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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has been
recognized as one of the key technologies capable of simultaneously
improving communication and sensing services in future wireless
networks. Moreover, the introduction of recently developed movable
antennas (MAs) has the potential to further increase the performance
gains of ISAC systems. Although the gains of MA-enabled ISAC
systems are relatively well studied in the far field, they remain
almost unexplored in near-field scenarios. Motivated by this, in this
paper we maximize the weighted sum rate (WSR) for communication
users while maintaining a minimum sensing requirement in an MA-
enabled near-field ISAC system. To achieve this goal, we propose
algorithms that optimize the communication precoding matrices,
the sensing transmit beamformer, the sensing receive combiner, the
positions of the users MAs and the positions of the base station (BS)
transmit MAs in an alternating manner for the considered ISAC
system, for the cases where linear procoding and zero-forcing (ZF)
precoding are employed at the BS. Simulation results show that using
MAs in near-field ISAC systems provides a substantial performance
advantage compared to near-field ISAC systems equipped with fixed
antennas only. We show that the scheme with linear precoding
achieves larger WSR for unequal users’ weight rates, while the
scheme with ZF precoding maintains an approximately constant
WSR for all users’ weight rates. Additionally, we demonstrate
that the WSRs of the proposed schemes are highly dependent
on the inter-antenna interference between different users MAs,
and that the sensing performance is significantly more affected by
the minimum sensing signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR)
threshold compared to the communication performance.

Index Terms—Optimization, near-field, movable antenna (MA),
integrated sensing and communication (ISAC), weighted sum rate
(WSR), sensing signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR).

I. INTRODUCTION

Future wireless communication systems will have to support
many new functionalities, among which high-precision sensing
is one of the most important as it enables various environment-
aware applications such as augmented reality and digital twins. A
promising technology for implementing this functionality is that
of integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) [2]; this refers to
a design paradigm in which sensing and communication systems
are integrated to efficiently utilize the shared spectrum and
hardware resources, while offering mutual benefits [3]. Through
collaboration that includes appropriate reuse of resources and
information, ISAC enhances both sensing and communication
capabilities, and provides flexible trade-offs between these two
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functionalities in different use cases [4]. Furthermore, due to the
possibility of integrating new wireless technologies, such as radio-
frequency identification (RFID) [5], unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs) [6], and non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) [7],
ISAC has attracted significant attention from both the academic
community and industry.

In conventional systems, fixed-position antenna arrays are gen-
erally deployed in order to carry out communication and sensing
tasks. In particular, multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) tech-
nology is a promising solution for ISAC due to its ability to steer
the communication and the sensing signals toward the desired
directions, reducing the signal interference and thereby improving
the overall system performance [8]. As a result, MIMO systems
can offer enhanced sensing accuracy and/or channel capacity.
Motivated by this, a significant research effort has been dedicated
to exploring the problem of optimal antenna positioning in MIMO
systems. An efficient algorithm for selecting a subset of transmit
antennas that maximizes the channel capacity in a massive MIMO
(mMIMO) array was presented in [9]. Another technique, known
as sparse array synthesis, uses a flexible array structure to
achieve different radiation pattern properties (e.g., desired pattern
directivity, reduced power leakage) [10], [11]. However, the basic
assumption underlying both of the aforementioned techniques is
that the set of available antenna positions is fixed and discrete,
which prevents the utilization of the full range of positions of the
antennas in the array.

The recent development of metamaterials-enabled manufac-
turing of intelligent metasurfaces with densely packed tunable
elements, which can dynamically control the propagation of
radio waves, have potential to improve ISAC capabilities [12].
An element-wise closed-form optimization method for adjusting
the reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) reflection coefficients
for improving the sensing signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
(SINR) and reducing the communication interference was pro-
posed in [13]. In [14], the authors introduced a two-phase ISAC
transmission protocol for an RIS-aided MIMO ISAC system,
which can obtain almost the same communication performance
as a system with perfect channel state information (CSI), while
providing up to millimeter-level positioning accuracy. In [15], it
was demonstrated that deploying an RIS can significantly im-
prove the performance of cooperative multicell ISAC systems in
reducing the transmit power, while achieving communication and
sensing requirements. Optimization of an ISAC system equipped
with an active RIS was presented in [16], where it was demon-
strated that the use of an active RIS can provide significantly
better performance compared to an ISAC system with a passive
RIS. However, all of the designs mentioned above are based
on fixed metasurface element positions and/or orientations once
manufactured. In practical wireless systems with varying signal
propagation environments, such fixed-position metasurfaces may
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not fully exploit the spatial variation of wireless channels, which
limits their degrees of freedoms (DoFs) in the spatial domain.

Recently, movable antennas (MAs) have emerged as a promis-
ing technology to further improve the effectiveness of ISAC
by enabling the local movement of antennas at transmitters
and receivers [17]. Different from conventional fixed antennas,
MAs can adjust their placements to adapt to evolving channel
conditions. Dynamic positioning of such antennas enables precise
beamforming design, avoiding undesirable side lobes and reduc-
ing interference, which enhances data rate/reliability and sensing
accuracy [18]. Therefore, superior performance can be achieved
by MA systems using the same or even a smaller number of
antennas compared to conventional fixed antenna arrays.

Motivated by this, a significant number of papers have studied
the use of MAs in ISAC systems. In [19], the authors studied
the Cramér-Rao lower bound (CRLB) for angle of arrival (AoA)
estimation as a function of the MA positions in 1D and 2D
antenna arrays, and proposed algorithms for its optimization.
In [20], the CRLB was derived for angle estimation error in
an MA-enabled ISAC system, and optimization algorithms were
proposed for the cases where only transmit MAs are present, only
receive MAs are present, and both transmit and receive MAs are
present. Maximization of the weighted sum of the communication
rate and the sensing mutual information (MI) in a bistatic ISAC
system with an MA transmit array was considered in [21]. An
optimization framework that maximizes the sensing SINR in a
multi-user bistatic ISAC system, where MAs are deployed for
adjusting the array responses at both the transmitter and the
receiver of a base station (BS), was introduced in [22]. In [23],
the authors proposed the design and optimization of an RIS-aided
ISAC broadcast system with MAs at the BS under imperfect CSI
for both sensing and communication channels. Practical gains
achieved by using MAs with a discrete set of possible antenna
positions in an ISAC system with a dynamic radar cross-section
were analyzed in [24]. The use of an MA array on an UAV
for enabling simultaneous information transmission and reliable
feature sensing for low-altitude economy (LAE) applications was
studied in [25].

In contrast to all of the aforementioned works that consider
ISAC systems with MAs operating in the far field, the imple-
mentation of ISAC systems with MAs in the near field remains
largely unexplored. One of the main challenges regarding near-
field communications is providing a large number of DoF for
which the required MA moving region has to be much larger
than the apertures of conventional fixed antenna arrays. Moreover,
near-field ISAC systems are generally expected to work in high
frequency bands to provide large data rates and high sensing
resolution, in which case all of the communication and sensing
distances are less than the Fraunhofer/Rayleigh distance (i.e., the
border between the near- and far-field regions) [26], [27]. For
these reasons, most of previous studies on ISAC systems with
MAs are not directly applicable to near-field scenarios. Moreover,
there is a significant interest to fill in this gap and understand the
fundamental performance of MA-based ISAC systems operating
in the near field.

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there are only a few
papers dealing with the design of such systems. In [28], the
authors proposed a sensing-centric and a communication-centric
design for near-field ISAC systems with rotatable MAs at the BS,

and demonstrated their performance advantage compared to fixed-
position antennas and non-rotatable MAs. The maximization of
the weighted sum of the communication and sensing rates in a
full-duplex near-field ISAC communication system with MAs at
the BS was studied in [29]. For the latter system, the MA positions
were obtained by selecting from a predefined set of MA positions
those that provide the largest value of the objective function. A
deep learning (DL)-based optimization framework that maximizes
the weighted sum rate (WSR) while ensuring the required sensing
performance through CRLB constraints for an MA-enabled RIS
architecture operating in the near field was proposed in [30].

Against this background, the contributions of this paper are
summarized as follows:

1) We introduce an optimization framework for multi-user
ISAC systems operating in the near field, where the BS
transmitter and each user are equipped with multiple MAs.
Within this framework, we formulate an optimization prob-
lem with the aim of maximizing the WSR while satisfying
minimum sensing SINR requirements, for the cases of both
linear and zero-forcing (ZF) precoding for the communica-
tion signals at the BS.

