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Abstract—Movable antennas (MAs) have received increasing
attention in wireless communications due to their capability of
antenna position adjustment to reconfigure wireless channels.
However, moving MAs results in non-negligible delay, which
may decrease the effective data transmission time. To reduce
the movement delay, we study in this paper a new MA trajectory
optimization problem. In particular, given the desired destination
positions of multiple MAs, we aim to jointly optimize their
associations with the initial MA positions and the trajectories
for moving them from their respective initial to destination
positions within a given two-dimensional (2D) region, such that
the delay of antenna movement is minimized, subject to the inter-
MA minimum distance constraints in the movement. However,
this problem is a continuous-time mixed-integer linear program-
ming (MILP) problem that is challenging to solve. To tackle
this challenge, we propose a two-stage optimization framework
that sequentially optimizes the MAs’ position associations and
trajectories, respectively. First, we relax the inter-MA distance
constraints and optimally solve the resulted delay minimization
problem. Next, we check if the obtained MA association and
trajectory solutions satisfy the inter-MA distance constraints. If
not satisfied, we then employ a successive convex approximation
(SCA) algorithm to adjust the MAs’ trajectories until they satisfy
the given constraints. Simulation results are provided to show the
effectiveness of our proposed trajectory optimization method in
reducing the movement delay as well as draw useful insights.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, movable antennas (M As) have garnered significant
attention from both academia and industry in the realm of
wireless communications. By dynamically adjusting their po-
sitions and/or rotations within a confined spatial region, MAs
can adaptively refine the wireless channel condition in favor of
signal transmission [1], [2]. Compared to conventional fixed-
position antennas, MAs offer additional degrees of freedom for
enhancing wireless communication performance, which opens
up new research opportunities for future wireless networks.

Inspired by the benefits of MAs, a variety of recent works
have investigated their performance optimization problems
under various setups, e.g., single- and multi-user multiple-
input single-output (MISO) [3], [4], multi-input multi-output
(MIMO) [5], physical-layer security [6], cognitive radio [7],
interference channel [8], etc. However, MAs are usually im-
plemented with mechanical drivers such as motor as compared
to other methods to enable antenna movement such as liquid
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Fig. 1. MA-assisted wireless communications with a trajectory design.

and deployable antennas [9]. For instance, motor-enabled MAs
have been utilized in a multi-static radar system in [10] to
move both the transmit and receive antennas along parallel
paths. Furthermore, the authors in [1 1] employed liquid metal
to enable antenna movement within a container by applying
voltage to electrodes, which drives the antenna through the
Marangoni force. The authors in [|2] leverage the internal
mechanical structure of deployable antennas (also known as
origami antenna) to alter the geometry of multiple antenna
arrays. However, mechanically driven MAs typically result
in non-negligible delay for moving MAs. Furthermore, the
movement of one antenna may be constrained by the positions
of others to avoid collisions or mutual coupling, thus further
increasing their movement delay. As a result, the effective data
transmission time may be comprised given a finite channel
coherence time.

In this paper, we aim to resolve the above issue from the
perspective of MA trajectory optimization. To the best of our
knowledge, this paper is the first to study the MA trajectory
optimization problem in the literature. In particular, as shown
in Fig. 1, for a typical MA-enhanced wireless communication
system with desired destination positions of multiple MAs,
we aim to jointly optimize their associations with the initial
MA positions and the trajectories for moving them from
their respective initial to destination positions within a given
two-dimensional (2D) region, such that the delay of antenna
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Fig. 2. Transmission protocol of MA-assisted wireless communication.

movement is minimized, subject to the inter-MA minimum
distance constraints in the movement. However, this problem is
a continuous-time mixed-integer linear programming (MILP)
problem that is difficult to solve. To tackle this difficulty, we
propose a two-stage optimization framework by sequentially
optimizing the MAs’ position associations and trajectories,
respectively. Specifically, we first relax the inter-MA distance
constraints and derive the corresponding position association
and trajectory solutions by optimally solving a simplified
MILP. Next, we check if these solutions can satisfy the inter-
MA distance constraints. If not satisfied, we then propose a
successive convex approximation (SCA) algorithm to adjust
the MAs’ trajectories until they satisfy the given constraints.
Simulation results show the effectiveness of our proposed
trajectory optimization method in reducing the movement
delay and drive essential insights into the optimal trajectory
design.

