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Rotatable and Movable Antenna-Enabled Near-Field
Integrated Sensing and Communication
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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) is
regarded as a promising technology for next-generation com-
munication networks. As the demand for communication per-
formance significantly increases, extremely large-scale antenna
arrays and tremendously high-frequency bands get widely ap-
plied in communication systems, leading to the expansion of
the near-field region. Therefore, it is necessary to reevaluate the
performance of ISAC in the near-field, especially considering
the spherical wave near-field channel with effective aperture
loss. On a parallel track, movable antennas (MAs) and six-
dimensional MAs (6DMAs) are proposed as emerging tech-
nologies to improve the performance of communication and
sensing. Based on such a background, this paper investigates the
performance of ISAC systems in the near-field region, focusing
on a novel system architecture that employs rotatable MAs
(RMAs). The proposed RMA-enabled near-field ISAC system
utilizes two rotatable antenna planes at the base station (BS) for
both transmission and reception, allowing dynamic adjustment
of antenna positions and rotations to enhance both communi-
cation and sensing capabilities. Additionally, a spherical wave
near-field channel model with respect to RMAs’ rotations and
positions is derived by considering the effective aperture loss. Two
designs are explored: a sensing-centric design that minimizes the
Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) with signal-to-interference-plus-noise
ratio (SINR) constraints, and a communication-centric design
that maximizes the sum-rate with a CRB constraint. To solve
the formulated optimization problems, the paper proposes two
alternating optimization (AQ) based algorithms composed of the
semidefinite relaxation (SDR) method and the particle swarm
optimization (PSO) method. Numerical results demonstrate the
convergence and effectiveness of the proposed algorithms and
the superiority of the proposed setups for both sensing and com-
munication performance compared to traditional fixed antenna
systems, highlighting the potential of RMAs to enhance ISAC
systems in near-field scenarios.

Index Terms—Rotatable and movable antenna (RMA), inte-
grated sensing and communications (ISAC), near-field, particle
swarm optimization (PSO).

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid advancement of communication technologies
and the increasing demand for seamless connectivity have
given rise to new paradigms in wireless networks. One such
emerging concept is Integrated Sensing and Communication
(ISAC), which converges the traditionally separate domains
of communication and sensing into a unified framework [1].
ISAC stands out due to its ability to efficiently allocate time,
frequency, power, and hardware resources for simultaneous
communication and sensing tasks [2]. This capability is ex-
pected to optimize spectrum utilization and improve the per-
formance of next-generation wireless systems. Furthermore,
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ISAC can be combined with other emerging technologies, such
as reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS) [3]], [4] and fluid
antenna [J5], 6] to further enhance the performance of sensing
and communication. As a result, ISAC presents significant
research potential.

In light of recent advancements in wireless communication
and sensing technologies, there is an increasing demand to
meet the challenging requirements of next-generation wireless
networks [7]]. This typically necessitates the application of
extremely large-scale antenna arrays and tremendously high-
frequency bands. As a result, the Rayleigh distance g
with D denoting the antenna aperture and A denoting the
wavelength, is predicted to significantly increase, which means
that the near-field region will correspondingly expand, encom-
passing distances of several hundred meters. When the user
terminals (UTs) or the sensing targets are located in the near-
field region, the propagation of electromagnetic waves requires
a more accurate wave modeling approach, which differs from
the conventional planar wave modeling adopted in far-field
scenarios [8]. In addition to using spherical wave modeling,
the effective antenna aperture loss should also be considered
in the near-field channel model, otherwise, it may lead to
unreasonable inaccuracies [7]], [9]. Therefore, it is essential to
reevaluate the performance of ISAC with appropriate channel
modeling for near-field scenarios.

In conventional multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) sys-
tems, fixed-position antennas (FPAs) are widely configured
and employed both for sensing and communication. Such fixed
deployment of antennas limits the diversity and spatial multi-
plexing performance of MIMO systems because the channel
variation in the spatial field is not fully utilized [10]. To
overcome the inherent limitations of FPAs, movable antennas
(MAs) and six-dimensional MAs (6DMAs) are introduced to
wireless networks, which can fully exploit the spatial degrees
of freedom (DoFs) of antenna arrays in communication or
sensing scenarios [11]-[14]. Compared to FPAs, transceivers
equipped with movable antennas (MAs) can dynamically ad-
just the positions of antenna elements based on channel state
information (CSI), thereby reshaping the channel conditions
to boost communication performance, or reconfiguring the
geometric properties of the antenna arrays to enhance sensing
capability [15]. Building upon MAs, 6DMA leverages the
DoFs in both the three-dimensional (3D) positioning and
rotation of antenna planar. This enables adaptive antenna
resource allocation based on long-term or statistical user
distribution, ultimately boosting network capacity. Due to the
advantageous properties of MA and 6DMA, there has recently
been extensive research on various wireless sensing and ISAC
systems aided by these technologies [15]-[20]. The authors
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in [15] investigated a MA-aided ISAC system with RIS and
maximized the minimum beampattern gain by jointly optimiz-
ing the transmit beamforming, the positions of MAs, and the
phase shifts of RIS. In addition, the authors in [16] studied
the CRB-minimization problem for a MA-aided ISAC system.
Based on existing research on the use of movable antennas
(MA) in ISAC systems considering far-field channel models
[L7], [18], the authors in [19] investigated the application of
MAs in a dual-functional full-duplex ISAC system with near-
field channel model. Moreover, the authors in [20] proposed
a wireless sensing system aided by 6DMA and minimized the
Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) for estimating the directions of ar-
rival by jointly optimizing the 6DMAS’ positions and rotations
at the base station (BS), comparing it with MAs for directive
and isotropic antenna radiation patterns. However, it is worth
noting that the performance of the MA planes’ rotations in
near-field ISAC remains unexplored, especially considering
that the existing literature has employed a spherical wave
model, which fails to account for the loss in channel gain
resulting from the effective antenna aperture [21], [22]. On
the other hand, although 6DMA can achieve significant gains
in both communication and sensing performance, its multiple
rotatable surfaces require high hardware costs. Therefore, in
this paper, we propose a rotatable MAs (RMAs) enabled
near-field ISAC system, which can be regarded as a 6DMA-
aided system with only two antenna surfaces and movable
elements. The main contributions of this paper are summarized
as follows:

1) We propose an RMA-enabled near-field ISAC system and
employ a spherical wave channel model considering the
effective antenna aperture loss. In the proposed scenario,
the BS is equipped with two rotatable MA planes for
transmission and reception respectively and all the MAs
can move in large-size regions, serving multiple downlink
UTs as well as performing sensing on one target.

