
Fluid-Antenna Enhanced Integrated
Sensing and Communication: Joint Antenna

Positioning and Beamforming Design
Tian Hao∗, Changxin Shi∗, Yinghong Guo∗, Bin Xia∗, Feng Yang∗

∗Institute of Wireless Communication Technologies, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, China
Email:{optimization, shichx, yinghongguo, bxia, yangfeng}@sjtu.edu.cn

Abstract—This paper investigates a fluid antenna (FA) en-
hanced integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) system
consisting of a base station (BS), multiple single-antenna commu-
nication users, and one point target, where the BS is equipped
with FAs to enhance both the communication and sensing
performance. First, we formulate a problem that maximizes the
radar signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) by jointly optimizing the FAs’
positions and transmit beamforming matrix. Then, to tackle this
highly non-convex problem, we present efficient algorithms by
using alternating optimization (AO), successive convex approx-
imation (SCA), and semi-definite relaxation (SDR). Numerical
results demonstrate the convergence behavior and effectiveness
of the proposed algorithm.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC),
fluid antenna (FA), antenna position, alternating optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the explosive growth in the number of communication
and sensing devices, spectrum resources are under increasing
pressure. As a promising solution, integrated sensing and
communication (ISAC) is recently proposed to tackle this
challenge by deploying both communication and sensing on a
hardware platform while sharing the spectrum of the radar
system and communication system [1]. Compared to the
communication-only and sensing-only systems, which operate
independently in different frequency bands and platforms,
ISAC can reduce hardware costs and reuse spectrum resources
[2]–[4]. Therefore, ISAC has attracted much interest from
industry and academia.

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology is
widely used in ISAC systems to increase the number of spatial
degrees of freedom, thereby improving radar perception per-
formance and realizing multi-user communication [5]. How-
ever, due to the fixed position of antennas in the traditional
MIMO-ISAC system, the diversity and spatial multiplexing
performance are limited. Recently, fluid antenna (FA) is de-
veloped as a promising solution to further exploit the wireless
channel variation in the continuous spatial domain [6]–[8].
Specifically, in FA-enabled systems, each antenna element is
connected to an RF chain via a flexible cable, and the position
of FA can be adjusted in real time. Thus, the channel can be
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configured to improve the system performance by adjusting
the locations of multiple fluid antennas.

Existing works propose various FA-based optimization
schemes to verify the superior performance of the FA-assisted
system compared with the traditional fixed-position antenna
(FPA)-based system [9]–[12]. In [9], the authors consider
a point-to-point MIMO communication system where the
transmitter and receiver are both equipped with FAs and
maximize the channel capacity by jointly optimizing the
antenna positions of the receiver and the transmitter. In [10],
the authors consider the uplink transmission where BS and
users are equipped with FPAs and single-FA, and minimize
the total transmit power at the BS by jointly optimizing
the antenna positions, the transmit power at each user, and
the receive beamforming matrix. In [11], the authors jointly
optimize the antenna positions, transmit and receive beam-
forming, and power allocation to maximize the rate. In [12],
the authors combine reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS)
and FA systems to protect against multi-user interference at
each user device. So far, most of the works on FA focus on
how to design FAs’ positions to improve the performance of
the communication system. To the best of our knowledge, the
FA-enhanced ISAC system has not been studied thus far.

Inspired by the above, this paper studies the FA-enhanced
integrated sensing and communication system. In particular,
the base station (BS) is equipped with FAs as transmitting
antennas and with FPAs as receiving antennas, which serve
multiple users while simultaneously sensing one target. Under
the constraints of the finite moving region of FAs, the min-
imum FA distance, and the minimum signal-to-interference-
plus-noise (SINR) per user, we propose an optimization prob-
lem to maximize the radar signal-to-noise (SNR) by jointly
optimizing the positions of FAs and transmit beamforming
matrix at the BS. Since the resulting problem is non-convex
and involves highly coupling variables, we propose an iterative
alternating optimization (AO) [9] algorithm based on succes-
sive convex approximation (SCA) [14] to obtain a sub-optimal
solution. The simulation results show that the proposed FA-
based ISAC can significantly improve the sensing ability while
ensuring the communication quality of service (QoS) through
antenna position optimization.
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II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. FA-Enabled ISAC System