Notations: Bold symbols in lowercase and uppercase denote
vectors and matrices, respectively. R”*™ denotes the set of all
n x m real matrices. The uppercase letters in calligraphy fonts
are utilized to denote sets, such as M. || - || represents the
Euclidean distance. p' denote the transpose of a vector p.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a general MA-assisted
multi-user communications system, where a base station (BS)
equipped with M MAs serves multiple users at the same time.
We assume that all MAs can be flexibly moved within a 2D
region, denoted as C,,. We consider block-fading channels
between the BS and all users and focus on one block for the
proposed MA movement trajectory design. As shown in Fig.
2, at the beginning of each transmission block, the BS first
estimates the BS-user channels for any given position in C,,,!
based on which it optimizes the beamforming and positions
for all MAs. Then, the MAs are moved to the optimized
positions for improving the data transmission rate. Let 7y, 71,
and 75 denote the total duration of each transmission block, the
duration for channel estimation, and that for MA movement,

IThis can be achieved by applying the compressed-sensing-based channel
estimation schemes catered to MAs (see e.g., [13] and [14])

respectively. As such, the effective achievable rate of any user
(e.g., user k) in bits/second/Hertz (bps/Hz) is given by

M) Rk’ 1)

Ttot

Rk2<1—

where Rj is the achievable rate with the optimized MA
positions. Note that the inequality in (1) holds because there
is still data transmission (with lower rates than Rk in general)
during the MA movement, while it becomes equality if the
antenna movement duration 75 — 0. As the length of 7
depends on the channel estimation scheme adopted for MAs
(which is not the focus of our work), the achievable rate
given in (1) also critically depends on 75 for MA movement.
In particular, a longer/shorter duration of 7o results in a
smaller/larger achievable rate in (1). Inspired by this, we study
in this paper the trajectory optimization problem for MAs to
minimize their movement delay, 75.

To this end, we first discretize the duration 75 into /N time
slots, each with a length of 7. We assume that 7 is sufficiently
small, such that the position of each MA can be approximately
viewed as being constant within each time slot. Let p,,[n] €
R2*1 denote the position of MA m in C,, in time slot n, with
meM=2{1,2,--- M},andneN 2£{0,1,2,--- ,N}. To
ensure that the MAs do not collide with each other or cause
mutual coupling in the movement, we consider the following
constraints on the minimum inter-MA distance allowed, i.e.,

dmiﬂ S Hpm[n] _pj[n]”? m #]a m e M7 .7 € M7 ne Na

(2)
where d,i, is the given minimal distance between any two
MAs in the movement. Moreover, due to the finite power to
drive MAs (e.g., via a motor), we consider a maximum speed
for each MA in the movement, i.e.,

P[0+ 1] = P[]l < Vinaxm, me M, ne N, (3)

where Viax is the maximum speed of each MA.

Let the initial position of MA m, m € M, be denoted
as p,,o € R¥! and Py £ {p; ¢, P20, " P} denote
the set of the initial positions of all M MAs. Evidently, we
have p,,[0] = p,, o, Vm € M. Moreover, let the j-th desired
destination position j, j € M, be denoted as q; € R**!
and Q = {q,,q,, - ,q,} denote the set of the desired
destination positions of all M MAs. It is noted that a new
initial-destination position antenna association problem arises
for matching each p,, ;, in Py with one of the destination po-
sitions in Q. In particﬁlar, an improper association may result
in large movement delay. For example, as shown in Fig. 1, the
leftmost MA at its initial position would experience a much
longer delay if it is moved to the rightmost destination position.
To describe the MA position associations, we introduce a set of
binary variables o, ;,m,j € M. If 0., ; = 1, it implies that
the destination position g; is associated with MA m (or p,,, o);
otherwise, it is equal to zero. Since each initial/destination
position can be associated with exactly one destination/initial



position, it must hold that _ 0,,; = 1, j € M and
Z?il Om,j = 1, me M.

