

matrix from the device to BS, which is a function of {rm}Mm=1.
The field-response based channel model provided in [10] is

H
(
{rm}Mm=1

)
≜ [b (r1) ,b (r2) , . . . ,b (rM )]

H
ΣG, (14)

where G ∈ CLt×N is the field response matrix at the device
side with Lt being the number of transmitted paths, and the
(p, n)-th element of G is given by exp{jπ sin θpt cosϕ

p
t (n −

1)} with θpt and ϕp
t being the elevation and azimuth angles

of departure of the p-th transmit path (p = 1, 2, . . . , Lt). The
notation b(rm) ∈ CLr is the field response vector of the m-th
MA with Lr being the number of received paths, and it is
defined by

b(rm) ≜

[
exp

{
j
2π

λ
ρ1(rm)

}
, exp

{
j
2π

λ
ρ2(rm)

}
,

. . . , exp

{
j
2π

λ
ρLr (rm)

}]T
, (15)

where λ is the wavelength and ρq(rm) ≜ xm sin θqr cosϕ
q
r+

ym cos θqr with θqr and ϕq
r being the elevation and azimuth

angles of arrival of the q-th receive path (q = 1, 2, . . . , Lr).
The notation Σ ∈ CLr×Lt denotes the response between the
transmit paths and receive paths.

Assume that perfect channel state information is available at
both the device and BS, the problem of capacity maximization
is formulated as

P(A1): min
{rm}M

m=1,Q

− log2 det

(
IM +

1

σ2
H

(
{rm}Mm=1

)
QH

(
{rm}Mm=1

)H)
(16)

s.t. Tr(Q) ≤ Pmax, Q ⪰ 0, (1), and (2),

where Q ≜ E
{
ssH

}
denotes the transmit covariance matrix

and Pmax is the maximum transmit power for the device.
One existing approach [2] regards Q and {rm}Mm=1 as two



blocks and optimizes them through the alternating optimiza-
tion. However, given fixed Q, the objective function and the
constraint (2) with respect to {rm}Mm=1 are both nonconvex.
To this end, [1] leverages SCA to both objective function and
constraints. In the following section, we demonstrate that the
proposed general optimization framework can be applied to
effectively solve problem P(A1) without any approximation.

By applying the proposed framework, problem P(A1) be-
comes

P(A2): min
{rm}M

m=1,{zm}M
m=1,Q

− log2 det

(
IM +

1

σ2
HQHH

)
+ ρ

M∑
m=1

∥rm − zm∥22 (17)

s.t. Tr(Q) ≤ Pmax, Q ⪰ 0, (5), and (6).

Under the proposed framework, the problem P(A2) is solved
by alternatively optimizing the blocks Q, {rm}Mm=1, and
{zm}Mm=1. Since the optimization of {zm}Mm=1 does not rely
on the specific problem and has been solved in Section III,
we only present the details about the optimization of Q and
{rm}Mm=1.

(a) Subproblem with respect to Q:
By denoting H

(
{rm}Mm=1

)
= ŨΛ̃ṼH as the truncated singu-

lar value decomposition of H
(
{rm}Mm=1

)
, where Ũ ∈ CM×S ,

Λ̃ ∈ CS×S , Ṽ ∈ CN×S , and S = rank
(
H

(
{rm}Mm=1

))
, the

optimal Q⋆ is given by

Q⋆ = Ṽ diag ([p⋆1, p
⋆
2, . . . , p

⋆
S ]) Ṽ

H , (18)

where p⋆s = max
(
1/p0 − σ2/Λ̃[s, s]2, 0

)
with p0 satisfying∑S

s=1 p
⋆
s = Pmax. The details of deriving (18) can be checked

in [2].
(b) Subproblem with respect to {rm}Mm=1:

Consider the objective function (17) is differentiable with
respect to {rm}Mm=1, we applied the projected gradient ap-
proach to optimize {rm}Mm=1. For each iteration i, {r(i)m }Mm=1

is updated by

{r(i)m }Mm=1 = PC

{
{r(i−1)

m }Mm=1 − η(i−1)∇G
(
{r(i−1)

m }Mm=1

)}
,

where G
(
{r(i−1)

m }Mm=1

)
≜ − log2 det

(
IM + 1

σ2HQHH
)
+

ρ
∑M

m=1 ∥rm − zm∥22, and its gradient ∇G
(
{r(i−1)

m }Mm=1

)
can be obtained by employing the auto-differentiation mecha-
nism of PyTorch. The notation PC {·} denotes the projection
on the feasible set C.