We consider an ISAC system where the BS communicates
with K communication users (CU), each of which is equipped
with a single fixed position antenna (FPA), while sensing a
point target by a dual-functional signal. For convenience, let
K ≜ {1, 2, ...,K} denote the set of users indices. The BS is
equipped with a planer array with Nt fluid antennas (FAs)
for signal transmission and a uniform planer array (UPA)
consisting of P × Q FPAs for signal reception. The channel
condition can be configured by changing the FAs’ position in
a rectangular region Ct of size W ×L (m×m) [9], the center
of which is denoted as the origin point of Ct. The position
of the m-th FA is represented by its coordinates on Ct, i.e.,
tm ≜ [xm, ym]T ∈ Ct.

Fig. 1. The FA-aided ISAC system.

Let wk ∈ CNt×1 represent the beamforming for user k. The
signal x ∈ CNt×1 transmitted by ISAC BS can be written as:

x ≜
K∑

k=1

wksk = Ws, (1)

where s = [s1, ..., sK ]T ∈ CK×1 with E[ssH ] = IK
represents the data symbols for the communication users, and
W = [w1, ...,wK ] ∈ CNt×K . Note that x is the dual-
functional signal, which can be used for both sensing and
communication [5]. Then, we have the following constraint
for the transmit power of the BS:

E(∥x∥22) ≜ Tr(WWH) ≤ Pmax, (2)

where Pmax represents the maximum available power budget
at the BS.

B. Communication Model

We adopt a far field-response based channel model for
communication channel. Since the sizes of moving region
for the FAs are much smaller than the signal propagation

distance of each path between BS and CU, the angle-of-arrival
(AoA), the angle-of-departure (AoD) and the amplitude of path
response remain constant at different positions in FAs. Let Lk

denote the number of paths between the BS and the user k. For
user k, the signal propagation difference for the l-th channel
path between the position of m-th FA and the origin point the
moving region is written as

ρ(tm, θk,l, ϕk,l) = xmcosθk,lsinϕk,l + ymsinθk,l,

k ∈ K, 1 ≤ l ≤ Lk, (3)

where θk,l and ϕk,l denote the elevation and azimuth AoDs
of the l-th path of channel between the user k and the BS.
Accordingly, the transmit field response vector between k-th
user and m-th FA at BS is given by:

gk(tm) = [ej
2π
λ ρ(tm,θk,1,ϕk,1), ..., ej

2π
λ ρ(tm,θk,Lk

,ϕk,Lk
)]T ,

(4)
where λ is the carrier wavelength. Thus, the communication
channel between the BS and user k is modeled as follows [10]:

hk(t̃) = 1T
Lk

ΣkGk(t̃) ∈ CNt×1, (5)

where t̃ = [tT1 , ..., t
T
Nt

]T ∈ R2Nt×1 represents the FAs
position, Gk(t̃) = [gk(t1),gk(t2), ...,gk(tNt)] ∈ CLk×Nt

represents the field response matrix at the BS, and Σk =
diag{[σ1,k, ..., σLk,k]

T } denotes path response of Lk paths of
the channel between the BS and the k-th user.