Based on the above, we aim to jointly optimize the trajec-
tories of the M MAs (i.e., P = {p,,[n], m € M, n e N'}),
the MA position associations (i.e., A = {0, j, me M, j €
M3}), and the duration of each time slot (i.e., 7) to minimize
the overall movement delay, i.e., o = N7, (assuming that NV is
fixed). The corresponding optimization problem is formulated
as

P1): 1%171121717 79 =NT “4)
s.t. (2), 3),
Pmln] € Cmy meE M, neN, (5)
pm[o] =DPm,o ME M, (6)
Om,j|[Pm[N] — g,/ =0, me M, jeM, (7)
Om,j €{0,1}, me M, je M, 8)
M
Y omi=1,jeM, ©)
77]1\;1
Zamvj:L me M, (10)
j=1

where the constraints in (7) ensure that MA m can be moved
to its associated destination position by time slot N. However,
it is noted that (P1) is an NP-hard MILP problem due to
the integer association variables {0, ;} and the non-convex
constraints in (2). Next, we will propose an efficient two-stage
algorithm to solve it.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION TO (P1)

In this section, we present the details of our proposed
algorithm for solving (P1).

A. Optimal Solution to (P1) Without Inter-MA Distance Con-
straints

First, we ignore the inter-MA distance constraints in (2).
In this case, to achieve the minimum movement delay, it is
evident that each MA should be moved along a straight path
from its initial position to its associated destination position at
the maximum speed, Vi,ax. It can be shown that the resulting
movement delay is given by

A . MaXpy je M Om,j [P0 — g5l
To = min ’

Tm,j Vmax

1)

in terms of the association variables in A. Note that (11) serves
as a lower bound on the optimal value of (P1) and can be
obtained by solving a simplified MILP shown in (11) compared
to (P1). Let

D={dn;=Pmo—a;], meM, jeM}, (12)

denote the set of distances between the initial and destination
MA positions. Then, the optimal association solution that
yields 72 can be obtained by solving the following MILP,

(P2) : II}Ain max Om.jGm.; (13)

s.t. (8), (9), (10),

where we have ignored the constant scalar Vi,.x in (P2).
For (P2), we can further recast it as an epigraph form by
introducing a slack variable &, i.e.,

(P2.1): %1? £ (14)

)

st (8), 9), (10),
Om,jdmj <& meM, jeM. (15)

Problem (P2.1) is a standard MILP, which can be optimally
solved by employing the branch-and-bound algorithm via the
off-the-shelf MATLAB solver intlinprog [15].

Let A" = {0}, ;,, m € M, j € M} and £* denote the
optimal solutions to (P2.1). As such, if the constraints in (2)
are ignored, MA m, m € M, should be moved from Pim.o
{0 Pj(y) With the maximum speed of Vinax, with j (m) =
{jli € M0}, ; = 1}. The length of each time slot is given
by 7 = £*/(Vimax V). The position of MA m in time slot n is
thus given by

c ) a0 e Vi, ifn <N,

otherwise.
(16)

qj(m) " Pm,0 [
9j(m)>

Y N9y =Pm
where N = LMJ

B. Feasibility Check and Modified Trajectory

However, the association solution oy, ; and the obtained
trajectory solution in (16) may not be feasible to (P1) when
the inter-MA distance constraints in (2) are applied. Next, we
check if these obtained solutions are feasible for (P1). To this
end, for each time slot n, we calculate ||p,,[n] — p;[n]| for
any m and j, m # j. If the following conditions hold, i.e.,

then it can be declared that (16) is a feasible and also a globally
optimal solution to (P1). Otherwise, we need to modify the
solution in (16) to obtain a feasible solution. In this case, to
approach the lower bound in (11), we propose to fix the initial-
destination position associations as o, ; and only modify the
trajectory solution in (16). Accordingly, the associated problem
can be formulated by replacing (7) in (P1) with p,,[N] =

