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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) is
emerging as a pivotal technology for next-generation wire-
less networks. However, existing ISAC systems are based on
fixed-position antennas (FPAs), which inevitably incur a loss
in performance when balancing the trade-off between sensing
and communication. Movable antenna (MA) technology offers
promising potential to enhance ISAC performance by enabling
flexible antenna movement. Nevertheless, exploiting more spatial
channel variations requires larger antenna moving regions, which
may invalidate the conventional far-field assumption for channels
between transceivers. Therefore, this paper utilizes the MA to
enhance sensing and communication capabilities in near-field
ISAC systems, where a full-duplex base station (BS) is equipped
with multiple transmit and receive MAs movable in large-size
regions to simultaneously sense multiple targets and serve multi-
ple uplink (UL) and downlink (DL) users for communication. We
aim to maximize the weighted sum of sensing and communication
rates (WSR) by jointly designing the transmit beamformers,
sensing signal covariance matrices, receive beamformers, and
MA positions at the BS, as well as the UL power allocation.
The resulting optimization problem is challenging to solve, while
we propose an efficient two-layer random position (RP) algorithm
to tackle it. In addition, to reduce movement delay and cost, we
design an antenna position matching (APM) algorithm based
on the greedy strategy to minimize the total MA movement
distance. Extensive simulation results demonstrate the substantial
performance improvement achieved by deploying MAs in near-
field ISAC systems. Moreover, the results show the effectiveness of
the proposed APM algorithm in reducing the antenna movement
distance, which is helpful for energy saving and time overhead
reduction for MA-aided near-field ISAC systems with large
moving regions.

Index Terms—Near-field, integrated sensing and communica-
tion (ISAC), movable antenna (MA), antenna position optimiza-
tion.

I. INTRODUCTION

INTEGRATED sensing and communication (ISAC) has
been considered as a promising technology for next-

generation wireless networks because of its unique ability
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to efficiently reuse time, frequency, power, and hardware
resources for both sensing and communication tasks at the
same time [1], [2]. In addition, the continuous and aggressive
utilization of frequency spectrum, such as millimeter-wave
(mmWave), in wireless communications has resulted in spec-
trum overlap with conventional radar systems, thereby driving
the need for the development of ISAC frameworks [3].

In the ISAC system, one key challenge is to design dual-
functional signals that can achieve both the sensing and
communication tasks. It is worth noting that multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) technology provides a viable solu-
tion to this issue by exploiting spatial degrees of freedom
(DoFs) through beamforming design. Specifically, MIMO-
based ISAC systems, equipped with multiple antennas at both
the transmitter and receiver, can employ beamforming to steer
the sensing/communication signals toward the desired tar-
gets/users, which reduces interference in undesired directions
and enhances the quality of ISAC performance [4]. Motivated
by this, substantial works have explored beamforming design
in MIMO-based wireless sensing and communication systems
[5]–[11]. However, most existing ISAC systems focus on
either uplink (UL) or downlink (DL) communication, which
cannot simultaneously meet both communication demands,
thus incurring reduced system throughput. To address this
limitation, full-duplex ISAC systems have been proposed
[12], which enable simultaneous transmission and reception of
sensing/communication signals over the same frequency. The
full-duplex operation improves both sensing and communica-
tion capabilities through the efficient reuse of time-frequency
resources. In terms of sensing, the entire frequency bands
are available to detect targets such that an enhanced radar
performance is achieved. From the communication perspec-
tive, there is a significant improvement in spectral efficiency
[12]. Accordingly, full-duplex ISAC systems have garnered
significant attention [13]–[15]. The authors in [13] investigated
the joint secure transceiver design for the full-duplex ISAC
system, where the base station (BS) simultaneously performs
target tracking and communicates with the UL and DL users.
The authors in [14] studied the joint optimization of a full-
duplex communication-based ISAC system under the criteria
of transmit power minimization and sum-rate maximization.
The results demonstrated the performance gains in terms of
both the power and the spectral efficiency compared to the
conventional half-duplex ISAC. More comprehensively, the
authors in [15] compared the different advantages of ISAC
systems operating in full-duplex and half-duplex modes.

However, conventional ISAC architectures mentioned above
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typically utilize fixed-position antenna (FPA) arrays, which
limit the exploitation of spatial DoFs available in the con-
tinuous spatial domain. This limitation hinders the ability to
fully optimize spatial diversity and multiplexing performance
in sensing and communication tasks, thus constraining the
overall potential of ISAC systems [16]. Fortunately, movable
antenna (MA) and six-dimensional MA (6DMA) technolo-
gies have recently been proposed to address this limitation
[17]–[22]. Specifically, MA technology can adjust antenna
positions on a line/surface with fixed antenna rotation to
effectively provide customized sensing and communication
services [17], [18]. More generally, 6DMA technology can
incorporate the DoFs in the three-dimensional (3D) position
and 3D orientation/rotation of antennas, which can adaptively
allocate antenna resources based on the long-term/statistical
user distribution to improve network capacity [19]–[22]. The
various wireless sensing/ISAC systems applying MA have
been extensively studied recently [23]–[25]. The authors in
[23] analyzed the performance of a new wireless sensing sys-
tem equipped with a one-dimensional (1D) or two-dimensional
(2D) array. The authors in [24] minimized the Cramér-Rao
bound (CRB) through the joint beamforming design and MA
position optimization. Moreover, the authors in [25] proposed
a 6DMA-aided wireless sensing system and compared it with
MA for both directive and isotropic antenna radiation patterns.
In addition, based on previous studies of MA-aided full-
duplex wireless communication systems [26]–[29], the full-
duplex ISAC system aided by MAs has begun to attract the
attention of researchers [30]–[32]. The authors in [30] focused
on maximizing the communication rate and sensing mutual
information in a monostatic MA-ISAC system. The authors
in [31] investigated the joint discrete antenna positioning and
beamforming optimization in MA-enabled full-duplex ISAC
networks. The authors in [32] considered the joint active
beamforming and position coefficients design problem in an
MA-aided networked full-duplex ISAC system that accom-
plishes radar sensing as well as UL and DL communication
capabilities concurrently.

While the advantages of MA in ISAC systems have been
validated, existing studies mainly focus on far-field ISAC
systems. Generally, to accommodate the free movement of
multiple MAs and maximize spatial DoFs, larger antenna
moving regions are required [33], [34]. Hence, the MA system
usually has a larger aperture size compared to conventional
FPA-based systems. Besides, to meet the ever-growing de-
mands for sensing and communication performance, future
ISAC systems are expected to operate in high-frequency bands
[35]. The above two reasons render the conventional far-
field assumption commonly adopted in previous MA-aided
ISAC systems invalid. As a result, it is essential to explore
the potential advantages that MA can offer to ISAC systems
in near-field scenarios. It is noteworthy that the additional
distance dimension in near-field ISAC compared to far-field
ISAC allows the system to provide sensing/communication
services for multiple targets/users through joint resolutions in
both the angle and distance domains [36], [37]. However, to
the best of the authors’ knowledge, there has been no prior
work on designing MA-aided ISAC systems under near-field

channel conditions and optimizing the corresponding system
performance. Therefore, in this paper, we investigate MA-
aided near-field ISAC systems. The main contributions of this
paper are summarized as follows:

1) We propose an MA-aided ISAC system that employs
the near-field spherical wave channel model, where the
dual-functional full-duplex BS is equipped with multiple
transmit and receive MAs movable in large-size regions
to simultaneously sense multiple targets and serve mul-
tiple UL and DL users for communication. To balance
sensing accuracy and communication efficiency, we aim
to maximize the weighted sum of sensing and commu-
nication rates (WSR) by jointly designing the transmit
beamformers, sensing signal covariance matrices, receive
beamformers, and MA positions at the BS, as well as the
UL power allocation.