For the downlink communication, we adopt the per-user
signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) to measure the
communication quality-of-service. The received signal of k-th
user is given by:

yk = hk(t̃)x+ zk, k ∈ K, (6)

where hk(t̃) is given by (5), zk ∼ CN (0, σ2
r) denotes the zero-

mean additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with variance
σ2. Then, the SINR of user k is given by:

γk(W, t̃) =
|hk(t̃)wk|2∑K

q=1,q ̸=k |hk(t̃)wq|2 + σ2
, (7)

C. Sensing Model

Let ϑ and φ denote the elevation and azimuth angle between
the target and the BS, respectively. We adopt the line-of-
sight (LoS) channel model for the sensing channel between
the BS and the target [5]. Since the relative far distance
between the BS and the point target, ϑ and φ are constant
at different positions in FAs. Let ar(ϑ, φ) ∈ C1×PQ and
at(ϑ, φ, t̃) ∈ C1×Nt denote the receive and transmit steering
vectors. Specially, the receive steering vector ar(ϑ, φ) is
denoted by

ar(ϑ, φ) = aP (ϑ, φ)⊗ aQ(ϑ, φ), (8)

where aP (ϑ, φ) =
[
1, ejπcosϑsinφ, ..., ejπ(P−1)cosϑsinφ

]
,

aQ(ϑ, φ) =
[
1, ejπsinϑ, ..., ejπ(Q−1)sinϑ

]
. The transmit steer-

ing vector, i.e., at(θ, ϕ, t̃) can be written as

at(ϑ, φ, t̃) =
[
ej

2π
λ ρ(t1,ϑ,φ), ..., ej

2π
λ ρ(tNt ,ϑ,φ)

]
. (9)



Then, the sensing channel G can be written as [5]

G ≜ αar(ϑ, φ)
Hat(ϑ, φ, t̃), (10)

where α denotes the reflection coefficient of the sensing target.
Thus, for radar sensing, the reflected echo signal yr ∈ CPQ×1

at the sensing receiver of the BS can be written as :

yr = Gx+ zr, (11)

where zr ∈ CPQ×1 is the AWGN following CN (0, σ2
rIPQ).

Subsequently, the sensing SNR at the sensing receiver which
can be written as

γs(W, t̃, ϑ, φ) = ηat(ϑ, φ, t̃)WWHat(ϑ, φ, t̃)
H , (12)

where η ≜ |α|2ar(ϑ,φ)aH
r (ϑ,φ)

σ2
r

denotes the integrated coeffi-
cient.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this paper, we aim to maximize the radar SNR while
satisfying the SINR requirements of users by jointly optimiz-
ing the FA position t̃ and the transmit beamforming matrix
W. Depending on whether perfect CSI of the communication
channels and the target location are available at the BS, we
consider two scenarios elaborated as below

Then the corresponding optimization problem is formulated
as

(P1) max
W,t̃

γr(W, t̃) (13)

s.t.
|hk(t̃)wk|2∑K

q=1,q ̸=k |hk(t̃)wq|2 + σ2
≥ Γk, ∀k (13a)

tm ∈ Ct, 1 ≤ m ≤ Nt, (13b)

∥tm − tn∥22 ≥ D2, 1 ≤ m ̸= n ≤ Nt, (13c)
K∑

k=1

Tr(wkw
H
k ) ≤ Pmax, (13d)

where the constraint (13a) denotes the minimum SINR require-
ment of each user, the constraint (13b) indicates the movement
region of each FA, and the constraint (13c) guarantees the
minimum distance D between each pair of FAs.

Note that problem (13) is non-convex because the objective
function is non-concave over the FA position t̃, and the
constraints (13a) and (13c) are non-convex. Besides, the FA
position t̃ and transmit beamforming matrix W are highly
coupled in objective function and constraint (13a), which
makes (P1) challenging to solve.

IV. PROPOSED ALGORITHM

In this section, we first propose an efficient algorithm to
solve (P1) by applying AO and SCA. Specifically, we decom-
pose (P1) into two sub-problems. For given FA position t̃, we
optimize the beamforming matrix W at the transmitter. For
given beamforming matrix W, the FA position t̃ is optimized
based on successive convex optimization techniques. Finally,
we present the overall algorithm than analyze its convergence.