2) We investigate the near-field ISAC performance
by considering the sensing-centric design and the
communication-centric design. For the sensing-centric
design, we formulate a CRB minimization problem with
signal-to-interference-plus-noise (SINR) constraints. And
for the communication-centric design, we formulate a
sum-rate maximization problem with SINR constraints
and a CRB constraint.

3) We propose two AO-based algorithms to solve the for-
mulated problems. Specifically, we optimize the transmit
beamforming and the RMASs’ positions and rotations by
leveraging the semidefinite relaxation (SDR) method and
the particle swarm optimization (PSO) method for the
sensing-centric problem. Additionally, we derive a more
trackable form of the communication-centric problem by
utilizing the quadratic transform and optimize the trans-
mit beamforming and RMAs’ positions and rotations by
adopting similar methods for the sensing-centric problem.

4) Numerical results are present to demonstrate the con-
vergence and effectiveness of the proposed algorithms.
We also compare the performance of different setups for
antennas at BS to study the individual effect and synergy

of RMAs’ rotations and element position movement.
Moreover, the simulation results of discrete rotations are
shown to analyze the performance loss with a given
number of quantization bits.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
M our proposed conceptual framework of the RMA-enabled
near-field ISAC system model is described by sequentially
introducing the RMA model at BS with its constraints, the
near-field channel model considering the effective aperture
loss, the transmit ISAC signal model, and the adopted perfor-
mance metrics. In Section a CRB minimization problem
for sensing-centric design is formulated, and an AO-based
algorithm is proposed to solve it. In Section [Vl a sum-
rate maximization problem for communication-centric design
is characterized, and the corresponding AO-based algorithm
is proposed. Numerical results are provided to verify the
effectiveness of the proposed framework and algorithms in
Section and a concise conclusion is provided in Section

Notations: Throughout this paper, scalars, vectors, and
matrices are denoted by non-bold, bold lower-case, and bold
upper-case letters, respectively. For the vector a, [a];, a',
a*, and a" denote the i-th entry, transpose, conjugate, and
conjugate transpose of a, respectively. The notations |a| and
||a|| denote the magnitude and norm of scalar a and vector
a, respectively. A > 0 means that matrix A is positive
semidefinite; A > B means that A — B > 0; rank(A) and
tr(A) denote the rank and trace of matrix A, respectively;
R{-} and S{-} denote the real and imaginary component of
a complex number, respectively. The N x N identity matrix
is denoted by In. The set CV*M and RV*M stands for
the space of N x M complex and real matrices, respectively.
Finally, CN (i, X) is used to denote the circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian distribution with mean p and covariance
matrix X.

II. SYSTEM MODEL
A. RMA-BS Model

In this paper, we consider an RMA-enabled near-field ISAC
system, where a monostatic BS with RMAs communicates
with K single-FPA UTs and concurrently performs sensing
on one target. As depicted in Fig. Il we assume that the BS
is equipped with N; transmit MAs and N; receive MAs. The
transmit and receive MAs can move in two 2D planes, respec-
tively, namely the transmit plane (TP) and the receive plane
(RP). Without loss of generality, we assume that the MAs
move within the y-z plane of the local Cartesian coordinate
system defined by the center of the corresponding plane, and
the local positions of the n-th transmit MA and the n,-th
receive MA can be respectively represented as

.
dy, = 0,45, 2] €C
d, =[0,9",,2,]" €C,

1)
)
where C' and C" are the square moving regions of size D x D

with the center points at the origin of corresponding local
coordinates.
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Fig. 1: RMA aided near-field ISAC system.

Both the TP and the RP are connected to the CPU via
rotatable rods embedded with flexible wires, and thus can
execute 3D rotations. The rotations of TP and RP can be
respectively characterized by

wt _ [at,ﬁl,’}/t]T, (3)
w' = [, 5T, @

where of € [0,27), BP € [0,27), and 4P € [0, 27) denote the
rotation angles with respect to (w.r.t.) the x-axis, y-axis, and
z-axis,respectively, with p € {t,r}.

Given w' and =", the rotation matrix can be defined as
(3]

cosaP cosyP cosaP sinP —sinaoP

F(w?) = | Fy (wP) Fy, (woP)  cosaP sin GP
F51 (woP) Fs5 (wP)  cosaP cos 5P
where Fh (woP) = sinfPsinaf cosy? — cos SPsinAy?,
Fyo (woP) = sin BPsinaP siny?  +  cos BP cosP,
F51 (wP) = cosfPsinaPcosy? + sinfPsinyP, and
F55 (wP) = cosfPsinaPsiny? — sinfPcos+P. Then

the positions of the n-th transmit MA and the n,-th receive
MA in the global Cartesian coordinate system can be
expressed as

t,, = F'q\, + C', 5)
r, = Fq, +C, (6)

where FP = F (zoP), C' and C" denote the centers’ positions
of TP and RP, respectively.
Additionally, we consider two practical constraints on RMA.
1) Rotation Constraints to Avoid Signal Reflection: As
[13], the TP and RP must meet some rotation constraints to
avoid mutual signal reflections between them, which can be
expressed as

u' (r,, — C') <0,Vn, € [1, V], (7)
ur (tn[ - Cr) S O,Vnt S [1, Nt]7 (8)

with uP = FP [1,0,0]" denoting the outward normal vector of
the TP or RP, which ensures that all the antennas are positioned
within the halfspace that consists of vectors forming obtuse
angles with the normal vector of another plane.