2) We propose a two-layer random position (RP) algorithm
to solve the formulated non-convex optimization problem
with highly-coupled variables. In the inner-layer, for a
given MA position, we iteratively update the remaining
optimization variables based on the alternating optimiza-
tion (AO) framework. In the outer-layer, we randomly
assign multiple pairs of transmit and receive MA po-
sitions and select the pair that maximizes the WSR.
Moreover, to reduce the overhead associated with the
real-time movement of multiple MAs within the large-
size moving region, we propose an antenna position
matching (APM) algorithm that effectively minimizes the
total MA movement distance.

3) We conduct extensive simulations to validate the ad-
vantages of MA-aided near-field ISAC systems and the
effectiveness of the proposed algorithms. The results
demonstrate that the MA-aided ISAC system outperforms
the ISAC system based on FPAs due to the additional
DoFs introduced by antenna position optimization. In
addition, a larger moving region for MAs increases the
equivalent array aperture, thus providing an efficient way
to enlarge the near-field region of ISAC systems with-
out increasing the number of antennas, which facilitates
multi-location beamfocusing. Furthermore, the proposed
APM algorithm effectively reduces the total MA move-
ment distance, which significantly reduces the energy
consumption and time overhead for antenna movement
in practical systems.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
introduces the system model and the optimization problem
for the proposed system. In Section III, we propose the
two-layer RP algorithm and APM algorithm to solve the
optimization problem and minimize the total MA movement
distance, respectively. Next, simulation results and discussions
are provided in Section IV. Finally, this paper is concluded in
Section V.

Notation: a/A, a, A, and A denote a scalar, a vector, a
matrix, and a set, respectively. A! represents the factorial of
positive integer A. A ⪰ 0 indicates that A is a positive
semidefinite matrix. (·)T , (·)H , ∥·∥2, |·|, Tr {·}, and Rank {·}
denote the transpose, conjugate transpose, Euclidean norm,
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the proposed MA-aided near-field ISAC system.

absolute value, trace, and rank, respectively. CM×N and
RM×N are the sets for complex and real matrices of M ×N
dimensions, respectively. IN is the identity matrix of order
N . CN (0,Λ) represents the circularly symmetric complex
Gaussian (CSCG) distribution with mean zero and covariance
matrix Λ. A\B denotes the subtraction of set B from set A.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider an MA-aided near-field ISAC system as shown
in Fig. 1, where a dual-functional full-duplex BS equipped
with two MA arrays transmits the DL ISAC signal and
receives the UL communication signal from J single-FPA
half-duplex UL users, along with the reflected ISAC signal
from sensing targets, via the same time-frequency resource.
The DL ISAC signal is transmitted from the N -element MA
array to simultaneously communicate with K single-FPA half-
duplex DL users and detect L point sensing targets. The
sensing echo signal and the UL communication signal are
received at the BS through the receive MA array equipped
with M elements. Each transmit or receive MA can move
freely within its designated transmit or receive region, i.e., Ct
or Cr, respectively. Without loss of generality, we assume that
the targets and users are located within the BS’s near-field
region.

A. Channel Model

We consider the quasi-static near-field spherical wave chan-
nel model [33], [34] for the self-interference (SI) channel,
communication channel, and sensing channel1. Since these
channels can be actively reconfigured through MA movement,
we establish a global Cartesian coordinate system o-xyz at
the BS to describe the MA positions with the reference point
between the transmit and receive regions defined as origin o,

1In typical near-field scenarios, line-of-sight (LoS) path significantly dom-
inates the non-LoS (NLoS) paths and thus the latter are negligible.

where axes x and y are defined as the horizontal and vertical
directions in the MA array plane, respectively, and axis z is
perpendicular to the array plane (see Fig. 1). The coordinates
of N transmit MAs and M receive MAs are described by
t =

[
tT1 , . . . , t

T
N

]T ∈ R3N×1 and r =
[
rT1 , . . . , r

T
M

]T ∈
R3M×1, where tn = [xt

n, y
t
n, 0]

T ∈ Ct (1 ≤ n ≤ N ) and
rm = [xr

m, yrm, 0]
T ∈ Cr (1 ≤ m ≤ M ), respectively. The

coordinates of UL user j (j ∈ J = {1, . . . , J}), DL user k
(k ∈ K = {1, . . . ,K}), and target l (l ∈ L = {1, . . . , L})
are denoted as qUj ∈ R3×1, qDk

∈ R3×1, and qSl
∈ R3×1,

respectively.
According to the spherical wave model, the SI channel is

given by

HSI (t, r)

= ρSI

 ej
2π
λ ∥t1−r1∥2 . . . ej

2π
λ ∥tN−r1∥2

...
...

...
ej

2π
λ ∥t1−rM∥2 . . . ej

2π
λ ∥tN−rM∥2

 ∈ CM×N ,

(1)

where λ is the carrier wavelength and 0 < ρSI ≪ 1 is
the SI loss coefficient representing the path loss and the SI
cancellations in analog and digital domains. The DL user k’s
and UL user j’s communication channels can be respectively
expressed as the functions of the transmit and receive MAs’
position vectors, i.e.,

hk (t) = ρDk

[
ej

2π
λ ∥t1−qDk∥2 , . . . , ej

2π
λ ∥tN−qDk∥2

]T
∈ CN×1,

(2)

fj (r) = ρUj

[
e
j 2πλ ∥r1−qUj∥2 , . . . , e

j 2πλ ∥rM−qUj∥2

]T
∈ CM×1,

(3)

where ρDk
and ρUj

accounts for the corresponding path loss2.
For the sensing channel of target l, we denote the transmit

near-field response vector by

gt,l (t) =
[
ej

2π
λ ∥t1−qSl∥2 , . . . , ej

2π
λ ∥tN−qSl∥2

]T
∈ CN×1,

(4)
and similarly denote by

gr,l (r) =
[
ej

2π
λ ∥r1−qSl∥2 , . . . , ej

2π
λ ∥rM−qSl∥2

]T
∈ CM×1,

(5)
the receive near-field response vector. The target l’s sensing
channel is thus given by Gl (t, r) = ρSl

gr,l (r)gt,l (t)
H ∈

CM×N , where ρSl
is the round-trip channel coefficient de-

termined by the path loss and the radar cross-section of the
target3.

2To provide a performance upper bound for realistic scenarios and robust
designs, this paper assumes that the channel state information (CSI) of HSI,
hk , and fj is perfectly available at the full-duplex BS.