A. Optimization of Transmit Beamforming

For any given FA position t̃, the transmit beamforming can
be obtained by solving the following problem

(P2) max
W

ηat(ϑ, φ, t̃)WWHat(ϑ, φ, t̃)
H (14)

s.t. (13a), (13d).

Notice that problem (14) is non-convex due to the non-convex
constraints (13a). We then employ the semidefinite relaxation
(SDR) technique to solve the problem (14).

Let Wk ≜ wkw
H
k , Hk ≜ hH

k hk, A ≜
ηat(ϑ, φ, t̃)

Hat(ϑ, φ, t̃). Thus, (P2) can be approximated as

(P3) max
Wk

Tr(AWk) (15)

s.t.Tr(HkWk)− Γk

K∑
q=1, ̸=k

Tr(HkWq) ≥ Γkσ
2,∀k,

K∑
k=1

Tr(Wk) ≤ Pmax,

Wk ⪰ 0,∀k,
rank(Wk) = 1, ∀k. (15a)

Then, by dropping the rank-1 constraints (15a), problem
(15) becomes a standard semidefinite program (SDP), which
can be solved via CVX [13]. It is noteworthy that the solution
obtained from a non-rank-1 SDR problem can be guaranteed
to be rank-1 [5]. With W∗

k denoting the solution of the non-
rank-1 problem, the optimal beamformer can be obtained by
the following formula:

w∗
k =

√
λmax(W∗

k)P(W∗
k), (16)

where λmax(W
∗
k) represents the largest eigenvalue of W∗

k,
and P(W∗

k) is the eigenvector of λmax(W
∗
k).

B. FA Position Optimization

For any given transmit beamforming matrix W, the FA
position can be obtained by solving the following problem.

(P4) max
t̃

at(ϑ, φ, t̃)Qat(ϑ, φ, t̃)
H (17)

s.t.
|hk(t̃)wk|2∑K

q=1,q ̸=k |hk(t̃)wq|2 + σ2
≥ Γk, ∀k (17a)

tm ∈ Ct, 1 ≤ m ≤ Nt, (17b)

∥tm − tn∥22 ≥ D2, 1 ≤ m ̸= n ≤ Nt, (17c)

where Q ≜ ηWWH = {qi,j = |qi,j |ejφi,j , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ Nt}.
Problem (17) is non-convex due to the non-concave objective
function and the non-convex constraints in (17a) and (17c).
It is challenging to solve problem (17). In the following, we
tackle (P4) using the SCA for the FA position optimization.

To solve the non-convexity of objective function, (17a)
and (17c), successive convexity optimization technique can
be applied, where in each iteration, the original function is
approximated by a more tractable function at a given local
point. According to Taylor’s theorem, we construct a surrogate



function by using second-order Taylor expansion that locally
approximates the objective function g(t̃) [14]. Specifically, let
t̃r represent the given position of FAs in the r-th iteration.
The objective function is globally lower-bound by a concave
function over t̃, which is denoted by:

g(t̃) ≥ g(t̃r) +∇g(t̃)T (t̃− t̃r)− δ

2
(t̃− t̃r)T (t̃− t̃r). (18)

where g(t̃) ≜ at(ϑ, φ, t̃)Qat(ϑ, φ, t̃)
H , ∇g(t̃) and ∇2g(t̃)

represent the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of g(t̃) on
t̃. The derivatives of ∇g(t̃) and ∇2g(t̃) are given in Appendix.
Note that ∥∇2g(t̃)∥22 ≤ ∥∇2g(t̃)∥2F and ∥∇2g(t̃)∥2I2Nt

⪰
∇2g(t̃), we construct a positive real number δ based on
∥∇2g(t̃)∥F such that δI2Nt ⪰ ∇2g(t̃). Depending on the
derivatives of ∇2g(t̃) in Appendix, the δ is given by:

δ =
16Ntπ

2Nt

√
Nt − 1ϵ

λ2
, (19)

where ϵ = max(|qi,j |).
For constraints (17c), since ∥tm − tn∥22 is a convex function

with respect to tm − tn, we get the following inequality by
applying the first-order Taylor expansion at the given point
trm − trn