2) Minimum-Distance Constraint: To avoid potential elec-
trical coupling between MAs, a minimum inter-MA distance
dmin 18 required among MAs [23], i.e.,

th. - tn{” Z dminanl 7é néuntan{ S [17NI]7 (9)
thr - tn:” Z dmin,nr # n;anran; € [17Nr] (10)

B. Channel Model

In this paper, we investigate downlink multiuser trans-
mission with a quasi-static channel model and assume that
the UTs and the sensing target are located in the near-
field region of the BS. The positions of the UT/target are
given by pi = [dy sin 6}, cos ¢y, dy sin O, sin ¢y, di, cos O] T
with dj, denoting the distance between the UT/target and the
global origin, 6 € [0,7] denoting the elevation angle, and
¢r € [—%, 5] denoting the azimuth angle, where k € [0, K]
with & = 0 representing the sensing target and k € [1, K]
representing the k-th UT. Then the distance from the k-th
UT/target to the n; transmit antenna and the n, receive antenna
can be respectively calculated by A}, = [[px — tp|| and
AL, = ok~

Since the signals are observed by the receivers from distinct
angles, the resultant effective antenna aperture varies w.r.t
the positions of the antennas. The effective antenna aperture
is determined by the product of the maximum value of the
effective area and the projection of the array normal to the
direction of the signal, with the resultant loss in channel power
gain referred to as effective aperture loss [21]]. Consequently,
under free-space line-of-sight propagation, the channel power
gain between the n,-th antenna and the k-th UT/target is given

by [9]

>

= [ eeeemesis

np

where S, denotes the region of n;, antenna with size of v/ A x

VA, and

1
LP(pk,s)

~ drlpr — 8|

G (py.5) = (P8 00 (Piys W)
Ipx — s
denotes the free-space path loss and the effective aperture loss,
respectively, with J (pg, s, uP) representing the sign function
wrt. (pr — s)T uP for guaranteeing non-negativity of the
projection. Given that the size of each antenna is significantly
smaller than the propagation distance, i.e., di > VA,Vk €
[0, K], the variation of the channel among different points
s € Sy, is negligible. Therefore, (LI) can be approximately
rewritten as

12)

; 13)

(14)
5)

Bkl = VAL Pk, £ )G (P, ),
Bl = VAL (P, 10, )G (P, T, ),

for p = t and r, respectively. As a result, the near-field channel
between the k-th UT/target and the n, antenna can be derived
as

_j2JAP
by e = [R5, gle ™ > Thm, (16)



where A = <+ is the signal wavelength with f. denoting the

carrier frequecncy and c denoting the speed of propagation.

C. Signal Model

We consider a coherent time block of 7', during which the
parameters for communication and sensing remain constant.
The transmitted signal from the BS at time ¢ € [1,7] can be
modeled as

K
x(t) = Ws[t] + xo(t) = Y wesi(t) +x0(t),  (17)
k=1

where W = [wy,...,wg] € CV*K denotes the digital
beamformer for conveying the information symbol s(t) =
[s1(£),...,5x(t)]" € CEX! to the UTs and xo(t) € CNx1
denotes the dedicate sensing signal to achieve the full DoFs
for target sensing [24]]. The multiple beam transmission is also
exploited by the dedicated sensing signal, hence its covariance
matrix Ro = E [xo(¢)x{(¢)] is of a general rank. Moreover,
the information symbols are modeled as independent Gaussian
random variables with zero mean and unit power while the
dedicated sensing signal is generated by pseudo-random cod-
ing, so that E [s(¢)s"(t)] = Ix and E [s(t)xf(t)] = Ok xn.
Thus the covariance matrix of the transmit signal x(¢) is given
by

R, = E [x(t)x"(t)] = WW" + R,. (18)

It is worth noting that R, can be approximately calculated by

~ LxxH
R, = TXX , (19)
where X = [x(1),...,x(T)]. This approximation is accurate
when T is large enough. In this paper, we assume that (19)
holds accurate equal.
Based on the aforementioned channel and transmitted signal
model, the received signal at the k-th UT for communication
is given by

K
yk(t) = hiwisi(t) + hixe(t) + ni(t),  (20)
=1

where hy, = [} ;... by, .7 and ni(t) ~ CN(0,07)
denotes the additive Gaussian white noise (AWGN) with 0,%
representing the noise power. And the received echo signal at
the BS for target sensing is given by

vo(t) = Gx(t) + np(¢),

where G = ngoh] with 1 denoting the complex channel gain
of the sensing target, gx = [h] ;;.. .,hﬁvhk]T, and ng(t) ~
CN(On,,031y,) denotes the AWGN.

21

D. Sensing Performance Metric: CRB

CRB is a common metric for assessing sensing performance,
which delineates a lower bound on the variance of unbiased
estimators [25]. In this paper, we resort to the CRB as the
performance metric for the estimation of the target’s positional
information, i.e., the distance dj, elevation angle 6y, and
azimuth angle ¢o. Denote ¢ = [dy, 0o, 0, 7", 1] as the vector

of unknown parameters, where n* = R{n} and 0" = S{n}.
Then the Fisher information matrix (FIM) for estimating ¢ can
be partitioned as

3o = [J I 22)

J 12}

Iy Ja2)’
where J1; € C3*3 denotes the partition merely about dog, 6o,
and ¢o; Joo € C?*? denotes the partition merely about 7;
and J15 € C3*2 denotes the partition about the mutual infor-
mation between the position information and 7. The detailed
expressions of Jq1,Jo2, and J1o are derived in Appendix [Al
According to Woodbury matrix identity [26], the CRB matrix
for estimating dy, 6y, and ¢ is given by

CRB (R;,G,03) = (J11 — J12J55 J15) (23)

E. Communication Performance Metric: Communication Rate

In this paper, we assume that the perfect channel state
information (CSI) of communication channels is perfectly
known at the BS via a proper channel estimation mechanism.
From (20), the received SINR at the k-th UT can be expressed
as

[hywi |

I'y = .
>izk {wil* + hiRohj + o}

(24)
Thereby, the downlink communication rate of k-th user is
given by

Ry (W, Ro,H) = log, (1 +TI'x),

where H = [hy, ...
by

(25)