3Following [8]–[10], [14], we assume that ρSl
and qSl

are known or
previously estimated at the BS for designing the best suitable sensing
waveform to detect this specific target of interest, i.e., target l.
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B. Signal Model

We first focus on the DL ISAC signal used for simultaneous
sensing and DL multi-user communication via N -element MA
array beamforming, which is expressed as

x =
∑
l∈L

sl +
∑
k∈K

wkdDk
∈ CN×1, (6)

where wk ∈ CN×1 is the beamformer of DL user k and dDk

is the corresponding DL signal with normalized power, i.e.,
E
{
|dDk

|2
}

= 1. sl ∈ CN×1 is the dedicated sensing signal
for target l with the covariance matrix Sl = E

{
sls

H
l

}
∈

CN×N . Here, we assume that the signals dDk
and sl are

independent of each other. The received signal at DL user
k is given by

yk = hH
k wkdDk︸ ︷︷ ︸

Desired siganl

+
∑

i∈K\k

hH
k widDi︸ ︷︷ ︸

Multi−user interference

+
∑
l∈L

hH
k sl︸ ︷︷ ︸

Sensing signal

+nk,

(7)
where nk ∼ CN

(
0, σ2

k

)
represents the additive white Gaus-

sian noise (AWGN) with zero mean and variance σ2
k.

As the full-duplex BS transmits the DL ISAC signal, it
simultaneously receives the UL communication signal and the
target reflection. Denote the signal from UL user j by dUj ,
which satisfies E

{∣∣dUj

∣∣2} = 1. The received signal at the
full-duplex BS can be expressed as

yBS =
∑
j∈J

fj
√
pjdUj︸ ︷︷ ︸

Communication signal

+
∑
l∈L

Glx︸ ︷︷ ︸
Target reflection

+HSIx︸ ︷︷ ︸
SI

+nBS,

(8)
where pj is the transmit power of UL user j, nBS ∼
CN

(
0, σ2

BSIM
)

is the AWGN at the BS with zero mean and
variance σ2

BS.

C. Sensing and Communication Performance Metrics

The BS uses the received signal (8) to sense the target.
When considering point target detection in MIMO radar
systems, the detection probability of target l is generally
a monotonically increasing function of the output signal-
to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) [8], [14]. To capture
the reflected signal of target l, the BS applies the receive
beamformer, ul ∈ CM×1, on received signal yBS, and thus
the corresponding SINR is given by

γSl
=

uH
l GlRGH

l ul

uH
l

(∑
j∈J

pjfjfHj +AlRAH
l + σ2

BSIM

)
ul

, (9)

where R = E
{
xxH

}
=
∑

l∈L Sl +
∑

k∈K wkw
H
k ∈ CN×N

and Al =
∑

i∈L\l Gi + HSI ∈ CM×N . To mathemati-
cally align with the logarithmic form of the communication
rate, sensing performance is assessed using sensing rate, i.e.,
RSl

= log2 (1 + γSl
), like in [11], [16], [30], [37]. The

optimal sensing waveform designed to maximize the sensing
rate has the same estimation performance as the optimal

sensing waveform designed to minimize the mean-square error
in estimating the target sensing response Gl [11].

Similarly, the BS applies another set of receive beamform-
ers, bj ∈ CM×1, on yBS to decode the data signal of UL
user j. The corresponding UL communication rate is given by
RUj

= log2
(
1 + γUj

)
, where γUj

is the receive SINR given
by

γUj
=

pjb
H
j fjf

H
j bj

bH
j

( ∑
i∈J\j

pififHi +ARAH + σ2
BSIM

)
bj

, (10)

where A =
∑

l∈L Gl +HSI ∈ CM×N . For DL communica-
tion, (7) indicates that the SINR of DL user k can be expressed
as

γDk
=

∣∣hH
k wk

∣∣2∑
i∈K\k

∣∣hH
k wi

∣∣2 + ∑
l∈L

hH
k Slhk + σ2

k

, (11)

and the corresponding DL communication rate is given by
RDk

= log2 (1 + γDk
).

D. Problem Formulation

Herein, we aim to maximize the WSR to balance sensing ac-
curacy and communication efficiency, which can be expressed
as

WSR =
∑
l∈L

ϖSl
RSl

+
∑
j∈J

ϖUj
RUj

+
∑
k∈K

ϖDk
RDk

, (12)

where ϖSl
≥ 0, ϖUj

≥ 0, and ϖDk
≥ 0 denote predefined

rate weights for target l, UL user j, and DL user k, respec-
tively, which satisfy

∑
l∈L ϖSl

+
∑

j∈J ϖUj +
∑

k∈K ϖDk
=

1 and can be used to prioritize the targets and users. In
particular, we jointly optimize the receive beamformers, ul

and bj , sensing signal covariance matrices4, Sl, transmit
beamformers, wk, UL transmit power, pj , and MA positions,
t and r. The corresponding problem is formulated as

maximize
ul,bj ,Sl,wk,pj ,t,r

WSR (13)

s.t. C1 : ∥ul∥22 = 1, ∀l ∈ L,
C2 : ∥bj∥22 = 1, ∀j ∈ J ,

C3 :
∑
l∈L

Tr {Sl}+
∑
k∈K

∥wk∥22 ≤ Pmax
D ,

C4 : 0 ≤ pj ≤ Pmax
U , ∀j ∈ J ,

C5 : t ∈ Ct, r ∈ Cr,
C6 : ∥ta − tã∥2 ≥ D, 1 ≤ a ̸= ã ≤ N,

C7 :
∥∥rb − rb̃

∥∥
2
≥ D, 1 ≤ b ̸= b̃ ≤ M.

Here, constraints C1 and C2 normalize the receive beamform-
ers. Constraints C3 and C4 indicate that the total transmit
powers of DL and UL transmissions should not exceed the
maximum limits, Pmax

D and Pmax
U , respectively. Constraint

C5 confines the moving regions of transmit and receive MAs.
Constraints C6 and C7 ensure the minimum inter-MA distance,

4Once Sl is determined, the dedicated sensing signal sl can be obtained
accordingly [14].
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D, at the BS for practical implementation. Note that problem
(13) is a non-convex optimization problem with coupled
variables, and thus finding globally optimal solutions for it in
polynomial time is challenging. Thus, we develop an efficient
two-layer RP algorithm to obtain suboptimal solutions for this
problem in the next section.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION

The AO algorithm is commonly used to solve optimization
problems in wireless communication systems. It decomposes
the original problem into manageable sub-problems and it-
eratively solves each one while keeping the optimization
variables of other sub-problems fixed. For MA-aided commu-
nication systems, a straightforward approach is to separate the
optimization of MA positions and other variables into two
independent problems and then solve them iteratively [17].
However, the conventional AO algorithm may converge to
undesired local optimal solutions because the MA positions
(or other variables) determined in the previous iteration restrict
the optimization space for other variables (or MA positions) in
the current iteration [38]. Therefore, we propose a two-layer
RP algorithm. In the inner-layer, for a given MA position,
we decompose problem (13) into two sub-problems, i.e.,
iteratively updating {ul,bj} with closed-form expressions
and {Sl,wk, pj} based on successive convex approximation
(SCA). In the outer-layer, we randomly assign multiple pairs
of transmit and receive MA positions, {t, r}, and select the
pair that maximizes the objective value (12) as the optimized
MA positions. The initial and optimized MA positions are
then matched one by one via the proposed APM algorithm to
minimize the total MA movement distance. The details of the
proposed algorithms are presented below.