2) For the system with linear precoding, we propose an
alternating optimization (AO) based algorithm to solve
the formulated problem by decomposing it into multiple
subproblems. To optimize the sensing receive combiner,
we provide a closed-form solution. The communication
precoding matrices are optimized using the successive
convex approximation (SCA) method, which provides a
tight concave lower bound on the achievable rate of each
user. Using the same approach and employing semi-definite
relaxation (SDR), we optimize the sensing transmit beam-
forming vector. Finally, the positions of the users’ MAs are
obtained via the projected gradient method (PGM), while
the positions of the BS transmit MAs are optimized by
the augmented Lagrangian method (ALM). A similar AO
approach is proposed to solve the optimization problem for
the system with ZF precoding. However, in this case the
positions of the users’ MAs are optimized by the ALM,
since they also affect the sensing SINR.

3) We show through simulations that the proposed algorithms
achieve significantly improved performance compared to
benchmark schemes equipped with only fixed antennas,
due to a larger number of DoF. Moreover, we demonstrate
that a larger WSR for the scheme with linear precoding
is obtained when the users’ rate weights are unbalanced,
while the WSR for the scheme with ZF precoding stays
approximately constant irrespective of these rate weights. In
systems with a low number of MAs per user, ZF precoding
can provide the best WSR performance, while on the other
hand this performance decreases significantly for a larger
number of MAs per user due to larger inter-antenna interfer-
ence between different users MAs. Finally, we demonstrate
that the sensing performance for both precoding schemes in
the considered ISAC system is significantly more affected
by the sensing SINR threshold compared to the communi-
cation performance.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we introduce the system model and formulate the optimization
problem to maximize the WSR of an ISAC MIMO system with
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Fig. 1: System model for the proposed MA-aided near-field ISAC
system.

MAs at the BS transmitter and at each user. In Section III,
we propose and derive an algorithm to solve this optimization
problem in the case of linear precoding. An algorithm to solve
the same optimization problem in the case of ZF precoding is
proposed in Section IV. In Section V, we present numerical WSR
results for the proposed algorithms, and use these to illustrate their
relative advantages. Finally, Section VI concludes this paper.

Notation: Bold lower and upper case letters represent vectors
and matrices, respectively. Ix is the identity matrix of size x×x.
Tr(X), rank(X), ||X|| and |X| denote the trace, rank, norm and
determinant of matrix X, respectively. X ⪰ (≻)Y means that
X − Y is positive semidefinite (definite). E{·} stands for the
expectation operator. ln(·) is the natural logarithm, and (·)T and
(·)H represent transpose and Hermitian transpose, respectively.
CN (µ, σ2) denotes a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian ran-
dom variable with mean µ and variance σ2. R(·) and I(·) denote
the real and imaginary part of a complex number, respectively.
X(i, k) denotes the k-th element of the i-th row of matrix X. x(i)
denotes the i-th element of vector x.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In the considered MA-aided near-field ISAC system, a dual-
functional BS is equipped with a transmit MA array, as shown
in Fig. 1. This array with Nt antennas transmits the ISAC signal,
which enables communication with K users and detection of a
sensing target. Each of these MAs can be moved within a square
transmit region which is denoted as Ct. In addition, the BS has a
second antenna array with Nr fixed antennas, which receive the
reflected echo signal from the sensing target. These two arrays are
separated one from another so that the mutual coupling between
antennas from different arrays is negligible. Each user is equipped
with Nu receive MAs, which can be moved within the square
region denoted as Ck.

To describe the geometry of the considered system, we es-
tablish a 3D Cartesian coordinate system, where the xz-plane
represents the ground. The BS is placed at the origin with both
of its antenna arrays in the xy-plane. The BS MA transmit region
Ct has its center at ot = [xt, yt, 0]

T and its side length is Lt.
The coordinates of the m-th (1 ≤ m ≤ Nt) transmit antenna
are given by tm = [xt,m, yt,m, 0]T . The receive BS antennas are
placed in an uniform linear array (ULA) parallel to the x-axis,
with the midpoint at or = [xr, yr, 0]

T and a length of Lr. The

coordinates of the n-th (1 ≤ n ≤ Nr) receive antenna are
rn = [xr,n, yr, 0]

T , where xr,n = xr−Lr/2+(n−1)Lr/(Nr−1).
Without loss of generality, we assume the MA regions of all users
are parallel to the xy-plane. For user k, the region Ck is of a
square shape with the center at ou,k = [xu,k, yu,k, zu,k]

T and its
side is denoted as ak. The coordinates of the Nk MAs in Ck are
collectively denoted as qk = [(qk,1)

T , (qk,2)
T , . . . , (qk,Nk

)T ]T ,
where qk,b = [xk,b, yk,b, zk]

T ∈ Ck for 1 ≤ b ≤ Nu. Finally, the
position of the sensing target is specified as s = [xs, ys, zs]

T .
Since the users are located in the near-field region of the BS, the

quasi-static spherical wave channel model is used for the relevant
communication channels [26]. Accordingly, the channel between
the BS and user k can be expressed as

Hk = ρk

 ej
2π
λ ∥t1−qk,1∥ · · · ej

2π
λ ∥tNt−qk,1∥

...
. . .

...
ej

2π
λ ∥t1−qk,Nk

∥ · · · ej
2π
λ ∥tNt−qk,Nk

∥

 , (1)

where λ is the wavelength and ρk is the free space path-loss.
Assuming that the target is also located in the near-field region

of the BS, the sensing channel can be expressed as
G = ρsfrf

H
t , (2)

where ft =
[
ej

2π
λ ∥t1−s∥, . . . , ej

2π
λ ∥tNt−s∥

]T
is the transmit near-

field response vector, fr =
[
ej

2π
λ ∥r1−s∥, . . . , ej

2π
λ ∥rNr−s∥

]T
is

the receive near-field response vector, and ρs is the round-trip
channel coefficient.

A. System with Linear Precoding

For the system with linear precoding, the transmitted ISAC
signal that ensures high-quality communication and sensing func-
tionalities is given by

x =
∑K

k=1
Wksk + vs0, (3)

where Wk ∈ CNt×Nk is the communication precoding matrix
for transmission to user k, and sk ∈ CNk×1 is the corresponding
transmitted signal, which consists of independent and identi-
cally distributed (i.i.d.) symbols that are distributed according to
CN (0, 1). Moreover, v ∈ CNt×1 is the sensing transmit beam-
former and s0 is the sensing signal that satisfies E{|s0|2} = 1.

a) Communication Model: For user k, the received signal
is given by

yk = HkWksk +Hk

∑K

u=1,u ̸=k
Wusu +Hkvs0 + nk, (4)

where Hk is given (1) and nk ∈ CNk×1 is the noise vector with
i.i.d. elements distributed according to CN (0, σ2

k), where σ2
k is

the noise variance at user k.
From (4), the achievable rate for user k is written as

RL,k = ln

∣∣∣∣∣I+HkWkW
H
k HH

k

(
K∑

u=1,u ̸=k

HkWuW
H
u HH

k

+Hkvv
HHH

k + σ2
kINu

)−1∣∣∣∣∣. (5)

Note that the communication rate in (5) is expressed in nat/s
for mathematical convenience.

b) Sensing Model: At the receive ULA of the BS, the
receive signal is given by

yB = Gvs0 +G
∑K

u=1
Wusu + z, (6)
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where G is given by (2) and z ∈ CNr×1 is the noise vector with
i.i.d. elements distributed according to CN (0, σ2

z).
After implementing the receive signal combiner u ∈ CNr×1,

the resulting signal is given by

ys = uHyB = uHGvs0 + uHG
∑K

k=1
Wksk + uHz, (7)

and the radar sensing capability can be evaluated via the sensing
SINR, which is defined as

γs =
Ps

uH
(∑K

k=1 GWkWH
k GH + σ2

zINu

)
u
, (8)

where Ps = uHGvvHGHu is the sensing signal power.