∥tm − tn∥22 ≥ −∥trm − trn∥
2
2 + 2(trm − trn)

T

×(tm − tn), 1 ≤ m ̸= n ≤ Nt. (20)

For constraint (17a), it can be transformed into the following
form:

hk(t̃)Rkh
H
k (t̃) + Γkσ

2 ≤ 0,∀k, (21)

where Rk =
∑K

q=1,q ̸=k wqw
H
q − wkw

H
k . The term

hk(t̃)Rkh
H
k (t̃) can be transformed to (24), where we define:

κk,i,j,l,p ≜
2π

λ
(ρk,l(ti)−ρk,p(tj))+∠σl,k−∠σp,k+∠Rk(i, j),

(22)
µk,i,j,l,p ≜ |σl,k||σp,k||Rk(i, j)|, (23)

As fk(t̃) is neither convex nor concave with respect to t̃, we
construct a surrogate function that serves as an upper bound of
fk(t̃) by using the second-order Taylor expansion. We apply
second-order Taylor expansion to fk(t̃) around t̃r:

fk(t̃) ≤ fk(t̃
r) +∇fk(t̃

r)T (t̃− t̃r) +
ζk
2
(t̃− t̃r)T (t̃− t̃r),

(25)
where ∇fk(t̃

r) denotes the gradient vector of fk(t̃), ζk is
a positive real number which satisfies ζkI2Nt ⪰ ∇2fk(t̃).
∇fk(t̃

r) and ∇2fk(t̃) can be obtained according to the
calculation method of ∇g(t̃r) and ∇2g(t̃) in the Appendix.
Similar to the calculation of δ, ζk can be given by:

ζk =
16Ntπ

2

λ2
(

Lk−1∑
l=1

Lk∑
p=l

|σl,k||σp,k|ηk

+

Lk∑
l=1

Lk∑
p=1

|σl,k||σp,k|(Nt − 1)ηk), (26)

Algorithm 1 Alternating Optimization for Solving Problem
(P1)
Input: Nt, Nr, K, Ct, {Lk}Kk=1, {Σk}Kk=1, σ2, {θk,l}, {ϕk,l},

θ, ϕ, {Γk}, Pmax, D, ξ.
1: Initialize the FA positions t̃. Let r = 0.
2: while Increase of the sensing SNR in (12) is above ξ do
3: Given t̃r, solve problem (15) and obtain the optimal

solution by eigenvalue decomposition in (16), denote
the optimal solution as Wr+1.

4: Given Wr+1, solve problem (27) and denote the opti-
mal solution as t̃r+1.

5: Update r = r + 1
6: end while

Output: t̃opt, Wopt.

where ηk ≜ max{|Rk(i, j)|} and Rk(i, j) denotes the (i, j)-
th entry of Rk(i, j).

For any given local point t̃r as well as lower bounds in
(20) and upper bounds in (25), problem (17) is approximated
as the following convex problem:

(P5)max
t̃

g(t̃r) +∇g(t̃)T (t̃− t̃r)− δ

2
(t̃− t̃r)T (t̃− t̃r)

(27)
s.t. tm ∈ Ct, 1 ≤ m ≤ Nt, (27a)

D2 ≤ −∥trm − trn∥
2
2 + 2(trm − trn)

T

× (tm − tn), 1 ≤ m ̸= n ≤ Nt, (27b)

fk(t̃
r) +∇fk(t̃

r)T (t̃− t̃r)

+
ζk
2
(t̃− t̃r)T (t̃− t̃r) + Γkσ

2 ≤ 0,∀k. (27c)

Since the left-hand side of the constraints (27c) are quadratic
convex with respect to t̃, they are convex now. Furthermore,
the objective function is a quadratic convex function, (27a),
(27b), and (27c) are all linear constraints. Therefore, problem
(27) is a convex optimization problem that can be efficiently
solved with existing optimization tools.