A. Inner-Layer of RP Algorithm

In the inner-layer, since the MA positions, {t, r}, are given,
we only need to optimize {ul,bj ,Sl,wk, pj}. Thus, problem
(13) can be restated as the following optimization problem:

maximize
ul,bj ,Sl,wk,pj

WSR (14)

s.t. C1− C4.

Based on the AO framework, we decompose problem (14)
into two sub-problems and iteratively optimize {ul,bj} and
{Sl,wk, pj}.

1) Sub-problem 1 for Optimizing {ul,bj}: Given
{Sl,wk, pj}, the optimizations of ul and bj only affect
the receive SINRs (9) and (10), respectively. Therefore,
maximizing the WSR, i.e, objective value (12), is equivalent
to maximizing SINRs (9) and (10). Hence, we optimize
{ul,bj} via the SINR maximization criterion:

maximize
ul

γSl
(15)

s.t. C1,

maximize
bj

γUj
(16)

s.t. C2.

Proposition 1. The optimal solutions of problems (15) and
(16) are respectively given by

u∗
l =

(∑
j∈J

f̃j f̃
H
j +AlRAH

l + σ2
BSIM

)−1

gl∥∥∥∥∥∥
( ∑

j∈J
f̃j f̃Hj +AlRAH

l + σ2
BSIM

)−1

gl

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

, (17)

b∗
j =

( ∑
i∈J\j

f̃if̃
H
i +ARAH + σ2

BSIM

)−1

f̃j∥∥∥∥∥∥
( ∑

i∈J\j
f̃if̃Hi +ARAH + σ2

BSIM

)−1

f̃j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

, (18)

where gl = Gl

(∑
k∈K wk +

∑
l∈L sl

)
∈ CM×1 and f̃j =√

pjfj ∈ CM×1.

Proof: Please refer to [14, Appendix A].
2) Sub-problem 2 for Optimizing {Sl,wk, pj}: Given

{ul,bj}, the joint optimization of {Sl,wk, pj} can be for-
mulated as

maximize
Sl,wk,pj

WSR (19)

s.t. C3,C4.

Defining Wk = wkw
H
k ∈ CN×N , constraint C3 can be

equivalently transformed into the following constraints:

C3a :
∑
l∈L

Tr {Sl}+
∑
k∈K

Tr {Wk} ≤ Pmax
D ,

C3b : Wk ⪰ 0, ∀k ∈ K,

C3c : Rank {Wk} ≤ 1, ∀k ∈ K.

As such, problem (19) can be recast as

maximize
Sl,Wk,pj

WSR (20)

s.t. C3a,C3b,C3c,C4.

Problem (20) is non-convex due to the non-concavity of the
objective function and the rank constraint C3c. Therefore, it
is necessary to transform problem (20) into a convex form.

To achieve this goal, we begin by addressing the non-
concavity of the objective function. Based on the rule of the
logarithmic function, the objective function of problem (20)
can be reformulated as

W̃SR = α1 + α2 + α3 − β1 − β2 − β3, (21)

where α1, α2, α3, β1, β2, and β3 are the concave functions
with respect to (w.r.t.) optimization variables {Sl,Wk, pj}
and shown in (22)-(27) at the bottom of the next page,
respectively. Thus, objective function (21) is a difference-of-
concave function. The SCA algorithm is applied to obtain a
suboptimal solution of problem (20).

Define the maximum number of iterations for SCA as
C. In the c-th (1 ≤ c ≤ C) iteration, given a feasible
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point
{
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

}
, we construct a global overestimate of

β1 (Sl,Wk, pj) by the first-order Taylor expansion, i.e.,

β1 (Sl,Wk, pj) ≤ β̂1

(
Sl,Wk, pj

∣∣Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

)
= β1

(
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

)
+
∑
l∈L

Tr
{(

∇Sl
β1

(
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

))H
(Sl − Sc

l )
}

+
∑
k∈K

Tr
{(

∇Wk
β1

(
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

))H
(Wk −Wc

k)
}

+
∑
j∈J

∇pjβ1

(
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

) (
pj − pcj

)
, (28)

where ∇Sl
β1, ∇Wk

β1, and ∇pjβ1 are the gradients of func-
tion β1 w.r.t. Sl, Wk, and pj , respectively, and are shown
in (29) and (30) at the bottom of the page. Similarly, given
a feasible point

{
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

}
, the global overestimate of

β2 (Sl,Wk, pj) and β3 (Sl,Wk) are respectively given by

β2 (Sl,Wk, pj) ≤ β̂2

(
Sl,Wk, pj

∣∣Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

)
= β2

(
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

)
+
∑
l∈L

Tr
{(

∇Sl
β2

(
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

))H
(Sl − Sc

l )
}

+
∑
k∈K

Tr
{(

∇Wk
β2

(
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

))H
(Wk −Wc

k)
}

+
∑
j∈J

∇pj
β2

(
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

) (
pj − pcj

)
, (31)

and

β3 (Sl,Wk) ≤ β̂3 (Sl,Wk |Sc
l ,W

c
k )

= β3 (S
c
l ,W

c
k)

+
∑
l∈L

Tr
{
(∇Sl

β3 (S
c
l ,W

c
k))

H
(Sl − Sc

l )
}

+
∑
k∈K

Tr
{
(∇Wk

β3 (S
c
l ,W

c
k))

H
(Wk −Wc

k)
}
, (32)

where gradients ∇Sl
β2, ∇Wk

β2, ∇pj
β2, ∇Sl

β3, and ∇Wk
β3

are shown in (33)-(36) at the bottom of the next page. There-
fore, in the c-th iteration, given a feasible point

{
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

}
,

a lower bound of objective value (21) can be determined by

ŴSR (Sl,Wk, pj) = α1 + α2 + α3

− β̂1

(
Sl,Wk, pj

∣∣Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

)
− β̂2

(
Sl,Wk, pj

∣∣Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

)
− β̂3 (Sl,Wk |Sc

l ,W
c
k ) . (37)

Then, problem (20) can be reformulated as

maximize
Sl,Wk,pj

ŴSR (Sl,Wk, pj) (38)

s.t. C3a,C3b,C3c,C4.