, hi]. Then the downlink sum-rate is given

=

R(W,Ro,H) = > Ry (W,Ro,H).
k=1

(26)

III. SENSING-CENTRIC DESIGN
A. Problem Formulation

In this section, we consider a sensing-centric design by
optimizing the sensing performance and holding a certain
communication performance, which can be modeled as a CRB-
minimization problem with communication rate constraints.
Due to the monotonic increment of logarithmic function, the
communication rate constraint for each user can be considered
as a SINR constraint. Consequently, the corresponding SINR-
constrained CRB-minimization problem is formulated as

i W)RO&i&wl7wr tr (CRB (R, G,03)) (27a)

s.t. tr(Ry) < Prax, (27b)
K

R, - Zwkw,': >~ 0, (27¢)
k=1

Iy > I'nin, Yk € [1, K], (27d)

q., €C',Vn, € [1, Ny, (27¢)

dq;, €C"\Vn: €1, N, 270

@, @, @, @0,



where QP = [q1,...,qN,]; Punax > 0 is the total transmit
power budget; and I'y;, > 0 represents the minimum SINR
for the k-th user. Since P; is non-convex and the variables are
highly coupled, we adopt an AO-based framework to optimize
the covariance matrix of the ISAC signal R, as well as the
RMASs’ positions and rotations in the following.

B. Optimization of Transmit Beamforming

In this subsection, we optimize the covariance matrix of
the transmit ISAC signal at BS, i.e., R,, with the positions
and rotation of RMAs fixed. Due to the complexity of the
objective function in CRB form, we first transform the original
problem into the following equivalent but more tractable form
according to the Schur complement condition [34]:

P, : W{xﬁon)u r (U™ (28a)
Jiu—-U Jpo
.t =0, 28b
S |: J'll'2 J22:| [ ( )
@7o) — @7d),

where U € C3%3 is an auxiliary matrix. By this way, we
transform the non-convex objective function into the convex
constraint (28B). Moreover, we adopt the SDR method to deal
with the non-convex constraints and (27d). Specifically,
we define 2, = wsz, which is a semidefinite matrix and
has a rank of 1. Then 27d) can be written in the following
convex form:

(29)

K
=2

k=1
Similarly, 27d) can be transformed into a convex form as:

1+ Thin

T h]Q;h; > h{R,h} + o}

(30)
Through omitting the rank-one constraint of €2, we can
formulate the SDR problem as:

(31a)

Ps min tr (Ufl)
©2,>0,R,>0,U>0

s.t. (270), (28b), (29, (30).

Note that P3 is a convex semidefinite programming (SDP)
problem, the global optimum of which can be obtained by
the existing convex optimization solvers such as CVX and
MOSEK. Although we omit the rank-one constraint of €2,
the rank-one global optimal wy, and corresponding R, of Ps
can always be constructed from an arbitrary global optimal
solution of Ps by [24]:

[N

- (hmkhz)_
R = R..

X

Qihj, (32)

(33)

where € and R, are the optimal solution of P53 and optimal
Ry can be obtained by R = R — Zszl wi (wi)H.

C. Optimization of RMAs’ Positions and Rotations

In this subsection, we optimize the RMAs’ positions and
rotations, ie., Q' Q', =", and ="', with R, fixed. Since
the objective function is highly non-convex and the solution
space is large in general, it is difficult to obtain a local
optimal solution. To efficiently address this challenge, PSO
is introduced as an effective approach [27], [28]. In the PSO-
based approach, we first initialize M particles as

0 0 0 0)
57(2) =[y'm « ) gn)lv'-'aygn)Nl Zlfn)Nl t( ﬁt
yrgg)lv ngg,)lv e 7yr$2)Nr rfr? N & Br$)7 V' ]
(34)
where y?0), 22O~ m—%%); MIGNEICIICINN

U(0,2m) form € [1 M] € [1, Np]. Then we randomly ini-
tialize each particle’s ve1001ty vector viY) € R(QN'”N‘*G)“
and define £ —{5(0),...,55\3)},\70) = {v{?. vM}
Subsequently, we set the initial local best posmon of M
particles as &, pest = 57(3) and select the particle with the
best fitness as the global particle &gpes¢ Of the swarm. The
fitness of the particles is defined in the subsequent text.

Next, we update each particle according to its individual
experience and the swarm experience, which can be described
by the current local best particle &, 15es: and the current global
best particle &gpes¢. For the T-th iteration, the m-th particle is
updated as:

vt —ov (D 4 a1by (Em,lbest - 51(7:))

+ azby (€grest — 7)) . (35)
€7D =B (€7 +vi), (36)

where a; and ay are the individual and global learning factors,
which represent the step size of each particle moving toward
the best position; by, by ~ U(0,1) are two random parameters
for enhancing the randomness of the search in order to escape
from local optimum; w is the parameter for maintaining the
inertia of each particle’s movement. Specifically, we update w
by

(Wmax - Wmin)T

W = Wmax — ;
Tmax

(37

where wpax and wpi, are the maximum and minimum values
of w, respectively, with Tax denoting the maximum iteration
number of PSO. Due to the fact that the particle may move
out of the feasible region, we employ a projection function to
process the updated particles in (36) as

-2, iflgi<-%ieQ
BE: =<2, iflgi>2icQ (38)
[€];, otherwise,
where Q = [1,2N{] U [2N, + 4, 2N; + 2N; + 3] represents the

set of indices corresponding to the antenna positions within
the particles. By utilizing B(€), constraints (27¢) and Q@71)
are guaranteed to be satisfied. However, (@),(8),©).(I0), and
(7d) remain to be taken into consideration. To address this,



we define a fitness function by introducing three penalty terms
into the objective function of the original problem as follows:

F(ED) =te(CRB(E)) + 11| S(ELD)] (39)
+ p2| T(ES)| + s H(ET), (40)

where CRB(S,(,I)) denotes the CRB calculated by setting
RMASs’ positions and rotations according to é,(,z ); 11, p2, and
13 are the positive penalty parameters which are large enough;
S(€) is a set composed of the position pairs of MAs that
violate the minimum-distance constraint. Therefore, S(&) is
defined as