B. System with ZF Precoding

In the case of ZF precoding, the transmitted ISAC signal is
given by

x = Pese + vs0, (9)
where se = [sT1 , s

T
2 , . . . , s

T
K ]T ∈ CKNu×1. The precoding matrix

that is defined as
Pe = βeH

H
e (HeH

H
e )−1 ∈ CNt×KNu ,

where He = [HT
1 ,H

T
2 . . . . ,H

T
K ]T ∈ CKNu×Nt , and the scaling

coefficient that maintains a constant transmit power is equal to

βe =

√
Pmax

Tr((HeHH
e )

−1)
. (10)

a) Communication Model: From the previous expressions,
a compact representation of the received signal vectors for all
users, ye = [yT

1 ,y
T
2 . . . . ,y

T
K ]T , can be expressed as

ye = Hex+ ne = βese +Hevs0 + ne, (11)
where ne = [nT

1 ,n
T
2 . . . . ,n

T
K ]T . For user k, the received signal

vector is given by
yk = βesk +Hkvs0 + nk, (12)

and the achievable rate for this user can be written as

RZ,k = ln

∣∣∣∣∣β2
eI+Hkvv

HHH
k + σ2

kINu

∣∣∣∣∣
− ln

∣∣∣∣∣Hkvv
HHH

k + σ2
kINu

∣∣∣∣∣. (13)

b) Sensing Model: The receive signal vector at the receive
ULA of the BS is given by

yB = Gvs0 +GPese + z. (14)
After implementing the receive signal combiner u ∈ CNr×1,

the resulting signal is written as
ys = uHyB = uHGvs0 + uHGPese + uHz, (15)

and the sensing SINR is given as

γs =
Ps

uH (GPePH
e GH + σ2

zINu)u
, (16)

where Ps = uHGvvHGHu is the sensing signal power.

C. Problem Formulation

In this paper, our goal is to maximize the WSR, while at
the same time maintaining a minimum SINR performance level
of γs for target sensing. Therefore, the appropriate optimization
problem for the system with linear precoding can be formulated
as follows:

maximize
u,{Wk},v,{tm},{qk,b}

WSR =
∑K

k=1
wkRL,k (17a)

s.t. Tr(
∑K

k=1
WkW

H
k ) ≤ Pmax, (17b)

γs ≥ γ0, (17c)

||v||2 = 1, (17d)

||u||2 = 1, (17e)
tm ∈ Ct, ∀m, (17f)
qk,b ∈ Ck, ∀k, b, (17g)
||tm1 − tm2 || ≥ dmin, 1 ≤ m1 ̸= m2 ≤ Nt,

(17h)
||qk,b1 − qk,b2 || ≥ dmin, 1 ≤ b1 ̸= b2 ≤ Nu,

∀k, (17i)
where wk is the rate weight for user k. It should be noted that
constraint (17b) specifies that the total transmit power should
not exceed the available transmit power budget Pmax. Constraint
(17c) specifies that the sensing SINR has to be above the threshold
γ0. Constraints (17d) and (17e) indicate the unit-energy property
of the sensing transmit beamformer and the sensing receive
combiner. Constraints (17f) and (17g) specify the moving regions
of the transmit and users’ MAs, respectively. Constraints (17h)
and (17i) ensure the minimum inter-MA distance dmin for the
transmit and users’ MAs.

Similarly as for linear precoding, the appropriate optimization
problem for the system with ZF precoding can be expressed as

maximize
u,v,{tm},{qk,b}

WSR =
∑K

k=1
wkRZ,k (18a)

s.t. Tr(PeP
H
e ) ≤ Pmax, (18b)

γs ≥ γ0, (18c)

||v||2 = 1, (18d)

||u||2 = 1, (18e)
tm ∈ Ct, ∀m, (18f)
qk,b ∈ Ck, ∀k, b, (18g)
||tm1

− tm2
|| ≥ dmin, 1 ≤ m1 ̸= m2 ≤ Nt,

(18h)
||qk,b1 − qk,b2 || ≥ dmin, 1 ≤ b1 ̸= b2 ≤ Nu, ∀k.

(18i)
An important difference between the previous two problems

is that the precoding matrices {Wk} are optimization variables
in (17), while the precoding matrix Pe is not considered as
an optimization variable in (18). The reason is that {Wk} are
independent from other optimization variables in (17). On the
other hand, Pe depends on the users’ channel matrices and con-
sequently on the positions of the BS and users’ MAs. Therefore,
the optimization of the positions of these MAs will implicitly
determine Pe.

III. PROBLEM SOLUTION FOR SYSTEM WITH LINEAR
PRECODING

This problem (17) is difficult to solve due to the non-convexity
of the objective function, the coupling between the optimization
variables, and the unit modulus constraints. To deal with it, we
propose an AO-based algorithm which individually optimizes
each of the optimization variables separately and is elaborated
in more details in the sequel.
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A. Optimization of the Sensing Receive Beamformer
Note that the optimal sensing receive beamfomer u has to

maximize the sensing SINR γs in (8). After reformulating the
numerator of γs as

uHGvvHGHu = (ρ2sf
H
t vvHft)× (uHfrf

H
r u), (19)

we can observe that ρ2sf
H
t vvHft ≥ 0 is independent of u. Hence,

the appropriate optimization problem can be expressed as

maximize
u

uHfrf
H
r u

uHDlu
(20a)

s.t. (17e),

where Dl =
∑K

u=1 GWuW
H
u GH + σ2

zINr
. From [31], the

optimal u is given by

u∗ =
D−1

l fr

||D−1
l fr||

. (21)

B. Optimization of the Communication Precoding Matrices
We remark that the objective function in (17a) is neither convex

nor concave with respect to the precoding matrices {Wk}. To
deal with this, we exploit the following inequality to derive a
tight concave lower bound on the achievable rate of each user.
For matrices X and X̄ with size p× q, and matrices Y ≽ 0 and
Ȳ ≽ 0 with size p× p, the following inequality is valid [32]:

ln
∣∣I+XHY−1X

∣∣ ≥ ln
∣∣I+ X̄HȲ−1X̄

∣∣
−Tr{X̄HȲ−1X̄}+ 2R{Tr{X̄HȲ−1X}}

−Tr{(Ȳ + X̄X̄H)X̄X̄HȲ−1(Y +XXH)}, (22)

Let {W(n)
k } denote the value of {Wk} after n

iterations, X = HkWk, X̄ = HkW
(n)
k , Y =∑K

u=1,u ̸=k HkWuW
H
u HH

k + Hkvv
HHH

k + σ2
kINu and

Ȳ =
∑K

u=1,u ̸=k HkW
(n)
u (W

(n)
u )HHH

k +Hkvv
HHH

k + σ2
kINu

.
After a few simple mathematical steps, (22) results in

RL,k ≥ R̂L,k = ln
∣∣∣I+W

(n)H
k HH

k (F
(n)
k )−1HkW

(n)
k

∣∣∣
− Tr(W(n)H

k HH
k (F

(n)
k )−1HkW

(n)
k )

+ 2R(Tr(W(n)H
k HH

k (F
(n)
k )−1HkWk))

− Tr(
K∑

u=1

WH
u HH

k AkHkWu)

− Tr(Ak(Hkvv
HHH

k + σ2
kINu

)), (23)

where F
(n)
k = Ȳ and Ak = (F

(n)
k +

HkW
(n)
k W

(n)H
k HH

k )−1HkW
(n)
k W

(n)H
k HH

k (F
(n)
k )−1.

Now, it is easy to see that this lower bound is a concave
function of {Wk}. Furthermore, the constraint (17c) can be
reformulated as

κl ≜ uHG(γ0
∑K

u=1
WuW

H
u − vvH)GHu+ γ0σ

2
zu

Hu ≤ 0.