Next, for the rank constraint C3c, we apply semidefinite
relaxation (SDR) and remove constraint C3c. The relaxed
version of problem (38) can now be optimally solved using

α1 =
∑
l∈L

ϖSl
log2

∑
i∈L

Tr
{
RGH

i ulu
H
l Gi

}
+Tr

{
RHH

SIulu
H
l HSI

}
+
∑
j∈J

pj
∣∣uH

l fj
∣∣2 + σ2

BS

. (22)

α2 =
∑
j∈J

ϖUj log2

(∑
l∈L

Tr
{
RGH

l bjb
H
j Gl

}
+Tr

{
RHH

SIbjb
H
j HSI

}
+
∑
i∈J

pi
∣∣bH

j fi
∣∣2 + σ2

BS

)
. (23)

α3 =
∑
k∈K

ϖDk
log2

(
Tr
{
Rhkh

H
k

}
+ σ2

k

)
. (24)

β1 =
∑
l∈L

ϖSl
log2

∑
i∈L\l

Tr
{
RGH

i ulu
H
l Gi

}
+Tr

{
RHH

SIulu
H
l HSI

}
+
∑
j∈J

pj
∣∣uH

l fj
∣∣2 + σ2

BS

. (25)

β2 =
∑
j∈J

ϖUj
log2

∑
l∈L

Tr
{
RGH

l bjb
H
j Gl

}
+Tr

{
RHH

SIbjb
H
j HSI

}
+
∑

i∈J\j

pi
∣∣bH

j fi
∣∣2 + σ2

BS

. (26)

β3 =
∑
k∈K

ϖDk
log2

Tr

∑
l∈L

Sl +
∑

i∈K\k

Wi

hkh
H
k

+ σ2
k

. (27)

∇Sl
β1 = ∇Wk

β1 =
∑
l∈L

ϖSl

ln 2
·

∑
i∈L\l

GH
i ulu

H
l Gi +HH

SIulu
H
l HSI∑

i∈L\l
Tr
{
RGH

i uluH
l Gi

}
+Tr

{
RHH

SIuluH
l HSI

}
+
∑
j∈J

pj
∣∣uH

l fj
∣∣2 + σ2

BS

. (29)

∇pj
β1 =

∑
l∈L

ϖSl

ln 2
·

∣∣uH
l fj
∣∣2∑

i∈L\l
Tr
{
RGH

i uluH
l Gi

}
+Tr

{
RHH

SIuluH
l HSI

}
+
∑
j∈J

pj
∣∣uH

l fj
∣∣2 + σ2

BS

. (30)
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Algorithm 1 SCA algorithm for solving problem (19)

Initialization: Set initial point
{
S0
l ,W

0
k, p

0
j

}
, iteration index

c = 0, and error tolerance 0 ≤ ϵ ≪ 1.
Output: Sl, wk, and pj .

1: Calculate initial value ŴSR
(
S0
l ,W

0
k, p

0
j

)
;

2: repeat
3: Set c = c+ 1;
4: Solve the relaxed version of problem (38) for a given

feasible point
{
Sc−1
l ,Wc−1

k , pc−1
j

}
and store the inter-

mediate solution
{
Sc
l ,W

c
k, p

c
j

}
= {Sl,Wk, pj};

5: until Increase of objective value (37) is less than ϵ or
c ≥ C

6: Perform eigenvalue decomposition on Wc
k to obtain wk;

7: return Sl = Sc
l , wk, and pj = pcj .

standard convex solvers such as CVX. Then, we verify the
tightness of SDR in the following proposition.

Proposition 2. If Pmax
D > 0, the optimal beamforming

matrices Wk satisfying Rank {Wk} ≤ 1 can always be
obtained.

Proof: Please refer to [39, Appendix A].
The SCA algorithm for solving problem (19) iteratively is

summarized in Algorithm 1.
3) AO Algorithm for Solving Problem (14): After obtaining

the solutions of sub-problems 1 and 2, the proposed AO algo-
rithm for solving problem (14) is summarized in Algorithm 2.
Specifically, we first obtain the optimized {ul,bj} by closed-
form expressions (17) and (18) (Line 4). Then, we optimize
{Sl,wk, pj} by solving sub-problem 2 based on SCA (Line
5). The AO algorithm iteratively solves the two sub-problems
until the increase in objective value (12) is less than error
tolerance threshold ϵ̃ or the maximum number of iterations
for AO, C̃, is reached.

B. Outer-Layer of RP Algorithm

In the outer-layer, we propose an intuitive antenna position
optimization algorithm, i.e., RP algorithm, to obtain the opti-

Algorithm 2 AO algorithm for solving problem (14)

Initialization: Set initial
{
u0
l ,b

0
j ,S

0
l ,w

0
k, p

0
j

}
, iteration index

c̃ = 0, and error tolerance 0 ≤ ϵ̃ ≪ 1.
Output: ul, bj , Sl, wk, and pj .

1: Calculate initial value WSR
(
u0
l ,b

0
j ,S

0
l ,w

0
k, p

0
j

)
;

2: repeat
3: Set c̃ = c̃+ 1;
4: With given Sc̃−1

l , wc̃−1
k , and pc̃−1

j , solve sub-problem
1 by (17) and (18), and store the intermediate solutions
uc̃
l = ul and bc̃

j = bj ;
5: With given uc̃

l and bc̃
j , solve sub-problem 2 by Algo-

rithm 1 and store the intermediate solutions Sc̃
l = Sl,

wc̃
k = wk, and pc̃

j = pj ;
6: until Increase in objective value (12) is less than ϵ̃ or

c̃ ≥ C̃
7: return ul = uc̃

l , bj = bc̃
j , Sl = Sc̃

l , wk = wc̃
k, and

pj = pc̃j .

Algorithm 3 RP algorithm for solving problem (13)
Input: M , N , K, J , L, Pmax

D , Pmax
U , D, Γ, Ct, Cr, ρSI, λ,

{ρDk
},
{
ρUj

}
, {ρSl

},
{
qUj

}
, {qDk

}, and {qSl
}.

Output: ul, bj , Sl, wk, pj , t, and r.
1: Randomly generate {{t, r}i}

Γ
i=1 that satisfy constraints

C5-C7;
2: for i = 1 : 1 : Γ do
3: With given {t, r}i, solve problem (14) by Algorithm 2

to obtain the optimized {ul,bj ,Sl,wk, pj};
4: Calculate the corresponding WSR ({t, r}i) by (12);
5: end for
6: Select the optimized MA position {t, r} =

argmax
{t,r}i

{WSR ({t, r}1) , . . . ,WSR ({t, r}Γ)}

7: return ul, bj , Sl, wk, pj , t, and r.

mized positions for multiple transmit and receive MAs. It is
well known that the adjustment of MA positions effectively
reconfigures the channel. In addition, the optimization of
beamformers, sensing signal covariance matrices, and UL

∇Sl
β2 = ∇Wk

β2 =
∑
j∈J

ϖUj

ln 2
·

∑
l∈L

GH
l bjb

H
j Gl +HH

SIbjb
H
j HSI∑

l∈L
Tr
{
RGH

l bjbH
j Gl

}
+Tr

{
RHH

SIbjbH
j HSI

}
+

∑
i∈J\j

pi
∣∣bH

j fi
∣∣2 + σ2

BS

. (33)

∇pj
β2 =

∑
t∈J\j

ϖUt

ln 2
·

∣∣bH
t fj
∣∣2∑

l∈L
Tr
{
RGH

l btbH
t Gl

}
+Tr

{
RHH

SIbtbH
t HSI

}
+
∑

i∈J\t
pi
∣∣bH

t fi
∣∣2 + σ2

BS

. (34)

∇Sl
β3 =

∑
k∈K

ϖDk

ln 2
· hkh

H
k

Tr

{(∑
l∈L

Sl +
∑

i∈K\k
Wi

)
hkhH

k

}
+ σ2

k

. (35)

∇Wk
β3 =

∑
t∈K\k

ϖDt

ln 2
· hth

H
t

Tr

{(∑
l∈L

Sl +
∑

i∈K\t
Wi

)
hthH

t

}
+ σ2

k

. (36)