B. Regularized Zero-forcing Precoding for Multi-user MA-
Aided System [9]

This case studies the regularized zero-forcing (RZF) pre-
coding scheme of the multi-user MISO system with M MAs
at the BS and K single-antenna devices. The received signal
at the k-th device is given by

yk
(
{rm}Mm=1

)
= hk

(
{rm}Mm=1

)H
Fs+ zk, (19)

where s ∈ CK×1 represents the data streams for all K devices
with E

{
ssH

}
= IK , F ≜ [f1, f2, ..., fK ] ∈ CM×K is the

precoding matrix, zk ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

k

)
denotes the Gaussian

noise, and hk

(
{rm}Mm=1

)H ∈ CM is the channel vector of
the k-th device which is modelled following [9, eq. (3)]. Then,
the RZF problem is formulated as

P(B1): min
{rm}M

m=1,F

∥∥IK −H
(
{rm}Mm=1

)
F
∥∥2
F
+ α∥F∥2F

s.t. (1) and (2),

where α is a hyperparameter controlling the flexibility of
precoding. One existing approach [9] equivalently transforms
the original problem P(B1) to the sparse optimization and
leverages the CS based approach to tackle the transformed
problem. However, this approach introduces the additional
zero-norm constraint, which is challenging to tackle and leads
to the performance loss.

Next, we demonstrate the use of proposed general optimiza-
tion framework to effectively solve the problem P(B1). By
applying the proposed framework, problem P(B1) becomes

P(B2): min
{rm}M

m=1,{zm}M
m=1,F∥∥IK −H

(
{rm}Mm=1

)
F
∥∥2
F
+ α∥F∥2F + ρ

M∑
m=1

∥rm − zm∥22

(20)
s.t. (5) and (6).

Following the similar logic as in the case of capacity maxi-
mization, when fixing {rm}Mm=1 and {zm}Mm=1, the optimal
F⋆ is given by F⋆ =

(
HHH+ αI

)−1
HH . Together with

the fact that the objective function (20) is differentiable with
respect to {rm}Mm=1, the problem P(B2) can be solved by al-
ternatively optimizing the blocks F, {rm}Mm=1, and {zm}Mm=1.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we demonstrate the superiority of the pro-
posed optimization framework on the two examples introduced
in Section IV via simulations, where the stopping criterion of
Algorithm 1 is the relative variation of the objective value
being no more than 10−3. In both cases, we consider the BS
is equipped with M = 4 MAs and the MA region C is set as
an A × A square area. The minimum distance between MAs
is set as D = λ/2. The initial value of ρ is 5 and it increases
by 1.2 times in each iteration.

A. Capacity Maximization for MA-Aided System

In this case, we consider a MIMO system with a 4-antenna
uniform linear array device. For comparison, we provide the
following baselines:

• FPA: Both the BS and device have 4 fixed antennas that
are spaced by λ/2 in the square region.

• Antenna Selection (AS): Both sides are equipped with 8
fixed antennas, which are distributed in the square region
and spaced by λ/2. The algorithm selects half of these
antennas to work via an exhaustive search.
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parameters of the channel model are the same as those in [9].

• SCA [2]: The BS is equipped with 4 MAs and the device
is equipped with 4 fixed antennas. By leveraging SCA, It
iteratively optimizes the transmit covariance matrix and
the position of each MA with the other variables being
fixed.

In Fig. 2, we demonstrate the channel capacity versus the
normalized region size A/λ for the proposed optimization
framework and the baselines. It is observed that the proposed
optimization framework outperforms all baselines. Specifi-
cally, compared with FPA and AS, the proposed optimization
framework flexibly optimizes the positions of the MAs in a
continuous area, thus enabling to exploit more spatial degrees
of freedom for enhancing the channel capacity. Compared with
SCA in [2], the proposed framework does not introduce any
approximation and hence achieves better performance.

B. Regularized Zero-forcing Precoding for Multi-user MA-
Aided System

In this case, we consider the multi-user MISO system with
K = 4 single-antenna devices. For comparison, except for the
baselines FPS and AS, we additional provide the following
baseline:

• Flexible Precoding [9]: It introduces the zero-norm con-
straint and makes use of the CS based approach to design
the precoder.

In Fig. 3, we illustrate the sum rate versus the normalized
region size A/λ for the proposed optimization framework and
the baselines. It is also seen that the proposed optimization
framework outperforms all baselines. It is because the pro-
posed optimization framework does not introduce any non-
convex or non-smooth constraints (i.e., zero-norm constraint)
and hence it achieves satisfactory performance.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a general optimization frame-
work for the MA-aided system under the non-convex an-
tenna distance constraints. In particular, we introduced aux-
iliary variables to separate the non-convex antenna distance
constraints from the objective function. Then, the resulting
problem was solved under the alternating optimization frame-
work. We applied the proposed framework to two examples:
capacity maximization and regularized zero-forcing precoding.
Numerical results confirmed the effectiveness of the proposed
optimization framework over other state-of-the-art methods.
Moreover, the proposed framework can be extended to various
communication scenarios in the MA-aided system.
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