(24)
Hence, the precoding matrix optimization problem can be

formulated as

maximize
{Wk}

ŴSR =
∑K

k=1
wkR̂L,k (25a)

s.t. Tr(
∑K

k=1
WkW

H
k ) ≤ Pmax, (25b)

(24),

which can be solved by any conventional optimization solver.
Finally, the algorithm for optimizing the precoding matrices
{Wk} is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: SCA-based Method for Optimizing the
Communication Precoding Matrices

Input: {W(0)
k }, n← 0

1 repeat
2 Solve (25) to obtain {W(n+1)

k }
3 Calculate ŴSR

(n+1)
according to (25a)

4 n← n+ 1

5 until ŴSR
(n)
− ŴSR

(n−1)
< ϵs

Output: {W∗
k} = {W

(n)
k }

C. Optimization of the Sensing Transmit Beamformer

Similarly as in the previous subsection, we use the SCA method
to find the optimal transmit beamformer v, but we now introduce
the covariance matrix V = vvH . As a result, the achievable rate
of user k can be written as

RL,k = ln

∣∣∣∣∣
K∑

u=1

HkWuW
H
u HH

k +HkVHH
k + σ2

kINu

∣∣∣∣∣
− ln

∣∣∣∣∣
K∑

u=1,u ̸=k

HkWuW
H
u HH

k +HkVHH
k + σ2

kINu

∣∣∣∣∣.
(26)

Denoting by Bk(V) =
∑K

u=1,u ̸=k HkWuW
H
u HH

k +

HkVHH
k + σ2

kINu , the first-order Taylor approximation to the
second term in (26) is given by

ln |Bk(V)| ≤ ln
∣∣∣Bk(V

(n))
∣∣∣

+ Tr(HH
k (Bk(V

(n)))−1Hk(V −V(n))), (27)
where V(n) is the value of V after n iterations. Now, (26) can
be lower bounded as
RL,k ≥ R̄L,k = ln

∣∣Bk(V) +HkWkW
H
k HH

k

∣∣− ln
∣∣∣Bk(V

(n))
∣∣∣

− Tr(HH
k (Bk(V

(n)))−1Hk(V −V(n))). (28)

From the above, the appropriate optimization problem can be
formulated as

maximize
V

WSR =
∑K

k=1
wkR̄L,k (29a)

s.t. Tr(V) ≤ 1, (29b)
rank(V) = 1, (29c)
(24).

We observe that the rank-1 constraint (29c) is not convex.
Also, this constraint is equivalent to the maximization of
βmax(V) − Tr(V), where βmax(V) is the largest eigenvalue
of V. Exploiting the inequality βmax(V) ≥ βmax(V

(n)) +
Tr(χ(n)χ(n)H(V−V(n))), where χ(n) is the eigenvector corre-
sponding to βmax(V

(n)), the previous optimization problem can
be expressed as

maximize
V

WSR+ ζM (30a)

s.t. (24), (29b),
where M = βmax(V

(n)) + Tr(χ(n)χ(n)H(V−V(n)))− Tr(V),
and ζ is the penalty parameter. We notice that this optimization
problem is now convex, and can thus be solved by a standard
optimization solver. The algorithm for optimizing the transmit
sensing beamformer v is presented in Algorithm 2.
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Algorithm 2: SCA-based Method for Optimizing the
Sensing Transmit Beamformer

Input: v, ζ, n← 0
1 V(0) = vvH

2 repeat
3 Calculate βmax(V

(n)) and χ(n)

4 Solve (30) to obtain V(n+1)

5 Calculate WSR
(n+1)

according to (29a)
6 n← n+ 1

7 until WSR
(n) −WSR

(n−1) ≥ ϵs
8 Calculate βmax(V

(n)) and χ(n)

Output: v∗ = (βmax(V
(n)))1/2χ(n)

D. Optimization of MA Positions of User k

The optimization of the MA positions of user k aims to max-
imize its achievable communication rate, RL,k. The appropriate
optimization problem can be formulated as

maximize
{qk,b}

RL,k (31a)

s.t. (17g), (17i). (31b)
To solve this problem, we utilize the PGM approach. If the MA
positions of user k after n iterations are denoted by q

(n)
k , then

the MA positions in the (n+ 1)-th iteration can be obtained as

q
(n+1)
k = P (q

(n)
k + µ

(n)
k ∇qk

Rk(q
(n)
k )), (32)

where µ
(n)
k is the step size. The gradient of Rk with respect

to (w.r.t.) qk is determined by the gradients of Rk w.r.t. the
individual MA coordinates:

∇qk
RL,k = [∇xk,1

RL,k,∇yk,1
Rk, 0, . . . ,

∇xk,Nk
RL,k,∇yk,Nk

RL,k, 0]
T .

and these gradients are provided in the following lemma.

Lemma 1. The gradients of Rk w.r.t. the x and y coordinate of
the b-th MA of user k are given by (35) and (36) on the next
page, where

C1 = T1H
H
k A−1

1 , (33)

C2,k = T2H
H
k A−1

2,k, (34)

where T1 =
∑K

u=1 WuW
H
u + vvH ,T2,k = T1 − WkW

H
k ,

A1 = HkT1H
H
k + σ2

kINu
and A2,k = HkT2,kH

H
k + σ2

kINu
.

Proof: See Appendix A.

The gradient projection is performed element-wise and inde-
pendently for each MA coordinate. For the x-coordinate of MA
b, the gradient projection is given by

P (xk,b) =


xmax xmax < xk,b,

xk,b xmin ≤ xk,b ≤ xmax,

xmin xk,b < xmin,

(37)

where xmax = xu,k + ak/2 and xmin = xu,k − ak/2. The
projection for y coordinates is done in a similar way. In each
iteration, the step size µ

(n)
k is adjusted, i.e., decreased, using

the backtracking line search until the constraint (17i) and the
ArmijoGoldstein condition

Rk(q
(n+1)
k )−Rk(q

(n)
k ) ≥ δ||q(n+1)

k − q
(n)
k ||2, (38)

where δ is a small positive number, are both satisfied.

E. Optimization of the Transmit MA Positions at the BS

The optimal transmit MA positions at the BS are those that
solve the following optimization problem:

maximize
{tm}

WSR =
∑K

k=1
wkRL,k (39a)

s.t. (17c), (17f), (17h). (39b)
Using the equivalent formulation of (17c) in (24) and implement-
ing the ALM [33], we can reformulate the previous optimization
problem as

minimize
{tm}

L(t) = −
∑K

k=1
wkRL,k + ηκl +

1

2
pκ2

l (40a)

s.t. (17f), (17h), (40b)
where t = [tT1 , t

T
2 , . . . , t

T
Nt

]T and η is the Lagrangian multiplier
and the penalty factor is given by

p =

{
0 κl ≤ 0 and η = 0,

p0 otherwise.
(41)

To solve (40), we implement the PGM via
t(n+1) = P (t(n) − ν(n)∇tL(t

(n))), (42)
where ν(n) is the step size, and the gradient projection is per-
formed similarly as in (37). The gradient ∇tL(t

(n)) is determined
by the gradients of L(t(n)) w.r.t. the coordinates of individual BS
transmit MAs. For the m-th BS transmit MA, these gradients are
given by

∇xm
L(t) = −

∑K

k=1
wk∇xm

RL,k + (η + pκl)∇xm
κl, (43)

∇ymL(t) = −
∑K

k=1
wk∇ymRL,k + (η + pκl)∇ymκl, (44)

where the gradients of RL,k and κl w.r.t. the specified MA
coordinates are defined in the following lemma.

Lemma 2. The gradients of RL,k w.r.t. the coordinates of the
m-th BS transmit MA are provided in (45) and (46), shown on
the next page.

Proof: The derivation of the gradients of RL,k w.r.t. to the
BS MA coordinates is similar to the derivation of the gradients
of Rk w.r.t. to the users’ MA coordinates in Appendix A. After
substituting

dHk(b,m)

dxm
= j

2πρk
λ

xm − xk,b

||tm − qk,b||
ej

2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||, (47)

dHk(b,m)

dym
= j

2πρk
λ

ym − yk,b
||tm − qk,b||

ej
2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||, (48)

into (72) and (73), and a few simple algebraic steps, we obtain
(45) and (46).

Lemma 3. The gradients of κl w.r.t. the coordinates of the m-th
BS transmit MA are given by

∇xmκl = −4πρs
λ

I

(
e(m)ej

2π
λ ∥tm−sl∥ xm − xl

∥tm − sl∥

)
, (49)

∇ym
κl = −4πρs

λ
I

(
e(m)ej

2π
λ ∥tm−sl∥ ym − yl

∥tm − sl∥

)
, (50)

for M = γ0
∑K

u=1 WuW
H
u − vvH and e = fHr uuHMG.