C. Overall Algorithm and Convergence

Having obtained the solution for problem (P3) and (P5) as
mentioned earlier, we can proceed with the completion of our
proposed alternating optimization algorithm for solving (P1).
The overall algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 1. Initially,
we obtain the optimal W by solving (P3), while keeping t̃
fixed. Then for given W, we optimize FA positions by solving
(P5). The algorithm iteratively solves the two sub-problems
until the increase of the radar SNR in equation (12) falls below
a predefined convergence threshold ξ.

The convergence analysis of Algorithm 1 is as follows. First
in step 3 of Algorithm 1, given t̃r the optimal solution of (14)
can be obtained, thus we have γr(W

r, t̃r) ≤ γr(W
r+1, t̃r).



fk(t̃) =

Nt∑
i=1

Lk∑
l=1

|σl,k|2Rk(i, i) +

Nt∑
i=1

Lk−1∑
l=1

Lk∑
p ̸=l

2µk,i,i,l,pcos(κk,i,i,l,p) +

Nt−1∑
i=1

Nt∑
j=i+1

Nt∑
l=1

Nt∑
p=1

µk,i,j,l,pcos(κk,i,j,l,p) (24)

Second in step 4 of Algorithm 1, define the objective value of
problem (27) as grlb(W, t̃), we have

γr(W
r+1, t̃r)

a
= grlb(W

r+1, t̃r)
b
≤ grlb(W

r+1, t̃r+1)
c
≤ γr(W

r+1, t̃r+1), (28)

where (a) is due to the second-order Taylor expansions in (18)
is equal at t̃r; (b) holds since we maximize grlb(W

r+1, t̃) at
the r-th iteration, equality holds when choosing t̃r+1 = t̃r;
(c) is due to the objective value of problem (27) serves as a
lower bound of its original problem (14) at t̃r+1. Thus we
obtain γr(W

r, t̃r) ≤ γr(W
r+1, t̃r+1), which indicates that

the objective function of problem (13) is non-decreasing after
each iteration of Algorithm 1 and will converge.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we numerically evaluate the performances
of the proposed design under perfect CSI and imperfect CSI
scenarios, namely Prop.P-FA and Prop.IP-FA. We set Nt = 4,
P = Q = 2, K = 4, ϑ = 45◦, φ = −30◦, ξ = 10−3 if
not specified otherwise. The moving region for FAs is set as a
square area of size A×A. We set minimum SINR requirements
of each communication user γ1 = · · · = γK = γ = 10dB. The
users are randomly distributed around the BS and the distances
follow uniform distributions, i.e., dk ∼ U [20, 100], k ∈ K. We
set the numbers of receive paths for each user are the same,
i.e., Lk = 12, k ∈ K. All path responses are i.i.d circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) random variables, i.e.,
σlk,k ∼ CN (0, ρdαk/L), where ρdαk is the expected channel
power gain of user k, ρ = −40dB represents the path loss at
reference distance of 1 m and α = 2.8 denotes the path loss
exponent. The elevation and azimuth AoAs/AoDs are assumed
to be i.i.d variables following the uniform distribution over
[π/2, π/2]. Each point in the simulation figures is the average
over 1000 user distributions and channel realizations.

We compare the performance of the proposed with three
benchmark schemes. (1)FPA: The transmitter of BS is
equipped with an FPA-based uniform planner with Nt an-
tennas, spaced by λ/2. (2)Random position (RP): Gen-
erate t̃ satisfying (13a), (13b) and (13c). Obtain the
radar SNR in (12) by optimizing W with given t̃.
(3)Alternating position selection (APS): The transmit mov-
ing region is quantized into discrete locations with equal
distance λ/2.