S(&) = {([&]n: [Eln)II[€]n — [Eln || < dmin,n # 1/, n,n" € Q}.
(41)

Similarly, J( ,(;)) is a set corresponding to the rotation
constraints (7) and (8)), which is defined as

TED) = {mp €7 (ra€™) - €) > 0mc € [1, ]}

O {67 (b (€7) =€) > 0.m € [N
(42)

where uP(£(7), t,, (£(7), and r,,, (€(7)) represent the normal
vector of the TP or RP, the n-th transmit MA’s position,
and the n,-th receive MA’s position calculated based on £(7).
Hence |S(¢)| and | T (S,(Z))| are two adaptive penalty terms
[29]. And H(E,(,I )) is a brick wall penalty term corresponding
to the SINR constraint (27d), which is defined as

HED) =3 (max {0, ~ 1ol })’.

k=1

(43)

where T'( 7(,:)) represent the k-th UT’s SINR calculated
based on £(7). Since the values of i1, ju2, and us are large
enough, the penalty terms drive the particles to move to the
positions where (@),8),(9),(I0), and @7Zd) are satisfied. Thus,
|S (Egpest) | | T (Egvest) |, and H (€gvest) Will approach zero during
the iterations so that the constraints are resultantly satisfied.
By continuously selecting particles corresponding to smaller
values of the fitness function, the local and global optimal
particles are improved until convergence. Then a suboptimal
solution for the positions and rotations of RMAs is obtained.

The detailed AO-based overall algorithm for solving P; is
summarized in Algorithm[Il In line 1, W and Ry are initial-
ized by considering the constraint while Q', Q', =, and
o' are randomly initialized by considering the constraint (7)),
@), @b, @0, @7Ze), and @70). Then the transmit beamforming
is optimized by the SDR method in line 4. Subsequently, the
positions and rotations of RMAs are optimized by the PSO
method in lines 6-22.

D. Convergence and Complexity Analysis

In Algorithm [I the transmit beamforming, the positions
and rotations of RMAs are alternatively optimized. Note that
the value of the objective function is non-increasing over
the iterations. Since the trace of CRB is lower-bounded with

Algorithm 1 AO-based algorithm for solving P;

1: Initialize i = 0,W, Rg, Q', Q', =o', and ="

2: repeat
3: Calculate H and G with current Q', Q", =o', and =".
4: Solve P53 and update W and Ry by and (33)
S:
6:

Calculate fo = tr (CRB (R., G, 03)) by @23).
Initialize the M particles with positions Z(©) and
velocity V(©),

7: Set the local best positions &, ipest 57(,9) for
m € [1,M] and the global best positions &gpest =
argmin o {F(€1"),..., F(€4]))}

for 7 = 1 to Tinax do
: Update the inertia parameter w according to (37).
10: for m =1to M do

11: Update the velocity and position of the m-th
particle according to (33) and (36), respectively.

12: Calculate the fitness value of the m-th particle,
ie., }'(&(,z)), according to (40).

13: it 7(£57) < F(&mpest) then

14: Update gm,lbest - 57(;)

15: end if

16: if F(£57)) < F(&gest) then

17 Update &guest = &1 -

18: end if

19: end for

20: end for

21: if F(&gpest) < fo then

22: Update Q', Q", =", and wo" according to &gpes:.

23: end if

24: Set 1 =1+ 1.
25: until Convergence or ¢ > Iy ax

the given transmit power, the convergence of Algorithm [T is
ensured.

Then we analyze the computational complexity of the
proposed algorithm. For each iteration, the complexity
for updating W and Ry via the interior method is in
order of O(K®%5MSloge™!) with the given solution
accuracy € [30]. And the complexity for updating
Q. Q' =" and w' via the PSO method is in order
of O (TmaxM (2N, + 2N; + 6 + logM)). Therefore,
the total computational complexity of Algorithm is
O (Iao(K52MO53loge™ + Timax M (2N, + 2N; + 6 + logM))),
with Ipo denoting the resultant iteration number of the
AO-based algorithm.

IV. COMMUNICATION-CENTRIC DESIGN

A. Problem Formulation

In this section, we consider a communication-centric de-
sign by optimizing the communication performance and
holding a certain sensing performance, which can be mod-
eled as a sum-rate-maximization problem with CRB con-



straint. Specifically, the corresponding CRB-constraint sum-
rate-maximization problem is formulated as

Py max R(W,Ry,H) (44a)
W,Ro,Q', Q! zo!, zo"
s.t. tr (CRB (Ry, G,03)) < Crax (44b)

(@ — @0, @7b) — @7,

where C\,.x denotes the maximum tolerable value of the trace
of the CRB for the sensing target’s position information. It
can be seen that Py is also a non-convex problem with highly
coupled variables. To address this challenge, we first transform
it into a more tractable form and then utilize the AO-based
framework to optimize the variables.

B. Problem Reformulation

Apart from the CRB constraint (@4b), P, is a classic down-
link sum-rate maximization problem, which can be equiva-
lently transformed into a more tractable form by introducing
the auxiliary variables py, for k € [1, K] as follows: [31]]

Ps - W.Ro, H, 45
’ W"R‘O'rQIlI}Si(WI,w",p fl( 0 p) ( )

s.t. () — @0), @70) — @70, @4D),

[pla"'apKlT a;l‘gT fl‘gwaROaHap) =
K 1+pk Wi . .
> ok logo(14pr)—pr+ S, \hlwiPJrl);{Roh;Jroi . It is obvious

that Ps is a convex problem w.r.t. p,. Hence, by checking the
first-order optimality condition, the optimal pj can be obtained
as follows:

where p =

pi =Tk (46)
Consequently, the original problem is rewritten into the form
of sum-of-ratio with p fixed.