Proof: See Appendix B.
The overall algorithm for optimizing the BS transmit MA

positions is outlined in Algorithm 3. In the first part, the MA
positions are iteratively optimized using the PGM until the
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∇xk,b
RL,k =

4πρk
λ

I

(∑Nt

m=1
[C2,k(m, b)−C1(m, b)]

xk,b − xm

||tm − qk,b||
ej

2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||

)
(35)

∇yk,b
RL,k =

4πρk
λ

I

(∑Nt

m=1
[C2,k(m, b)−C1(m, b)]

yk,b − ym
||tm − qk,b||

ej
2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||

)
(36)

∇xm
RL,k =

4πρk
λ

I

(∑Nk

b=1
[C2,k(m, b)−C1,k(m, b)]

xm − xb
k∥∥tm − qb
k

∥∥ej 2π
λ ∥tm−qb

k∥
)

(45)

∇ym
RL,k =

4πρk
λ

I

(∑Nk

b=1
[C2,k(m, b)−C1,k(m, b)]

ym − ybk∥∥tm − qb
k

∥∥ej 2π
λ ∥tm−qb

k∥
)

(46)

Algorithm 3: ALM for Optimizing the BS Transmit MA
Positions

Input: t(0), η ← 0, p0, θ > 1
1 i← 0
2 repeat
3 Compute L(t) according to (40a)
4 repeat
5 n← 0
6 repeat
7 t(n+1) = P (t(n) − ν(n)∇tL(t

(n)))

8 if L(t(n))− L(t(n+1)) < δ||t(n+1) − t(n)||2 or

||t(n+1)
m1 − t

(n+1)
m2 || < dmin (for anym1 ̸= m2)

then
9 ν(n) ← τν(n)

10 end
11 until L(t(n))− L(t(n+1)) ≥ δ||t(n+1) − t(n)||2 and

||t(n+1)
m1 − t

(n+1)
m2 || ≥ dmin (for allm1 ̸= m2)

12 n← n+ 1

13 until
∣∣∣L(t(n))−L(t(n−1))

L(t(n))

∣∣∣ < ϵL

14 t
(i+1)
c = t(n)

15 t(0) = t(n)

16 η = max(0, η + p0κl)
17 p0 = θp0
18 i← i+ 1

19 until |WSR(t
(i)
c )−WSR(t

(i−1)
c )| < ϵf

Output: t∗ = t
(i)
c

convergence1 of L(t), and these MA positions are saved as tc.
Afterwards, the Lagrangian multiplier η is recomputed and the
parameter p0, that determines the value of the penalty factor p,
is scaled by the constant θ. These steps are repeated until the
convergence of the WSR, i.e., until the difference between the
WSRs calculated for the MA positions determined by t

(i−1)
c and

t
(i)
c is less than the specified threshold.

F. Overall Algorithm
The overall algorithm for solving the problem (17) is summa-

rized in Algorithm 4. Regarding the convergence of Algorithm
4, we first observe that the optimization u does not change the
WSR. Moreover, {Wk} and v are optimized by using the concave
lower bounds of the objective function and implementing convex
optimization. Therefore, the appropriate objective values have to
satisfy

WSR(u(n+1), {W(n)
k },v(n), {q(n)

k })
1It should be noted that this convergence criterion for L(t) is based on the

relative change and not on the absolute change between two of its consecutive
values. The reason is that L(t) can change by more than an order of magnitude
during the optimization process, primarily because of the change of the parameter
p0 (line 17 in Algorithm 3).

Algorithm 4: Overall Optimization Algorithm for Solving
(17)

Input: u(0), {W(0)
k }, v

(0), {q(0)
k }, t

(0), {ρk}, ρs, {µ(0)
k },

dmin, η ← 0, τ ∈ (0, 1), δ > 0, n← 0
1 repeat
2 Obtain u(n+1) from (21)
3 Obtain {W(n+1)

k } by Algorithm 1
4 Obtain v(n+1) by Algorithm 2
5 for k = 1 to K do
6 repeat
7 q

(n+1)
k = P (q

(n)
k + µ(n)∇qkRk)

8 if Rk(q
(n+1)
k )−Rk(q

(n)
k ) < δ||q(n+1)

k − q
(n)
k ||

2

or ||q(n+1)
k,b1

− q
(n+1)
k,b2

|| < dmin (for any b1 ̸= b2)
then

9 µ
(n)
k ← τµ

(n)
k

10 end
11 until RL,k(q

(n+1)
k )−RL,k(q

(n)
k ) ≥ δ||q(n+1)

k −q
(n)
k ||

2

and ||q(n+1)
k,b1

− q
(n+1)
k,b2

|| ≥ dmin (for all b1 ̸= b2)
12 end
13 Obtain t(n+1) by Algorithm 3
14 n← n+ 1
15 until convergence of WSR in (17a)

Output: uopt, {Wopt
k }, v

opt, {qopt
k }

≤ WSR(u(n+1), {W(n+1)
k },v(n), {q(n)

k })
≤ WSR(u(n+1), {W(n+1)

k },v(n+1), {q(n)
k }). (51)

The MA positions of users are optimized by the PGM, which
always yields an improved objective value. The same is true for
the ALM which adjusts the BS transmit MA positions. From the
above we conclude that the objective function is monotonically
non-decreasing in each iteration of Algorithm 4. Also, the ob-
jective function is upper bounded due to limited communication
resources. These two facts guarantee the convergence of the
objective function to a stationary point.

IV. PROBLEM SOLUTION FOR SYSTEM WITH ZF PRECODING

Similar to the case of linear precoding, the optimization prob-
lem (18) for ZF precoding is also non-convex. For this reason,
we propose an AO-based algorithm which individually optimizes
each of the optimization variables separately and is elaborated in
more detail in the following subsections.

A. Optimization of the Sensing Receive Combiner

Note that the SINR expression (8) for the case of linear
precoding is quite similar to the SINR expression (16) for the
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case of ZF precoding. Therefore, it easy to see that the optimal
receive beamformer can be obtained as

u∗ =
D−1

z fr

||D−1
z fr||

, (52)

where Dz = GPeP
H
e GH + σ2

zINr
.

B. Optimization of the Sensing Transmit Beamformer

Similarly as for linear precoding, the sensing transmit beam-
former is optimized using the SCA method. Using the covariance
matrix V = vvH and the first-order Taylor approximation

ln |Ek(V)| ≤ ln
∣∣∣Ek(V

(n))
∣∣∣+

Tr(HH
k (Ek(V

(n)))−1Hk(V −V(n))), (53)
where Ek(V) = HkVHH

k +σ2
kINu

, Ek(V
(n)) = HkV

(n)HH
k +

σ2
kINu

and V(n) denotes V after n iterations, the achievable rate
of user k can be lower-bounded as

RZ,k ≥ R̃Z,k = ln

∣∣∣∣∣β2
eI+Ek(V)

∣∣∣∣∣− ln

∣∣∣∣∣Ek(V
(n))

∣∣∣∣∣
− Tr(HH

k (Ek(V
(n)))−1Hk(V −V(n))).

Following the same steps as in the case of linear precoding, the
appropriate optimization problem can be formulated as

maximize
V

∑K

k=1
wkR̃Z,k + ζM (54a)

s.t. Tr(V) ≤ 1, (54b)
(18c),

where M = βmax(V
(n)) + Tr(χ(n)χ(n)H(V −V(n))) − Tr(V)

and ζ is the penalty parameter. Since this problem is convex,
it can be solved by any conventional optimization solver, and
the appropriate optimization algorithm has the same form as
Algorithm 2.

C. Optimization of MA Positions of User k

Changing the MA positions of a single user in a system with ZF
precoding affects the achievable rate of all users, as well as the
sensing SINR. This is a major difference compared to systems
with linear precoding, where any change the MA positions of
a user influences only its the achievable rate. Therefore, the
optimal MA positions of user k in the considered system with ZF
preceding are determined by the following optimization problem:

maximize
{qk,b}

WSR =
∑K

k=1
wkRZ,k (55a)

s.t. (18b), (18c), (18g), (18i). (55b)
For convenience, the SINR constraint (18c) can be reformulated

as
κz ≜ uHG(γ0PeP

H
e − vvH)GHu+ γ0σ

2
zu

Hu ≤ 0. (56)
To deal with this, similarly as in subsection III-E, we use the

ALM and reformulate (55) according to

minimize
{qk,b}

L(qk) = −
∑K

k=1
wkRZ,k + ηκz +

1

2
pκ2

z (57a)

s.t. (18b), (18g), (18i), (57b)
where η is the Lagrangian multiplier and the penalty factor is
given by

p =

{
0 κz ≤ 0 and η = 0,

p0 otherwise.
(58)

We employ the PGM to solve (57) via

q
(n+1)
k = P (q

(n+1)
k − α(n)∇qk

L(q
(n)
k )), (59)

where α(n) is the step size. The gradient ∇qk
L(q

(n)
k ) is de-

termined by the gradients of L(q
(n)
k ) w.r.t. the coordinates of

individual MAs of user k. For the b-th (b ∈ {1, . . . , Nk}) MA of
user k, these gradients are given by

∇xk,b
L(q

(n)
k ) = −

K∑
k=1

wk∇xk,b
RZ,u + (η + p)∇xk,b

κz, (60)

∇yk,b
L(q

(n)
k ) = −

K∑
k=1

wk∇yk,b
RZ,u + (η + p)∇yk,b

κz, (61)

where expressions for the gradients of RZ,u and κz w.r.t. the
specified MA coordinates are given in the following lemmas.