8

Begin

( )init opt

1 1, v v

( )init opt

1 2, v v

( )init opt

1 3, v v

opt

1v

opt

2v

opt

3v

opt

2v
opt

3v

opt

3v opt

2v

opt

1v
opt

3v

opt

3v opt

1v

opt

1v
opt

2v

opt

2v
opt

1v

( )init opt

2 2, v v

( )init opt

2 3, v v

( )init opt

2 1, v v

( )init opt

2 3, v v

( )init opt

2 1, v v

( )init opt

2 2, v v

dest

1v

( )init opt

3 3, v v

( )init opt

3 2, v v

( )init opt

3 1, v v

( )init opt

3 3, v v

( )init opt

3 2, v v

( )init opt

3 1, v v

dest

2v
dest

3v

Fig. 2. An example of APM with Ñ = 3.

power allocation relies directly on the channel response.
Therefore, in the antenna position optimization process, the
beamformers, sensing signal covariance matrices, and UL
power allocation need to be optimized for each candidate
MA position to fully exploit the performance potential of the
current MA position. To reduce the computational complexity
of the antenna position optimization algorithm, we provide an
intuitive and feasible RP algorithm, which is summarized in
Algorithm 3. First, the RP algorithm randomly generate Γ pairs
of t and r, i.e., {t, r}i (1 ≤ i ≤ Γ), that satisfy constraints
C5-C7 (Line 1). For each pair, problem (14) is solved by
Algorithm 2 to obtain the optimized {ul,bj ,Sl,wk, pj} (Line
3). The corresponding WSR is calculated based on (12) (Line
4). Then, the {t, r} with the largest WSR is selected as the
optimized MA position (Line 6). Finally, the optimized MA
position, along with the corresponding beamformers, sensing
signal covariance matrices, and UL power allocation, are
obtained.

C. Antenna Position Matching (APM) Algorithm

To reduce the additional overhead caused by antenna move-
ment over large-size regions, we present the APM algorithm to
minimize the total MA movement distance in this sub-section.
Define the initial and optimized antenna positions of Ñ MAs
before and after antenna position optimization as vinit

ñ ∈ R3×1

and vopt
ñ ∈ R3×1 (1 ≤ ñ ≤ Ñ ), respectively. Prior works on

MA-aided systems have yet incorporated the MA movement
distance into the objective function or constraints of the
optimization problem, apart from an initial investigation given
in [40]. In other words, when moving MA ñ from vinit

ñ to vopt
ñ ,

they do not consider the additional costs incurred by antenna
movement in practical applications. The optimized position
vopt
ñ may be far from the corresponding initial position vinit

ñ

but closer to another initial MA position. Furthermore, this
oversight is especially significant in near-field ISAC scenarios
because the large-size moving regions are deployed to fully
enhance the system performance. As such, we propose an

Algorithm 4 APM algorithm for minimizing the total MA
movement distance
Input: M , N , tinit, rinit, topt, and ropt.
Output: tdest and rdest.

1: Initialize the index sets of the transmit and receive MAs as
N 0 = {1, . . . , N} and M0 = {1, . . . ,M}, respectively;

2: for n = 1 : 1 : N do
3: Calculate path weight ω

(
tinitn , toptn̂

)
according to (39);

4: Select optimized position toptn̂ as transmit MA n’s
destination position tdestn according to (40);

5: Update antenna index set Nn according to (41);
6: end for
7: for m = 1 : 1 : M do
8: Calculate path weight ω

(
rinitm , roptm̂

)
according to (39);

9: Select the optimized position roptm̂ as receive MA m’s
destination position rdestm according to (40);

10: Update antenna index set Mm according to (41);
11: end for
12: return tdest and rdest.

APM algorithm based on the greedy strategy to tackle this
issue.

The total MA movement distance minimization problem is
a shortest path search problem in tree graph. Fig. 2 shows an
example for the case when Ñ = 3, where

ω
(
vinit
ñ ,vopt

n̂

)
=
∥∥vinit

ñ − vopt
n̂

∥∥
2
, 1 ≤ n̂ ≤ Ñ , (39)

is the path weight determined by the movement distance
from vinit

ñ to vopt
n̂ . For each MA, the destination position,

vdest
ñ ∈ R3×1, can be selected according to path weights.

Once a specific optimized position is selected by one MA,
it becomes unavailable for the remaining MAs. Consequently,
there are Ñ ! APM solutions.

To find the optimal APM solution that minimizes the total
MA movement distance, a straightforward approach is to per-
form an exhaustive search over the Ñ ! solutions. However, this
clearly results in high computational complexity, especially
when Ñ is large. As a result, we adopt the greedy strategy to
identify a suboptimal solution. First, we initialize the antenna
index set as Ñ 0 =

{
1, . . . , Ñ

}
. Next, we sequentially select

destination position vdest
ñ for each MA. Specifically, for MA ñ,

we select the optimized position in updated antenna index set
Ñ ñ−1 with the smallest path weight as its destination position,
i.e.,

vdest
ñ = argmin

vopt
n̂

{
ω
(
vinit
ñ ,vopt

n̂

) ∣∣∣n̂ ∈ Ñ ñ−1
}
. (40)

Then, we update the antenna index set by removing the index
of the selected antenna position, i.e.,

Ñ ñ = Ñ ñ−1\n̂. (41)

After the destination positions for all Ñ MAs have been
selected, the APM solution vdest

ñ for 1 ≤ ñ ≤ Ñ is obtained.
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Algorithm 5 Overall algorithm for solving problem (13) and
minimizing total MA movement distance
Input: M , N , K, J , L, Pmax

D , Pmax
U , D, Γ, Ct, Cr, ρSI, λ,

{ρDk
},
{
ρUj

}
, {ρSl

},
{
qUj

}
, {qDk

}, {qSl
}, tinit, and

rinit.
Output: ul, bj , Sl, wk, pj , tdest, and rdest.

1: Solving problem (13) by Algorithm 3 to obtain optimized
ul, bj , Sl, wk, pj , topt, and ropt;

2: Search destination positions for transmit and receive MAs,
tdest and rdest, by Algorithm 4;

3: return ul, bj , Sl, wk, pj , tdest, and rdest.

Note that the aforementioned APM algorithm can be widely
applied in MA-aided communication systems. For the pro-
posed system, we need to perform APM separately for the
transmit and receive MAs. In other words, we have Ñ = N
or M , vinit

ñ = tinitn or rinitm , and vopt
ñ = toptn or roptm ,

where tinitn /rinitm is the initial transmit/receive MA position
and toptn /roptm is the optimized transmit/receive MA position
output by Algorithm 3. The corresponding processing steps
are summarized in Algorithm 4. After that, the destination
positions of transmit and receive MAs, tdestn and rdestm can be
obtained.

D. Overall Algorithm

The detailed overall algorithm for solving problem (13) and
minimizing the total MA movement distance is summarized
in Algorithm 5. Specifically, the optimized transmit beam-
formers, wk, sensing signal covariance matrices, Sl, receive
beamformers, ul and bj , UL power allocation, pj , and MA
positions, topt and ropt, are obtained by Algorithm 3 (Line 1).
Subsequently, the destination positions of transmit and receive
MAs, tdest and rdest, are searched by Algorithm 4 to minimize
the total MA movement distance (Line 2).