Furthermore, we rewrite the current sum-of-ratio maximiza-
tion problem by employing the quadratic transform proposed
in [32] as follows:

v f?(vaf)uHupuV) (47)

Ps : max
W.R0,Q., Q" w' =",

st. (@ — (10, @7b) — @7D), @4,

[V1,...,vk]" denotes the auxiliary variables
and f>(W.Ro, H,p,v) = 3350, 21+ pr)vey/ (0] w2 —
(1 + pr)vi(hf R, h} + o). Similarly, the optimal v, can be
obtained by checking the first-order optimality condition as

where v =

Ihfwy[2

S LR 48
hIR,h; + o2 “®)

vy =

Thus, the original problem is reformulated as:

K

. T Hy, x
P W,Ro,g%,wl,wr 22(1 + pi)vky/ by wiw hy

k=1
= (1+ )i (b Ruhy + o)
(49)
s.t. @ — @0, @70 — @70, @E4b).

C. Optimization of Transmit Beamforming

In this subsection, we optimize R, with Q', Q", =o', and "
fixed. Similar to the sensing-centric scenario, we propose to
adopt the SDR method to optimize the transmit beamforming.
However, (44b) is a complex non-convex constraint, which
hinders us from directly using the SDR method to transform
the original problem into a convex form. Fortunately, we can
rewrite into a simpler generalized inequality form via the
Schur complement condition as we do in the second subsection
of Section[IIIl To this end, we derive the following Proposition.

Proposition 1. The inequality tr (CRB (R, G,03)) < Crax
has a sufficient condition as the following generalized inequal-
ity:
Jin — —Cjax Is Ji2
T

= 0.
Jia Joo| T

(50)
Proof: By the Schur complement condition, we can derive
the following generalized inequality from (30):

Ji = 31235500, = Is, (51

3
Cmax
with Jo2 = 0. According to [33], the function tr(A‘l) is
matrix decreasing on the positive semidefinite matrix space.
Therefore, we can derive the following inequality:

— — Cmax
tr ((J11 — T35, 31,)7Y) < (=57 15) = G, (52)
which is equivalent to (44b). [ ]

Based on Proposition [II we formulate the SDR problem
similarly to the second subsection of Section [T as:

K
> 2(1+ pr)vry /bl Qchy

— (1+ pr)vi (hy Ry + 07)
@270), 29, 30, (30).

Also, Ps is a convex SDP problem, which can be solved by
the existing convex optimization solvers. The corresponding
optimal wj and R{ can be obtained by and (33),
respectively.

Ps - max
Q,>0,R;>0

(53)

D. Optimization of RMAs’ Positions and Rotations

In this subsection, we optimize Q', Q', =o', and =", with

R, fixed. Since the constraint is highly non-convex and
the solution space is generally large, it is difficult to obtain
a local optimal solution. Similar to the third subsection of
Section [Tl we propose to leverage the PSO-based approach.

We generate M particles and their velocity vectors accord-
ing to (34) and initialize the local best positions &, ipest
as well as the global best position &gpest- Additionally, we
calculate the inertia of each particle’s movement for each
iteration by (37) and update each particle’s velocity vector
by (@3). Due to the fact that the particle may move out of
the feasible region, we still need to employ the projection
function to make sure that (27¢) and (271) are satisfied. Then
each particle is updated by (36).



Particularly, we define a fitness function by introducing
four penalty terms into the objective function of the original
problem as follows:

EED) =F3(65) — | SED)| — pa) T (€))]
— s (E)) — uaT(ED)), (54)

where f3(657)) = S5 214 pr)vay/ [ (€5)) Tw2 — (1+

PV (i (€57)) TR b (€5))* + 02) with hy(£5)) denoting
the channel from BS to the k-th UT hy calculated according
to the current particle position 57(7:); A 7(7:)) is a brick wall
penalty term corresponding to the CRB constraint (44b), which
is defined as

7-(57(77;)) = (max {O,tr (CRB(&(;))) - Cmax})Q

Moreover, since the value of T(&(,I)) is often numerically
much smaller than fg(&(,:)), we set an adaptive penalty pa-
rameter (g4 as

(55)

Ho
Ha = )
tr (CRB (R, G, 02))

where (i is a positive standard penalty parameter comparable
to other penalty parameters. It means that we dynamically
adjust 4 based on the value of the CRB’s trace computed
by the updated transmit beamforming. Then all the penalty
parameters are large enough. Hence, |S(&gbest)|s | (Egpest)],
M (€gpest), and T (Egpest) Will approach zero during the itera-
tions so that (@7),(8),©@),(T0), @7d), and are guaranteed to
be satisfied. By continuously selecting particles corresponding
to larger values of the fitness function, the local and global
optimal particles are improved until convergence. Then a
suboptimal solution for the positions and rotations of RMAs
is obtained.

The detailed AO-based overall algorithm for solving Py is
summarized in Algorithm [2l In line 1, W and Ry are ini-
tialized by considering the constraint (Z7b) while Q', Q, =o',
and =" are randomly initialized by considering the constraint
@, @8, @, @), @7e), and @70). The auxiliary variables are
updated in line 4. Then the transmit beamforming is optimized
by the SDR method in line 5. Subsequently, the positions and
rotations of RMAs are optimized by the PSO method in lines
7-25.

(56)

E. Convergence and Complexity Analysis

In Algorithm 2] the transmit beamforming, the positions
and rotations of RMAs are alternatively optimized. The value
of sum-rate is non-decreasing over the iterations. Due to the
equivalent objective property of the two transforms in problem
reformulation, the introduction of auxiliary variables does not
change the non-decreasing trend of the objective functions.
Since the sum-rate is upper-bounded with a given transmit
power budget Py ax, Algorithm [2|is ensured to converge.