Lemma 4. The gradients of RZ,u (u ∈ {1, . . . ,K}) w.r.t. the
coordinates of the b-th MA of user k are given by (62) and (63)
on the next page, where δk,u is the Kronecker delta defined as

δk,u =

{
1 k = u,

0 k ̸= u,

bk = (k−1)Nk+b, T = Tr((HeH
H
e )−1), Be = HH

e (HeH
H
e )−2,

Ek = Hkvv
HHH

k +σ2
kINk

, Fk = β2
eINk

+Hkvv
HHH

k +σ2
kINk

,
Fu = β2

eI + Huvv
HHH

u + σ2
kINu

and Gk = vvHHH
k (F−1

k −
E−1

k ).

Proof: See Appendix C.

Lemma 5. The gradients of κz w.r.t. the coordinates of the b-
th MA of user k are given by (64) and (65) on the next page,
where bk = (k − 1)Nk + b, T = Tr((HeH

H
e )−1), Be =

HH
e (HeH

H
e )−2, P1 = HH

e (HeH
H
e )−1, D = PH

1 GHuuHG,
D1 = HH

e DHH
e (HeH

H
e )−2 and D2 = (HeH

H
e )−1D −

DHH
e (HeH

H
e )−2He.

Proof: See Appendix D.
The algorithm for optimizing the MA positions of user k is

outlined in Algorithm 5 and is very similar to Algorithm 3.
One should note that, due to ZF precoding, any change in the
coordinates of the MAs of user k requires re-computation of the
appropriate channel matrix Hk as well as the precoding matrix
Pe. On the other hand, only Hk needs to be recomputed in the
case of linear precoding.

D. Optimization of the BS Transmit MA Positions

The optimal BS transmit MA positions are determined by
solving the following problem:

maximize
{tm}

WSR =
∑K

k=1
wkRZ,k (66a)

s.t. (18b), (18f), (18h), (56). (66b)
This problem can be solved using same optimization method

and the same steps as in the previous subsection. The only
difference is in the gradients of the WSR and the sensing SINR
κz w.r.t. the transmit MA coordinates, which are specified in the
following lemmas.

Lemma 6. The gradients of RZ,u (u ∈ {1, . . . ,K}) w.r.t. the
coordinates of the m-th BS transmit MA are given by (67) and
(68) on the next page, where Eu = Huvv

Hu + σ2
uINu

, Fu =
β2
eINu +Huvv

HHH
u +σ2

kINu and Gu = vvHHH
u (F−1

u −E−1
u ).
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∇xk,b
RZ,u = −4πρk

λ
I

(∑Nt

m=1

[
PmaxT

−2Tr(F−1
u )Be(m, br) + δk,uGk(m, b)

]
ej

2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| xk,b − xm

||tm − qk,b||

)
(62)

∇yk,b
RZ,u = −4πρk

λ
I

(∑Nt

m=1

[
PmaxT

−2Tr(F−1
u )Be(m, br) + δk,uGk(m, b)

]
ej

2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| yk,b − ym

||tm − qk,b||

)
(63)

∇xk,b
κz = −γ0u

HGP1P
H
1 GHu

4πρk
λ

PmaxT
−2I

(∑Nt

m=1
Be(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| xk,b − xm

||tm − qk,b||

)
+ γ0β

2
e

4πρk
λ

I

(∑Nt

m=1

[
D1(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| +DT

2 (m, br)e
−j 2π

λ ||tm−qk,b||
] xk,b − xm

||tm − qk,b||

)
(64)

∇yk,b
xm = −γ0u

HGP1P
H
1 GHu

4πρk
λ

PmaxT
−2I

(∑Nt

m=1
Be(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| yk,b − ym

||tm − qk,b||

)
+ γ0β

2
e

4πρk
λ

I

(∑Nt

m=1

[
D1(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| +DT

2 (m, br)e
−j 2π

λ ||tm−qk,b||
] yk,b − ym
||tm − qk,b||

)
(65)

∇xm
RZ,u =− 4π

λ
I

(
PmaxT

−2Tr(F−1
u )

∑K

k=1

∑Nu

b=1
ρkBe(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| xm − xk,b

||tm − qk,b||

)
− 4πρu

λ
I

(∑Nu

b=1
Gu(m, b)ej

2π
λ ||tm−qu,b|| xm − xu,b

||tm − qu,b||

)
(67)

∇ymRZ,u =− 4π

λ
I

(
PmaxT

−2Tr(F−1
u )

∑K

k=1

∑Nu

b=1
ρkBe(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| ym − yk,b

||tm − qk,b||

)
− 4πρu

λ
I

(∑Nu

b=1
Gu(m, b)ej

2π
λ ||tm−qu,b|| ym − yu,b

||tm − qu,b||

)
(68)

Algorithm 5: ALM for Optimizing the MA Positions of
User k

Input: q(0)
k , η ← 0, p0, θ

1 i← 0
2 repeat
3 Calculate L(t) according to (40a)
4 repeat
5 n← 0
6 repeat
7 t(n+1) = P (t(n) − α(n)∇tL(t

(n)))

8 if L(q(n)
k )− L(q

(n+1)
k ) < δ||q(n+1)

k − q
(n)
k ||

2 or

||q(n+1)
k,b1

−q
(n+1)
k,b2

|| < dmin (for any b1 ̸= b2) then
9 α(n) ← τα(n)

10 end
11 until L(q(n)

k )− L(q
(n+1)
k ) ≥ δ||q(n+1)

k − q
(n)
k ||

2 and

||q(n+1)
k,b1

− q
(n+1)
k,b2

|| ≥ dmin (for all b1 ̸= b2)
12 n← n+ 1

13 until
∣∣∣∣L(q

(n)
k

)−L(q
(n−1)
k

)

L(q
(n)
k

)

∣∣∣∣ < ϵL

14 q
(i)
c = q

(n)
k

15 q
(0)
k = q

(n)
k

16 η = max(0, η + p0κz)
17 p0 = θp0
18 i← i+ 1

19 until |WSR(q
(i)
c )−WSR(q

(i−1)
c )| < ϵf

Output: q∗
k = q

(i)
c

Proof: The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.

Lemma 7. The gradients of κz w.r.t. the coordinates of the m-th
BS transmit MA are given by (69) and (70) on the next page.

Proof: The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 5.

E. Overall Algorithm

Due to the limited space and similarity with Algorithm 4,
we provide only a description of the overall algorithm. In each
iteration, the sensing receive combiner is obtained by using (52),
which provides a closed-form solution. The sensing transmit
beamformer is optimized by the SCA method for which we use
a concave lower bound on the user’s achievable rate; therefore,
it improves the WSR of the system. Also, the MA positions
are optimized separately for each user with the ALM, presented
in Algorithm 5, which provably increases the WSR. Using the
same optimization method, the positions of the BS transmit MAs
are adjusted. Hence, we can conclude that the overall algorithm
monotonically increases the WSR in each iteration. Also, due
to limited communication resources, the WSR must be upper
bounded. These two facts guarantee the convergence of the
objective function to a stationary point.