4jm): mEM, ie,
P3) : r11D1171_1 7o = N7
s.it. (2), (3),(5),
P[0l = Py, mEM, (18)
PN =qj(m), m e M. (19)



Problem (P3) is still a non-convex optimization problem,
due to the non-convex constraints in (2). To deal with this
non-convexity, we employ the SCA algorithm. Let P —
{p%) [n], m € M, n € N} denote the local trajectories of
the MAs in the [-th SCA iteration. We implement the first-
order Taylor expansion on the square of the right-hand side of
(2) and obtain its lower bound as follows:

[P, ln] = o, l]1” 2 Qo] 20)
m,j,l 1 1
where QU] = —llpinl — PP+
2 (p%) [n] — plg-l) [n]) (pm [n] —p; [n]) By this means,
we can replace (2) with the following inequality
doin < Q1" [0, @)

in the [-th SCA iteration and solve the following problem,
P3.):min 1 =NT1
P,
st. (3), (5), (18), (19), 2D).

Problem (P3.0) is convex and can be solved by the interior-
point algorithm via the off-the-shelf Matlab toolbox CVX [16].
Next, we update PUY 45 the optimal solution to (P3.l) and
proceed to solve (P3.1+ 1). Let 72(1) denote the optimal value
of (P3) with P = PO 1t can be shown that 7'2([) should not
increase with [ and thus, convergence is ensured to be reached
[17]. The initial MA trajectory, i.e., P(l), can be set as (16),
with 7'2(1) = 0o. We summarize the main procedures of our
proposed two-stage optimization algorithm for solving (P1) in
Algorithm 1. It is worth noting that the movement delay by
the modified MA trajectory may be still the same as that by
(16) without any modification. This is because the movement
delay 7o is constrained by the MA with the longest movement
time among all MAs, while its trajectory may not need to be
modified. In this case, the modified MA trajectories are still
optimal solutions to (P1).

Algorithm 1 Proposed Two-Stage Algorithm for Solving (P1)
Solve problem (P2.1) to obtain A* and £*;
Construct the initial trajectory PW based on (16);
Check the feasibility of P*) based on (17);
Letl =1, 72(1) = 00, and € = o0;
if P1) is infeasible then
while € > €* do

Solve problem (P3.1) to obtain the optimal trajec-
tory and its achieved objective value of (P3), denoted as
P* and 735, respectively;
8: Update € = |72(l) —15l,and I =1+ 1;

Update the local trajectory PO = P* and objec-
tive value 7'2([)
10: end while
11: end if

Output: Optimized trajectory P,
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Fig. 3. Movement delay versus maximum speed of MAs.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide numerical results to evaluate
the performance of our proposed two-stage optimization algo-
rithm for MA movement delay minimization. Unless otherwise
stated, the simulation parameters are set as follows. The
number of MAs is set to M = 6 and the minimum inter-MA
distance is set to dpin = A/2, where ) is the wavelength. The
transmit region is assumed to be a square region with the size
of 4)\ x 4\. The total number of time slots is N = 100. The
termination threshold in Algorithm 1 is set as €* = 0.001.
Furthermore, we compare the proposed algorithm with the
following two benchmark schemes:

o Straight-line movement (SLM): Given the association
solution a:m-’s, all MAs are constrained to move along
straight lines to their destinations.

« Random MA associations (RMA): The initial -
destination association solutions are randomly generated,
and the MA trajectory is optimized via SCA.