E. Convergence and Complexity Analysis

As the RP algorithm only executes the selection of candidate
MA positions, its convergence depends on Algorithm 2. The
convergence of Algorithm 2 is guaranteed by the following
inequality:

WSR
(
uc̃
l ,b

c̃
j ,S

c̃
l ,w

c̃
k, p

c̃
j

)
(α1)

≥ WSR
(
uc̃
l ,b

c̃
j ,S

c̃−1
l ,wc̃−1

k , pc̃−1
j

)
(α2)

≥ WSR
(
uc̃−1
l ,bc̃−1

j ,Sc̃−1
l ,wc̃−1

k , pc̃−1
j

)
, (42)

where inequality (α1) holds because
{
Sc̃
l ,w

c̃
k, p

c̃
j

}
are the

optimized sensing signal covariance matrices, transmit beam-
formers, and UL power allocation via Algorithm 1 under the
current

{
uc̃
l ,b

c̃
j

}
, and inequality (α2) holds because

{
uc̃
l ,b

c̃
j

}
are the optimal receive beamformers for maximizing SINRs
(9) and (10) under the current

{
Sc̃−1
l ,wc̃−1

k , pc̃−1
j

}
. Thus,

the objective value is non-decreasing during the iterations
in Algorithm 2. Meanwhile, the objective value is upper-
bounded due to finite communication resources. As such,

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Description Value
At, Ar Side length of moving region 100λ× 100λ
N , M Number of MAs 8
L, J , K Number of targets/users 2
C, C̃ Maximum number of iterations 100
Γ Number of MA position pairs 100
ϵ, ϵ̃ Error tolerance 10−3

ρSI SI loss coefficient -100 dB
ρSl

Round-trip channel coefficient -50 dB
Pmax
U Maximum UL transmit power 10 dBm

Pmax
D Maximum DL transmit power 40 dBm

D Minimum inter-MA distance λ/2
σ2
BS, σ2

k Average noise power -70 dBm

the convergence of Algorithm 2 is guaranteed. Moreover, the
convergence is verified by the simulations in Section IV-B.

The main computational complexity of the overall
algorithm, i.e., Algorithm 5, is caused by the iterations of
Algorithm 2, the selections of Algorithm 3, and the searches
of Algorithm 4. In Algorithm 2, the computational complexity
for calculating receive beamformers is O

(
(L+ J)M3

)
due

to the matrix inversion in (17) and (18). The computational
complexity of Algorithm 1 for optimizing transmit
beamformers, sensing signal covariance matrices, and
UL power allocation is O

(
CSCA

(
(L+K)N3.5 + J3.5

))
due to solving the SDR problem iteratively, where
CSCA is the number of iterations for SCA. Therefore,
the computational complexity of Algorithm 2 is o1 =

O
(
C̃AO

(
(L+ J)M3 + CSCA

(
(L+K)N3.5 + J3.5

)))
,

where C̃AO is the number of iterations for AO. In addition,
the computational complexity of Algorithm 4 for matching
antenna positions is o2 = O

(
1
2 (N (N + 1) +M (M + 1))

)
.

As a result, with the number of candidate MA position pairs
Γ, the computational complexity of the overall algorithm is
O (Γo1 + o2).

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, we provide the simulation results to evaluate
the performance of the proposed MA-aided near-field ISAC
system. First, the simulation setup is introduced, and then the
numerical results are presented.

A. Simulation Setup

In the simulation, the sensing targets and users are randomly
distributed within a semicircular region on the ground centered
at the BS, with horizontal distances from the BS to the
targets/users ranging from 25 to 30 meters (m). The transmit
and receive MA arrays are mounted on a full-duplex BS at
a height of 15 m in a horizontal arrangement. The transmit
and receive regions for the MA movement are square regions
with side lengths of At and Ar, respectively. The carrier
frequency is set as 30 GHz (λ = 0.01 m). The pass loss
coefficients ρDk

and ρUj are determined by the uniform
spherical wave (USW) model [35, Equation (35)]. Without
loss of generality, we assume that the transmit and receive
regions have equal side lengths, i.e., At = Ar, the numbers
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Fig. 3. Convergence evaluation of Algorithm 2.

of transmit and receive MAs are equal, i.e., N = M , and the
rate weights are equal, i.e., ϖSl

= ϖUj
= ϖDk

= 1
L+J+K .

Unless otherwise specified, the default simulation parameters
are listed in Table I.

B. Convergence Evaluation of Algorithm 2
We first evaluate in Fig. 3 the convergence performance

of the proposed Algorithm 2, under different numbers of
targets/users. As can be observed, the algorithm demonstrates
rapid convergence in all scenarios, with the objective value
stabilizing within 10 iterations. This confirms the previous
discussion regarding the convergence of Algorithm 2 in Sec-
tion III-E. Moreover, the WSR improves as the number of
targets/users increases, since the additional targets/users can
leverage the redundant spatial DoFs to further enhance the
overall system performance.

C. Beamfocusing in MA-Aided Near-Field ISAC
To intuitively demonstrate the advantages of large-size

moving regions in near-field ISAC systems, we present the
beampattern corresponding to the optimized geometry of the
transmit MA array with N = 128 in Figs. 4 and 5. The beam-
pattern for the receive MA array can be similarly obtained and
is thus omitted here for brevity. Specifically, we calculate the
array response vector

a (q) =
[
ej

2π
λ ∥t1−q∥2 , . . . , ej

2π
λ ∥tN−q∥2

]T
∈ CN×1, (43)

for all positions q within a defined rectangular region on
the ground. Then, the beamfocusing at B locations, i.e.,
q̃b ∈ R3×1, b ∈ B = {1, . . . , B}, is achieved by setting the
beamforming vector as the sum of the array response vectors
at these beamfocusing points, i.e.,

wbf =
∑
b∈B

a (q̃b)

=
∑
b∈B

[
ej

2π
λ ∥t1−q̃b∥2 , . . . , ej

2π
λ ∥tN−q̃b∥2

]T
∈ CN×1,

(44)

Therefore, the beamforming gain at position q can be calcu-
lated as

G (q) =
1

N

∣∣wH
bfa (q)

∣∣ . (45)

As shown in Fig. 4, when At = 100λ (see Fig. 4(a)), the
beam is precisely focused at the multiple desired locations,
and the main lobes of the beam are extremely narrow. This
indicates that the beam focused on the desired locations causes
minimal interference leakage to other locations, allowing the
near-field ISAC system to achieve excellent performance in
multi-target sensing and multi-user communication through
joint resolutions in both the distance and angle domains. As
the size of the moving region decreases ((see Figs. 4(b) and
4(c)), the beam’s main lobes become wider due to the reduced
maximum aperture achievable by the MA array. This results in
significant interference to targets/users at undesired locations,
thereby degrading the overall system performance. Notably,
when At = 5λ, the beamfocusing points are already in the
far-field region, resulting in a loss of resolution in the distance
domain and retaining only angular discrimination. In other
words, when multiple targets and users are located in the
same direction relative to the BS, the far-field ISAC system
cannot provide effective sensing and communication services
for them.