Fig.2 shows the convergence behavior of Algorithm 1 with
different numbers of FAs under the setup A = 2λ. We
can observe that for different values of Nt, the radar SNR
increases and converges to the maximum value within about
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Fig. 2. Convergence behavior of Algorithm 1.

150 iterations, which validates the convergence analysis in
Section III-C. Specifically, in the case of Nt = 6, the
converged radar SNR increases by 48.2% compared to the
point at 100-th iteration.
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Fig. 3. Radar SNR versus the normalized region size.

Fig.3 illustrates the radar SNR versus the normalized region
size A/λ for the Prop.FA and baselines under the setup
γ = 10dB. It can be observed that the radar SNRs of all
designs except FPA increase with the normalized region size
due to an increase in the size of the moving region, allowing
further exploration of DoF in the spatial domain. Meanwhile,
the proposed FA solution outperforms three baseline schemes
in terms of radar SNR. Finally, when the normalized region
size is greater than 5, the proposed solution converges, which
indicates that the maximum radar SNR of the FA-enabled



ISAC system can be achieved in a limited transmit region.
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Fig. 4. Radar SNR versus the normalized transmit region size.

Fig.4 shows the radar SNR versus the required threshold
SINR at the user under the setup A = 2λ. The radar SNR
decreases with the increase of the required SINR of users
for all schemes. This is attributed to the fact that the larger
the user threshold SINR, the more energy the BS provides
to the user. Consequently, the energy used for radar detection
will decrease, which causes a decrease in radar performance.
Moreover, when the threshold SINR is the same, our proposed
method has a larger radar SNR compared with the three
baseline schemes.

VI. CONCLUSION

In thus paper, we investigated joint antenna position and
transmit beamforming design for FA-enhanced ISAC system.
First, we formulated the problem of maximizing the radar
detection probability by jointly optimizing the FAs’ positions
and transmit beamforming matrix. Then, to tackle this non-
convex problem, we proposed an AO algorithm based on SCA
to obtain a sub-optimal solution. Numerical results verified that
compared to FPA-based ISAC system, the proposed algorithm
provided better sensing performance as well as guaranteed
communication quality of service .

APPENDIX

Recall that t̃ = [tT1 , ..., t
T
Nt

]T and tm = [xm, ym]T , the
gradient vector and Hessian matrix of g(t̃) over t̃ can be
written as:

∇g(t̃) =

[
∂g(t̃)

∂x1
,
∂g(t̃)

∂y1
, ...,

∂g(t̃)

∂xNt

,
∂g(t̃)

∂yNt

]T
, (29)

∇2g(t̃) =



∂2g(t̃)
∂x2

1

∂2g(t̃)
∂x1∂y1

∂2g(t̃)
∂y1∂x1

∂2g(t̃)
∂y2

1

· · ·
∂2g(t̃)

∂x1∂yNt
∂2g(t̃)

∂y1∂yNt

...
. . .

...
∂2g(t̃)

∂yNt∂x1

∂2g(t̃)
∂yNt∂y1

· · · ∂2g(t̃)
∂y2

Nt

 . (30)

For simplicity, we define κm,n = ρ(tm − tn). Combing the
above, we have

∂g(t̃)

∂xm
= −4π

λ
cosθsinϕ

Nt∑
n ̸=m

|qm,n|sin(
2π

λ
κm,n + θm,n),

∂g(t̃)

∂ym
= −4π

λ
sinθ

Nt∑
n ̸=m

|qm,n|sin(
2π

λ
κm,n + θm,n), (31)

∂2g(t̃)

∂umvm
= −8π2

λ
φ(u)φ(v)

Nt∑
n ̸=m

|qm,n|cos(
2π

λ
κm,n + θm,n),

∂2g(t̃)

∂umvn
=

8π2

λ
φ(u)φ(v)|qm,n|cos(

2π

λ
κm,n + θm,n), (32)

where 1 ≤ m ̸= n ≤ Nt, u, v ∈ {x, y}, φ(x) =
cosθsinϕ, φ(y) = sinθ.
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