In Fig. 3, we plot the movement delay versus the max-
imum speed of the MAs (normalized by the wavelength).
The results are averaged over 100 random sets of the initial
and destination positions of MAs. It is observed from Fig. 3
that the movement delay decreases with the maximum speed
for all of the schemes considered, as expected. In addition,
the proposed two-stage algorithm yields smaller delay than
the two benchmark schemes and achieves almost the same
performance as the delay lower bound given in (11). It is
also interesting to note that the SLM can yield lower delay
compared to the random associations even with optimized
trajectories. This implies that the MA position associations
play a more significant role than trajectory optimization for
minimizing the movement delay. Nonetheless, the SLM may
not yield the optimal performance, as it requires frequent
stopping and waiting in MA’s movement to satisfy the inter-
MA distance constrains, as will be shown later.

To gain more useful insights into the optimal MA trajecto-
ries, we further consider two specific cases as shown in Figs.
4(a) and 5(a) and compare the trajectories of MAs obtained
by different schemes. The maximum speed of MAs is set
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Fig. 4. Different trajectories for MAs in Case 1.
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Fig. 5. Different trajectories for MAs in Case 2.
to one wavelength per millisecond (ms). It is observed from le sz -======
Figs. 4(b), 4(c) and 4(d) that the optimized MA trajectories -~
by all schemes in Case 1 follow straight lines, while those 08 ,7
by the random associations differ from those by the other two & !
schemes. This, as a result, leads to larger movement delay with Eo0s6 71
random associations. Notably, the trajecotry of MA b in Fig. <
4(b) is observed to be much longer than those in Figs. 4(c) @ 04l MA b: SLM
and 4(d), mainly due to the lack of association optimization. F MA e: SLM
MA f: SLM
. L. . L - = =MADL P d method
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instead of straight lines only. On one hand, this is mainly 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
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due to satisfying the inter-MA distance constraints, as will
be more clearly shown in Fig. 6, where we plot the speeds of
MAs b, e, and f over time by the SLM benchmark and the
proposed method. It is observed that with curved paths, the
speeds of these MAs can remain close to the maximum speed.
However, under the SLM, the speeds of MAs e and f need to
be much lower than the maximum speed over certain periods.
In particular, MA e initially moves at the maximum speed but
gradually decelerates, while MA f initially moves at a low
speed to avoid collision with MA e. This move-wait-move
trajectory results in even longer delay compared to detours in
the trajectories obtained by our proposed algorithm.

On the other hand, the curved paths also imply the non-
unique optimal trajectory solutions to (P1). For example, for
the MA initial-destination position pair (a,B), even MA a
follows a curved trajectory to B, its movement time is still
not the longest among all MAs. Thus, MA a can have many
options for its trajectory as long as its movement time is not
the longest among all MAs.

Time (Ms)
Fig. 6. Speeds over time for MAs by different schemes in Case 2.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied a new trajectory optimization
problem for MAs to minimize their movement delay subject to
practical inter-MA distance constraints. A two-stage optimiza-
tion algorithm is proposed to first solve a simplified problem
without the inter-MA distance constraints to obtain the MA
position associations and then construct a feasible trajectory
solution via SCA if needed. Numerical results demonstrate that
our proposed algorithm can achieve near-optimal performance
in terms of movement delay minimization, and the MA posi-
tion associations play a significant role in reducing the overall
delay. Furthermore, moving all MAs along straight lines may
result in large delay due to the long waiting time for MA
collision avoidance.



(11

(21

31

[4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(91

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

REFERENCES

L. Zhu, W. Ma, and R. Zhang, “Movable antennas for wireless commu-
nication: Opportunities and challenges,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 62,
no. 6, pp. 114-120, Jun. 2024.

X. Shao and R. Zhang, “6DMA enhanced wireless network with
flexible antenna position and rotation: Opportunities and challenges.”
[Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/pdf/2406.06064

W. Mei, X. Wei, B. Ning, Z. Chen, and R. Zhang, “Movable-antenna po-
sition optimization: A graph-based approach,” IEEE Wireless Commun.
Lett., vol. 13, no. 7, pp. 1853-1857, Jul. 2024.