Finally, note that full details regarding the computational
complexity of the proposed algorithms are omitted due to space
considerations.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the WSR of the considered schemes
with linear precoding (denoted as LP-MA) and ZF precoding
(denoted as ZF-MA) by means of Monte Carlo simulations. As
benchmarks, we consider schemes that differ from the proposed
ones in that the BS transmitter and users have fixed antennas;
these are referred to as the LP-FIX and ZF-FIX scheme, re-
spectively. The initial positions of the users’ MAs and the BS
transmit MAs are the same for all four schemes and are randomly
chosen inside the MA regions Ck and Ct, respectively. The
free space path loss between the BS and user k is modeled
as ρk = λ2/(4πdtk)

2 [26], where dtk = ∥ot − ok∥ is the
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∇xm
κz = −4πρs

λ
I

(
e(m)ej

2π
λ ||tm−sl|| xm − xs

||tm − s||

)
− 4π

λ
PmaxT

−2γ0u
HGP1P

H
1 GHuI

(∑K

k=1

∑Nu

b=1
ρkBe(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| xm − xk,b

||tm − qk,b||

)
+

4π

λ
γ0β

2I

(∑K

k=1

∑Nu

b=1
ρk

[
D1(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| +DT

2 (m, br)e
−j 2π

λ ||tm−qk,b||
] xm − xk,b

||tm − qk,b||

)
(69)

∇ym
κz = −4πρs

λ
I

(
e(m)ej

2π
λ ||tm−sl|| xm − xs

||tm − s||

)
− 4π

λ
PmaxT

−2γ0u
HGP1P

H
1 GHuI

(∑K

k=1

∑Nu

b=1
ρkBe(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| ym − yk,b

||tm − qk,b||

)
+

4π

λ
γ0β

2I

(∑K

k=1

∑Nu

b=1
ρk

[
D1(m, br)e

j 2π
λ ||tm−qk,b|| +DT

2 (m, br)e
−j 2π

λ ||tm−qk,b||
] ym − yk,b
||tm − qk,b||

)
(70)

distance between the BS transmit MA array and user k. The
round-trip channel coefficient for target sensing is given by
ρs = λ2/((4π)3R2

tR
2
r) [34], where Rt = ∥ot − s∥ is the

distance between the BS transmit MA array and the target, and
Rr = ∥or − s∥ is the distance between the BS receive antenna
array and the target.

In the following simulation setup, the parameters are f =
30GHz (i.e., λ = 1 cm), Nt = 16, Nr = 8, K = 2,
Nu = 4, Pmax = 1W, dmin = λ/2 = 0.5 cm, γ0 = 0.01,
ζ = 1 and σ2

k = σ2
z = −100 dB. The center of the BS

transmit MA region is located ot = [−3m, 10m, 0]T and the
length of its side is Lt = 1m. The midpoint of the receive
BS ULAs is located at or = [3m, 10m, 0]T and the length
of this ULA is Lr = 1m. Both users are placed at the same
distance from the BS transmit MA array in the directions of
±π/4 in the xz-plane. The centers of the users’ MA regions are
located at ou,1 = [−3m+dtk sin(−π/4), 1.5m, dtk cos(−π/4)]T

and ou,2 = [−3m + dtk sin(π/4), 1.5m, dtk cos(π/4)]
T , where

dtk = 30m, and the side length of each of these regions is
ak = 15 cm. The initial positions of the users’ antennas are
randomly selected inside the specified MA regions. The point
target is located at s = [10m, 1.5m, 10m]T . The CVX tool is
used to solve (25), (30) and (54). In the line search procedure
for the PGM, all step sizes are initially set to 1, δ = 10−2 and
τ = 1/2. The parameters of the ALM are initialized as η = 0,
p0 = 1, θ = 10, ϵL = 10−3 and ϵf = 10−2. For the SCA method,
the convergence parameter is ϵs = 10−2. All results are averaged
over 50 independent channel realizations.

The convergence of the proposed algorithms for different
different values of the distance dtk between the BS transmit MA
array and the users, dtk, is shown in Fig. 2. In general, both of the
proposed schemes require a relatively low number of iterations
to converge. When the users are up to 20 m away from the
BS transmit MAs, the ZF-MA scheme achieves a larger WSR
than the LP-MA scheme. Since the considered users’ channels
are modeled similarly as pure line-of-sight (LOS) channels and
users are not placed close to each other, the influence of multi-
user interference very limited. Additionally, the inter-antenna
interference between the receive MAs of a single user is relatively
weak for users placed in the vicinity of the BS. Therefore, we
can conclude that for MA-enabled ISAC systems operating in
the near field, ZF precoding can achieve a larger WSR in the
inference limited case. On the other hand, for larger dtk, the LP-
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Fig. 2: Convergence of the proposed algorithms for different dtk.

MA scheme provides better WSR performance. In this scenario,
the inter-antenna interference between the receive MAs of a single
user is increased and the appropriate channel matrices are ill-
conditioned (i.e., the corresponding condition numbers are large).
Hence, the LP-MA scheme performs an unequal power allocation
among different users’ precoding matrices, as well as among
different sub-channels of the same user, which is the optimal
WSR achieving strategy in this case (i.e., waterfilling power
allocation). In contrast, the ZF-MA scheme forms a transmission
system of orthogonal sub-channels with the equal power gain
(i.e., HePe = βeIKNu ), resulting in worse system performance
for larger dtk.

The WSR for different values of the users rate weights is
presented in Fig. 3, where we have imposed the condition
w1+w2 = 1. The ZF-MA scheme achieves almost constant WSR
irrespective of the weighted rate contributions of both users. This
is most likely caused by the fact that ZF precoding creates a
system of orthogonal sub-channels with equal power gain, and
consequently approximately equal achievable rate for every sub-
channel. Since both users have the same number of antennas
(i.e., sub-channels), any change of the users’ weight rates has a
negligible influence on the WSR. On the other hand, the WSR for
the ZF-MA scheme is affected to a significantly greater degree by
the users’ weight rates. The largest WSR is achieved when most
of data transmission is allocated to a single user, while the lowest
WSR is obtained when the users’ weighted rate contributions
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Fig. 3: WSR versus the users’ rate weights.
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Fig. 4: WSR versus the maximum transmit power.

are approximately equal. This suggests that linear precoding is
particularly beneficial in systems with a significant imbalance
between the users’ rate weights. Regarding the schemes with
only fixed antennas, we observe that the LP-FIX scheme achieves
around 2 bit/s/Hz lower WSR compared to the LP-MA scheme,
while the WSR for the ZF-MA scheme remains negligible for all
users’ rate weights.

Next, we study how the WSR varies with the maximum
transmit power (i.e., Pmax), as shown in Fig. 4. The WSR curves
for both proposed schemes exhibit an approximately logarithmic
shape due to the logarithmic increase in the users achievable rates.
Moreover, the performance gap between these two schemes tends
to gradually decrease with the transmit power. It seems that the
ability of linear precoding to adaptively allocate power offers less
WSR advantage for larger transmit powers. A similar effect occurs
in conventional point-to-point MIMO systems, where the uniform
power allocation becomes optimal at high power levels. The WSR
for the LP-FIX scheme is lower than the WSR for the LP-MA
scheme and this difference gradually increases with the transmit
power. Similarly as in the previous figure, the WSR for the ZF-
FIX scheme stays negligibly small irrespective of the transmit
power level.

In Fig. 5, we present the WSR for different numbers of MAs
at each user. For low Nk, when the inter-antenna interference
between different MAs of a single user is relatively small, the ZF-
MA scheme provides the best WSR performance. Interestingly,
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Fig. 5: WSR versus the number of user antennas.
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Fig. 6: WSR and sensing signal power versus the sensing SINR
threshold.

even the ZF-FIX scheme is capable of providing a moderate WSR,
albeit lower than other schemes. However, for larger Nk, the
aforementioned interference is increased, leading to a reduction
in the WSR for these two schemes. This reduction can be quite
severe, as can be seen for the WSR for the ZF-MA scheme when
Nk changes from 4 to 5. In contrast to this, the WSRs for the
LP-MA and the LP-FIX scheme steadily increase with Nk, due
to the ability of linear precoding to adaptively allocate transmit
power. This suggests that linear precoding can be particularly
useful for future communication systems, where users’ terminals
are expected to be equipped with a large number of antennas.