Next, we analyze the computational complexity of the
proposed algorithm. For each iteration, the complexity of
updating p and v are O(K). And as calculated in the last
subsection of Section [III} the complexity for updating W and
R via the interior method is in order of O(K % M5-5loge1)

Algorithm 2 AO-based algorithm for solving P,

1: Initialize i = 0,W, Rg, Q', Q', =o', and ="

2: repeat
3: Calculate H and G with current Q', Q", =o', and =".
4: Update p and v by [@8) and (@S], respectively.
5.
6
7

Solve Pg and update W and R by (32) and (33).
Calculate eg = fo(W, R, H, p,v).
: Initialize the M particles with positions =) and
velocity V(©),
Update p4 by (56).
9: Set the local best positions &, ipest = 57(,9) for
m € [1,M] and the global best positions &gpest =

argmax, (o) {5(650)), Rt 5\2))}

®

10: for 7 = 1 to Tynax do

11: Update the inertia parameter w according to (37).

12: for m =1to M do

13: Update the velocity and position of the m-th
particle according to (33) and (36), respectively.

14: Calculate the fitness value of the m-th particle,
ie., &( 7(;)), according to (54).

15: if &( ,(,I)) > E(&Em,best) then

16: Update gm,lbest - 57(;)

17: end if

18: if &( ,(,I)) > E(&gvest) then

19: Update &guest = &1 -

20: end if

21: end for

22: end for

23: if £€(&gbest) > €o then

24: Update Q', Q", =", and wo" according to &gpes:.

25: end if

26: Set 1 =1+ 1.
27: until Convergence or ¢ > Iy ax

with the given solution accuracy e. The complexity for
updating Q', Q", =", and =" via the PSO method is in
order of O (TimaxM (2N; + 2N, + 6 +1logM)). Therefore,
the total computational complexity of Algorithm is
O (Ino(2K + K85 M5Sloge™ + Tipan M (2N, + 2N, + 6 + logM))),
with Ipo denoting the resultant iteration number of the
AO-based algorithm.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the two designs in Section
and Section [[V] and demonstrate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed algorithms for sensing and communication performance
optimization.

A. Simulation Setup

We consider a global Cartesian coordinate system with the
origin located at the BS. The center of TP and RP are set as
C'=10,0,5+ D/2]" and C" = [0,0,5 — D/2]", respectively.
The MAs at the BS are confined to a square moving region,
which is modeled as a rectangle within the planar local Carte-
sian coordinate system relative to the center of TP/RP, with



TABLE I: Simulation Parameters

Parameter Description Value
K Number of users 4
Nt Number of transmit MAs 9
N; Number of receive MAs 9
fe Carrier frequency 24G

dmin Minimum inter-MA distance A/2
D Length of MAs’ moving region 80X
A Size of MA elements %

Prax Transmit power budget 40dB

oi, 00 Noise power of users& target -110dBm

I Maximum iteration number in 20
max Algorithm [[ and Algorithm 2]

Number of particles in Algo-
M rithm [I] and Algorithm [2] 200

- Maximum PSO iteration in Al- 100
max gorithm [I] and Algorithm 2]

a Individual learning factor in 14
! Algorithm [[ and Algorithm 2] ‘
Global learning factor in Algo- 14
az rithm [I] and Algorithm 2] )
. Minimum inertial weight in Al- 0.4
min gorithm [I] and Algorithm 2] ’
w Maximum inertial weight in 0.9
max Algorithm [[ and Algorithm 2] ‘
Standard penalty parameter in

Ho AlgorithmpIZ] P 1000
Penalty parameter in Algorithm

= [ and };kll)gorithm 2l £ 1000
Penalty parameter in Algorithm

H2 [[ and }./All)gorithm 2 y 1000
Penalty parameter in Algorithm

Ha [[ and }./All)gorithm 2 y 1000

local coordinates ranging from [—D/2, D/2] x [-D/2, D/2].
The communication users are assumed to be randomly dis-
tributed in the x — y plane, specifically d ~ U(15,25),
Or = 5, and ¢p ~ U(=F,F) for k = [1, K]. The sensing
target’s position is set as dp = 10, 6p = %, and ¢o = 7. The
simulation parameters are detailed in Table [l unless stated
otherwise.

B. Convergence Performance

Fig. presents the convergence performance of the
proposed AO-based algorithms for the sensing-centric and
communication-centric designs in the RMA-aided near-field
ISAC system. In Fig. @I we set the minimum SINR for each
UT as I'jn = 6dB and the maximum trace of CRB for the
sensing target as Cyax = 1 x 107% As depicted in Fig.
Algorithm [I] converges within about 20 iterations for
solving the sensing-centric problem. The root CRB (RCRB)
of the distance information dy decreases from 8.2 x 104 to
5.7 x 10~%; the RCRB of the elevation angle information 6
from 3.1 x10~* t0 9.0 x 10~5; the RCRB of the azimuth angle
information 0y from 4.2 x 10~* to 1.2 x 10~%, which confirms
the effectiveness of our proposed algorithm for obtaining
feasible solutions and improving sensing performance. Note
that in the first iteration, Algorithm [1] optimizes the transmit
beamforming as well as the positions and rotations of RMAs,
satisfying the minimum SINR constraints. In Fig. Algo-
rithm [2| converges within about 10 iterations for solving the
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Fig. 2: Performance versus the iteration number

communication-centric problem. The sum-rate increases from
1.63 bps/Hz to 68.49 bps/Hz, which shows the effectiveness
and the great improvement in the communication performance
of our proposed algorithm.

C. Performance Comparison for Different Setups

To demonstrate the individual effect and synergy of RMAs’
rotations and element position movement, we introduce six
different setups for the antennas at BS, namely “Transmit &
receive RMA”, “Transmit RMA & receive FPA”, “Transmit
only rotation & receive FPA”, “Transmit conventional MA &
receive FPA”, “Transmit 1D-rotation RMA & receive FPA”,
and “Transmit FPA & receive FPA”, respectively.

o Transmit & receive RMA: Both the TP and RP can
execute 3D rotations while all the transmit and receive
antennas can move in the 2D planes.

o Transmit RMA & receive FPA: The TP can execute 3D
rotations while the transmit antennas can move in TP.
The rotation angles of RP and the positions of receive
antennas are fixed.

o Transmit only rotation & receive FPA: The TP can
execute 3D rotations. The rotation angles of RP, the
positions of transmit and receive antennas are fixed.

o Transmit conventional MA & receive FPA: The transmit
antennas can move in TP. The rotation angles of TP and
RP, the positions of receive antennas are fixed.
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e Transmit 1D-rotation RMA & receive FPA: The TP can
execute 1D rotations, i.e., o', while the transmit antennas
can move in TP. The rotation angles of RP and the
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Fig. 4: Sum-rate versus Clyax

positions of receive antennas are fixed.

o Transmit FPA & receive FPA: The rotation angles of TP
and RP as well as the positions of transmit and receive
antennas are fixed.