L. Zhu, W. Ma, B. Ning, and R. Zhang, “Movable-antenna enhanced
multiuser communication via antenna position optimization,” [EEE
Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 23, no. 7, pp. 7214-7229, Jul. 2024.
W. Ma, L. Zhu, and R. Zhang, “MIMO capacity characterization for
movable antenna systems,” I[EEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 23,
no. 4, pp. 3392-3407, Apr. 2024.

G. Hu, Q. Wu, K. Xu, J. Si, and N. Al-Dhahir, “Secure wireless
communication via movable-antenna array,” IEEE Signal Process. Lett.,
vol. 31, pp. 516520, Jan. 2024.

X. Wei, W. Mei, D. Wang, B. Ning, and Z. Chen, “Joint beamforming
and antenna position optimization for movable antenna-assisted spectrum
sharing,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., 2024, early access.

H. Wang, Q. Wu, and W. Chen, “Movable antenna enabled interference
network: Joint antenna position and beamforming design,” IEEE Wireless
Commun. Lett., 2024, early access.

B. Ning, S. Yang, Y. Wu, P. Wang, W. Mei, C. Yuen, and
E. Bjornson, ‘“Movable antenna-enhanced wireless communications:
General architectures and implementation methods.” [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2407.15448

A. Zhuravlev, V. Razevig, S. Ivashov, A. Bugaev, and M. Chizh,
“Experimental simulation of multi-static radar with a pair of separated
movable antennas,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Microw., Commun., Anten-
nas Electron. Syst. (COMCAS), Tel Aviv, Israel, Nov. 2015, pp. 1-5.
H. Wang, Y. Shen, K.-F. Tong, and K.-K. Wong, “Continuous electrowet-
ting surface-wave fluid antenna for mobile communications,” in Proc.
IEEE Region 10 Conference (TENCON), Hong Kong, China, 2022, pp.
1-3.

L.-W. Zhao, Y. F. Wu, C. Wang, and Y. Guo, “A 3-D-printed deployable
luneburg lens antenna based on the pop-up kirigami sphere,” IEEE Trans.
Antennas Propag., vol. 71, no. 8, pp. 6481-6489, Aug. 2023.

W. Ma, L. Zhu, and R. Zhang, “Compressed sensing based channel es-
timation for movable antenna communications,” IEEE Communications
Letters, vol. 27, no. 10, pp. 2747-2751, Oct. 2023.

Z. Xiao, S. Cao, L. Zhu, Y. Liu, B. Ning, X.-G. Xia, and R. Zhang,
“Channel estimation for movable antenna communication systems: A
framework based on compressed sensing,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Com-
mun., 2024, early access.

MathWorks.  (2023) Mixed-integer linear programming (MILP)
- matlab intlinprog. MathWorks. [Online]. Available:
https://www.mathworks.com/help/optim/ug/intlinprog.html?s_tid=doc_ta#bts3f9f-4
CVX Research Inc., “CVX: Matlab software for disciplined convex
programming, version 2.0,” http://cvxr.com/cvx, Aug. 2012.

A. Beck, A. Ben-Tal, and L. Tetruashvili, “A sequential parametric
convex approximation method with applications to nonconvex truss
topology design problems,” J. Global Optim., vol. 47, pp. 29-51, May
2010.


https://arxiv.org/pdf/2406.06064
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2407.15448
https://www.mathworks.com/help/optim/ug/intlinprog.html?s_tid=doc_ta#bts3f9f-4
http://cvxr.com/cvx

	Introduction
	System Model and Problem Formulation
	Proposed Solution to (P1)
	Optimal Solution to (P1) Without Inter-MA Distance Constraints
	Feasibility Check and Modified Trajectory

	Numerical Results
	Conclusion
	References