In addition, Fig. 5 provides a 3D perspective on the
variations in beampatterns across different distance intervals
between the BS and beamfocusing points. The beamforming
gains in Fig. 5(a) at the beamfocusing points are significantly
higher compared to the other locations. As the distance
between the BS and beamfocusing points increases, the in-
terference leakage from the beam’s main lobes to locations
that are not beamfocusing points becomes more pronounced
because the spherical wave approximates more closely to the
plane wave, leading to a gradual disappearance of near-field
beamfocusing characteristics. The beamforming gains in Fig.
5(c) are nearly uniform in the same direction, which makes
it impossible to distinguish between different beamfocusing
points along that direction.

Overall, the additional distance dimension of near-field
ISAC, compared to far-field ISAC, allows for beamfocusing
that enhances the performance of multi-target sensing and
multi-user communication. The MA system, which has a larger
aperture size of the antenna array compared to conventional
FPA systems, naturally expands the near-field region. As a
result, the MA-aided near-field ISAC system can benefit from
the enlarged near-field region achieved by the large moving
region.

D. Performance Comparison with Benchmark Schemes

To gain more insight, we compare the performance of the
proposed scheme (labeled as MA) with benchmark schemes.
The considered benchmark schemes for setting antennas’ po-
sitions are listed as follows: 1) FPA with full aperture (FPAF):
The antenna’s positions, t and r, are set according to the
transmit and receive uniform planar arrays (UPAs) with the
largest achievable apertures, At×At and Ar×Ar, respectively;
and 2) FPA with half-wavelength antenna spacing (FPAH):
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Fig. 4. Beampattern under different sizes of the moving region.

(a) [25, 30] m (b) [95, 100] m (c) [495, 500] m

Fig. 5. Beampattern under different distances between the BS and beamfocusing points.
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Fig. 6. Comparison of WSR between the proposed and benchmark schemes
w.r.t. the moving region size.

The antenna’s positions, t and r, are set according to the
transmit and receive UPAs with half-wavelength inter-antenna
spacing both horizontally and vertically.

Fig. 6 compares the WSRs of different schemes versus the
moving region size. As can be seen, the WSRs of the MA and
FPAF schemes continuously increase when the moving region
size is less than 30λ, and stabilize when the size exceeds 30λ.
This is because the increase in the moving region size provides

two advantages: 1) expand the optimization space for the
antenna position optimization; and 2) enlarge the equivalent
array aperture, thereby extending the near-field region, within
which the resolution for multiple locations can be achieved.
The MA scheme fully leverages both advantages to improve
system performance. The FPAF scheme benefits only from
advantage 2). The FPAH scheme fails to capitalize on either
of these two advantages. As a result, the MA scheme achieves
a 13.57% or 19.07% WSR gain over the FPAF scheme when
Γ = 10 or Γ = 100, respectively. The WSR of the FPAH
scheme, however, remains unchanged because of the fixed
antennas’ positions and array aperture. Furthermore, for the
MA scheme, Γ = 100 achieves better system performance
than Γ = 10 due to the availability of more candidate MA
positions, at the cost of increased computational complexity.

In Fig. 7, we compare the WSRs of the proposed and
benchmark schemes w.r.t. the distance between the BS and
targets/users. The distances between the BS and different
targets/users are set within a 5-meter interval, centered around
a specified distance. We can see that as the distance increases,
the WSR of all schemes decreases. This is because the increase
in distance weakens system performance in the following two
aspects: 1) increased path loss; and 2) the transition from
near-field ISAC to far-field ISAC, which leads to the gradual
loss of the distance dimension in the ISAC system. However,
in the same communication scenario, the MA scheme still
outperforms the FPAF or FPAH scheme due to the additional
DoFs introduced by antenna position optimization.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of WSR between the proposed and benchmark schemes
w.r.t. the distance between the BS and targets/users.
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Fig. 8. Comparison of WSR between the proposed and benchmark schemes
w.r.t. the maximum DL transmit power.

Next, we show the WSRs of the proposed and benchmark
schemes w.r.t. the maximum DL transmit power under dif-
ferent maximum UL transmit power constraints in Fig. 8.
Overall, the WSRs of all schemes improve as the maximum
DL transmit power increases, since higher DL transmit power
ensures more reliable DL transmission quality. However, the
high DL transmit power can cause strong echo signals from
the sensing targets and SI, which in turn degrade the SINRs of
the UL users. Therefore, as shown in Fig. 8, when Pmax

D ≥ 40
dBm, both the FPAF and FPAH schemes exhibit a noticeable
slowdown in WSR increase compared to the MA scheme
at low maximum UL transmit power case, i.e., Pmax

U = 10
dBm. In addition, compared to FPA-based schemes, the MA
scheme can save DL transmit power at the same WSR level
by leveraging antenna movement to effectively reconfigure the
channels.

Finally, Fig. 9 illustrates the total MA movement distance
for schemes with (w/) or without (w/o) APM algorithm w.r.t.
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Fig. 9. Total MA movement distance for schemes with (w/) or without (w/o)
APM algorithm w.r.t. the moving region size.

the moving region size under different numbers of MAs. It can
be seen that the total MA movement distance increases linearly
with the size of the moving region, and the APM algorithm
significantly reduces this distance. Moreover, as the number of
MAs increases, the gap between the schemes w/ and w/o APM
algorithm widens. Specifically, when the moving region size
is 120λ, the proposed APM algorithm reduces the total MA
movement distance by 35.79%, 39.50%, 42.46%, and 47.59%
for N = M = 6, 8, 10, and 12, respectively. Typically, in MA-
aided near-field ISAC systems, the size of moving region and
the number of MAs are large. Therefore, solely considering
antenna position optimization without accounting for APM
leads to long MA movement distance, thereby increasing the
time delay and hardware burden.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the MA-aided near-field ISAC
system. We characterized the near-field sensing and commu-
nication channels w.r.t. MA positions using the spherical wave
model and formulated a joint optimization problem to maxi-
mize the system’s WSR achievable for both communications
and sensing. To solve this non-convex optimization problem,
we proposed a two-layer RP algorithm where multiple MA
positions were randomly initialized. For each MA position,
the beamformers, sensing signal covariance matrices, and UL
power allocation were iteratively optimized using the AO al-
gorithm until convergence. The MA position that achieves the
maximum WSR was then selected as the optimized position.
Moreover, considering the large size of moving region and
the large number of antennas in near-field MA systems, we
proposed an APM algorithm based on the greedy strategy to
reduce the total MA movement distance, thereby alleviating
the cost of antenna movement. Simulation results verified
the effectiveness of the proposed algorithms and the advan-
tages of the considered MA-aided ISAC scheme compared
to conventional FPA-based schemes. Furthermore, the results
showed that equipping the BS with large regions for free
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MA movement increases the equivalent array aperture, thereby
significantly expanding the near-field region without requiring
more antennas or higher frequencies. Compared to the far-field
ISAC system, the additional distance dimension introduced by
the near-field ISAC system can enhance system performance
for multi-target sensing and multi-user communication through
precise beamfocusing. This can be more efficiently exploited
by optimally designing the MAs’ positions matching the ISAC
channels.
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