Fig. B shows the sensing performance comparison for dif-
ferent I' ;. As can be observed, the RCRBs of dy, 6y, and ¢
increase as increment of I'y,;,. When I'y;, increases, higher
power is required in the beams serving communication users
due to stricter SINR constraints and the RMAs also move and
rotate accordingly to the positions and angles that are more
inclined towards ensuring communication performance. Com-
pared to other setups, the setup with transmit & receive RMA
significantly achieves the best sensing performance, which
indicates a synergy between transmit and receive RMAs. The
setups with transmit RMA & receive FPA, transmit conven-
tional MA & receive FPA, and transmit 1D-rotation RMA
& receive FPA achieve comparable sensing performance. It
implies that the sensing performance gain from rotations is
relatively limited in this context. Comparing the performance
of the setups with transmit only rotation & receive FPA and
transmit FPA & receive FPA, we can find that the rotations
of RMA perform a higher gain for RCRB of dy, since the
rotations allow for a more noticeable difference in the distance
between the antennas at BS and the sensing target.

Fig. @ shows the communication performance comparison
for different C\, . With I'1 i = 6dB. As shown, the downlink
sum-rate increases as the increment of Cl,x and gradually
slows down, which can be regarded as a manifestation of
the CRB-rate boundary [33]]. In Fig. 4] the performance gain
from rotations is more significant compared to the sensing-
centric design because the effective aperture loss is mitigated
by the rotations of TP and RP. The downlink sum-rate of the
setup with transmit & receive RMA is substantially higher
than transmit FPA & receive FPA. At Chax = 1.4 x 1076,
the former achieves 78.7% performance improvement over
the latter. This indicates that the proposed BS design and
algorithm are desirable and appealing when the ISAC network
is heavily loaded.
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D. Performance for Discrete Rotations

In practical deployment, continuous rotation of RMAs is
difficult to realize since RMAs need to be mechanically moved

11

80

751

Sum-Rate (bps/Hz)
[o2] ~
(3] o

(o2
o

—O— Transmit 8bit RMA & receive FPA
—— Transmit 6bit RMA & receive FPA
Transmit 4bit RMA & receive FPA
Transmit 2bit RMA & receive FPA

1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2
c x10°®

Fig. 6: Sum-rate versus Cy,.x With discrete rotations

by physical devices, such as a stepper motor that can only
adjust the rotations of each RMA in discrete steps, which
are usually specified by the motor used [14]]. As such, we
employ discrete rotations for the transmit RMA & receive
FPA setup in Fig. 3] and Fig. [6l Specifically, we uniformly
quantize the rotation angles with 2 to 8 bits by quantizing the
initial rotation angles and the corresponding element of the
particles in Algorithm [Il and Algorithm 2l From Fig. [3al5d it
is obvious that quantization reduces the sensing performance
to a certain extent. As shown in Fig. [fl quantization has a
more significant impact on the reduction of communication
performance. As the number of quantization bits gets reduced,
the downlink sum-rate gradually decreases, even falling below
the setup with transmit 1D continuous rotation RMA & receive
FPA. It indicates that the quantization level of RMA discrete
rotation should be chosen based on the communication rate
requirement and hardware conditions in practical deployment.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the RMA-enabled near-field
ISAC system. We derived an accurate near-field channel model
by introducing the effective aperture loss to the conven-
tional spherical wave model and formulated two optimization
problems for the sensing-centric and communication-centric
designs, respectively. To solve the non-convex sensing-centric
problem, we proposed an AO-based algorithm with the SDR
method for optimizing the transmit beamforming and the
PSO method for optimizing RMAs’ rotations and positions.
Moving on to the communication-centric problem, we first
rewrote it into a more tractable form and then proposed a
similar algorithm to optimize the transmit beamforming and
RMASs’ rotations and positions. Numerical results verified the
effectiveness of the proposed algorithms and the advantages
of the considered RMA-enabled ISAC network compared to
conventional FPA-based systems. The proposed RMA-enabled
near-field ISAC system is expected to perform a more accurate
sensing and higher downlink communication rate by optimally
designing the transmit beamforming and the RMAS’ positions
and rotations.



APPENDIX
A. Fisher Information Matrices for Near-Filed ISAC
For a given G = 7ngohl, the unknown parameters are

denoted by ¢ = [do, 00, 0, n",n']. The covariance matrix
of the received ISAC signal is represented by R,. Define

Yo = [yo(1),...,y0(T)] € CN¥*T and uy = vec(Yy). Then,
according to [25], the FIM for estimating ¢ can be partitioned
as
2 8ug 8110 Ji1 Jio
Ak a3 Bl S Y
Jaodo  Jdobo Jdo¢0
where  Jq3 = Joodo  J0000 Jooso |» Ji2 =
J¢70d0 J¢7090 ']<Z50¢70
Jdonr Jdoni - 0
Jogyr Jogni |- and  Joo = [ 76" I ] For
J¢077' Jd’oni G

a,b € {do,0,b0,1,n'}, the value of each entry is

given by
2 [oul o
Jab:_ﬁ{ﬂﬂ},
90

Oa 0Ob (58)

By exploiting the approximation R, ~ %XXH, we have

20n|2T dgoh] . Ohjgl)
- o r( 9 ap ) (39)
2T Ohjgl
Lt *g LTt z&
I 083?{77 r(gohy R ap )}’ (60)
2T . dhig
= 2 (g R, 21080 1
J,, 033‘%{]77 r(goho R —5 )}’ 1)
2T )
Ty = Iy = —5 R {tr(gohg Robie) b, (62)
0

for p,q € {do, b0, Po}.
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