In Fig. 6, we show the WSR and the sensing signal power Ps

versus the sensing SINR threshold γ0. In general, we notice that
the considered sensing metric is far more sensitive to the change
of the sensing SINR threshold compared the considered commu-
nication metric for both schemes. More precisely, the WSR for
the ZF-MA scheme drops by only 0.4 bits/s/Hz, while for the LP-
MA scheme it remains almost unchanged. On the other hand, the
sensing signal powers for the LP-MA and the ZF-MA schemes
are changed by approximately 10 dB and 15 dB, respectively. It
is also noteworthy that the ZF-MA scheme achieves a moderately
larger signal sensing power compared to the LP-MA scheme for
low γ0, while for larger γ0 the signal sensing powers of these
two schemes are approximately equal.
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VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the optimization of the WSR in an
MA-assisted ISAC system operating in the near field with MAs
placed at the BS transmitter and users. To solve this problem,
we developed AO-based algorithms that alternately optimize the
sensing receive combiner, the communication precoding matrices,
the sensing transmit beamformer, the positions of the users MAs
and the positions of the BS transmit MAs, for the cases of linear
and ZF precoding of the communication signal at the BS. The
proposed algorithms were also shown to converge in a small num-
ber of iterations. Simulation results verified the effectiveness of
the proposed schemes in comparison to fixed-antenna benchmark
schemes in a near-field ISAC system, particularly for the scheme
with ZF precoding. The largest WSR for the scheme with linear
precoding is obtained for the unbalanced users rate weights, while
the WSR for the scheme with ZF precoding is almost constant
for all users rate weights. We demonstrated that ZF precoding can
provide a superior WSR performance for a low number of MAs
per user, when the interference between the responses of different
users MAs is limited. For a larger number of MAs per user,
linear precoding provides a better WSR because of its ability to
adaptively allocate transmit power. Finally, it can be observed that
the sensing SINR threshold has a significantly greater influence
on the sensing than on the communication features of ISAC.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

The communication rate of user k can be rewritten as
RL,k = ln |A1| − ln |A2,k| , (71)

where A1 =
∑K

u=1 HkWuW
H
u HH

k +Hkvv
HHH

k +σ2
kINu

and
A2,k = A1 −HkWkW

H
k HH

k .
Differentiating the terms in the previous expressions, we get

d ln |A1|=2R

(∑Nt

m=1

∑Nu

b′=1
C1(m, b′)dHk(

′b,m)

)
,

(72)

d ln |A2,k|=2R

(∑Nt

m=1

∑Nu

b′=1
C2,k(m, b′)dHk(b

′,m)

)
.

(73)
Taking the derivatives with respect to individual coordinates of

MA b, we have
dHk(b,m)

dxk,b
= j

2πρk
λ

xk,b − xm

||tm − qk,b||
ej

2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||, (74)

dHk(b,m)

dyk,b
= j

2πρk
λ

yk,b − ym
||tm − qk,b||

ej
2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||. (75)

Substituting (74) and (75) into (72) (for b′ = b), we obtain
1

dxk,b
d ln |A1| = −4πρk

λ
×

I

(∑Nt

m=1
C1(m, b)

xk,b − xm

||tm − qk,b||
ej

2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||

)
(76)

and
1

dyk,b
d ln |A1| = −4πρk

λ
×

I

(∑Nt

m=1
C1(m, b)

yk,b − ym
||tm − qk,b||

ej
2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||

)
. (77)

In a similar manner, we have
1

dxk,b
d ln |A2,k| = −4πρk

λ
×

I

(∑Nt

m=1
C2,k(m, b)

xk,b − xm

||tm − qk,b||
ej

2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||

)
, (78)

1

dyk,b
d ln |A2,k| = −4πρk

λ
×

I

(∑Nt

m=1
C2,k(m, b)

yk,b − ym
||tm − qk,b||

ej
2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||

)
. (79)

Combining the previous expressions, we obtain (35) and (36).

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 3

Differentiating the expression (24), we obtain
dκl = dTr(uHGMGHu),

= Tr(MGHuuHdG+ uuHGMdGH),

= 2ρsTr(MGHuuHfrdfHt + fHr uuHGMdft),

= 2ρsR

(∑Nt

i=1
e(i)dft(i)

)
. (80)

For the m-th transmit MA, the previous expression is equal to
dκl = 2ρsR (e(m)dft(m))

= −4πρs
λ

I
(
e(m)ej

2π
λ ||tm−sl||d||tm − sl||

)
(81)

and from this we can easily obtain (49) and (50).

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA 4

Differentiating the achievable rate of user k, we obtain
dRZ,k = Tr(F−1

k )dβ2
e +Tr((F−1

k −E−1
k )d(Hkvv

HHH
k )). (82)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (82), we have
Tr(F−1

k )dβ2
e = Tr(F−1

k )PmaxdT−1,

=PmaxT
−2Tr(F−1

k )Tr((HeH
H
e )−2d(HeH

H
e )),

=PmaxT
−2Tr(F−1

k )Tr(BedHe +BH
e dHH

e ),

=PmaxT
−2Tr(F−1

k )2R

(
Nt∑

m=1

K∑
k′=1

Nk∑
b′=1

Be(m, b′k)dHe(b
′
k,m)

)
,

(83)
where b′k = (k′ − 1)Nk + b′.

For the second term on the right-hand side of (82), we have
Tr((F−1

k −E−1
k )d(Hkvv

HHH
k ))

=Tr((F−1
k −E−1

k )(dHkvv
HHH

k +Hkvv
HdHH

k )),

=Tr(GkdHk +GH
k dHH

k ),

=2R

(
Nt∑

m=1

Nu∑
b′=1

Gk(m, b′)dHk(b
′,m)

)
. (84)

Taking the derivatives with respect to coordinates of the b-th
MA of user k, we have

dHk(b,m)

dxk,b
= j

2πρk
λ

xk,b − xm

||tm − qk,b||
ej

2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||, (85)

dHk(b,m)

dyk,b
= j

2πρk
λ

yk,b − ym
||tm − qk,b||

ej
2π
λ ||tm−qk,b||. (86)

Substituting (85) and (86) into (83) and (84) (for b′ = b), respec-
tively, we obtain that the gradients of Rk w.r.t. the coordinates of
the b-th MA of user k are given by (62) and (63).

For the achievable rate of another user u ̸= k, we have
dRu = Tr(F−1

u dβ2
e ). (87)

Repeating the same steps as in (83), we obtain (62) and (63).
This completes the proof.
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APPENDIX D
PROOF OF LEMMA 5

Differentiating the expression (56), we get
dκz= d(uHG(γ0PeP

H
e − vvH)GHu),

= γ0d(β2
eu

HGP1P
H
1 GHu),

= γ0u
HGP1P

H
1 GHudβ2

e + γ0β
2
eTr(uHGd(P1P

H
1 )GHu),

= γ0u
HGP1P

H
1 GHudβ2

e + γ0β
2
e2R(Tr(DdP1)). (88)

Using the derivations from (83), we obtain
γ0u

HGP1P
H
1 GHudβ2

e = γ0u
HGP1P

H
1 GHu

× 2R

(
Nt∑

m=1

K∑
k′=1

Nu∑
b′=1

Be(m, b′k)dHe(b
′
k,m)

)
. (89)

where b′k = (k′ − 1)Nk + b′. Substituting (85) and (86) into the
previous expression (for k′ = k and b′ = b), we obtain the first
terms on the right-hand side of (64) and (65), respectively.

For the second term in (88), we have
γ0β

2
e2R(Tr(DdP1))

=γ0β
2
e2R(Tr(DdHH

e (HeH
H
e )−1+DHH

e d(HeH
H
e )−1)),

=γ0β
2
e2R(Tr((HeH

H
e )−1DdHH

e

−DHH
e (HeH

H
e )−2d(HeH

H
e ))),

=γ0β
2
e2R(Tr(−HH

e DHH
e (HeH

H
e )−2dHe

+ [(HeH
H
e )−1D−DHH

e (HeH
H
e )−2He]dHH

e )),

=γ0β
2
e2R(Tr(−D1dHe +DT

2 dH∗
e)),

=γ0β
2
e

Nt∑
m=1

K∑
k′=1

Nu∑
b′=1

2R(−D1(m, b′k)dHe(b
′
k,m)

+DT
2 (m, b′k)dH

∗
e(b

′
k,m)). (90)

Substituting (85) and (86) into the previous expression (for k′ = k
and b′ = b), we obtain the second terms on the right-hand side
of (64) and (65), respectively. This completes the proof.
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