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Abstract—This paper investigates reconfigurable intelligent sur-
face (RIS)-assisted unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) downlink net-
works with fluid antennas (FA), where RIS enables non-line-of-sight
(NLoS) transmissions. Moreover, the FA is equipped on the UAV
offering dynamic antenna position adjustment, enhancing spatial
diversity besides UAV deployment. We aim at total downlink rate
maximization while ensuring minimum user rate requirement. We
LO consider joint optimization of active UAV beamforming, passive RIS
e\ beamforming, UAV deployment and FA position adjustment. To
o address the complex problem, we propose beamfomring for RIS/UAV

and FA-UAV deployment (BRAUD) scheme by employing alternative
optimization, successive convex approximation (SCA) and sequential
rank-one constraint relaxation (SROCR) method for the decomposed
subproblems. Simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness of
RIS-FA-UAYV, achieving the highest rate among existing architectures
(O without FA/UAV/RIS deployment and without proper beamforming.
«—| Moreover, BRAUD achieves the highest rate among benchmarks of

drop-rank method, heuristic optimizations and conventional zero-
——torcing beamforming as well as random method.
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— I. INTRODUCTION

F>| Unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) have captured significant at-
LO tention as a promising technology to create resilient and adaptable

(Y) wireless communication networks. UAV-assisted communication
O) networks not only extend coverage to remote or underserved
C)_ areas but also boost energy efficiency (EE) through optimized
«— deployment strategies [[1]]. However, challenges emerge in com-
© plex or heavily obstructed environments, like urban areas with tall
LO buildings or dense forests, where signal propagation losses can
. . greatly impair communication quality, resulting in prevalent non-
= line-of-sight (NLoS) paths. Although higher deployment altitudes
'>2 can improve line-of-sight (LoS) connectivity, it will introduce
higher path loss. Striking a balance between altitude and signal
E integrity is essential yet challenging, as both LoS access and
minimal path loss should be considered.
To address these challenges, reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
(RIS) have emerged as an innovative solution [2]-[4]. By dy-
namically adjusting elemental phase-shifts and amplitudes, RIS
beamforming can control reflection and scattering of wireless sig-
nals. As a crucial benefit, RIS greatly mitigates multipath fading,
enhances system spectral efficiency, and expands potential service
coverage for multiusers [3]], [6]. Furthermore, the integration of
UAVs with RIS marks a significant leap forward, enhancing
the performance of emerging networks [7]], [8]. Studies in [9]],
[10] have shown that the UAV-RIS combination significantly
boosts system performance by maximizing sum rates at users
while minimizing total power consumption. These advancements
are achieved through optimized UAV deployment/beamforming,
scheduling, RIS configurations, and power allocation.
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Fig. 1. The proposed architecture of RIS-aided FA-UAV downlink networks.

Complementing UAV-RIS, fluid antenna (FA) systems [I1],
known as movable antennas, are gaining substantial attention
thanks to adapting wireless channels. Unlike UAV deployment
operating on larger space, FA exploits fine-grained and real-
time adjustment by physically repositioning the antenna element,
introducing new degrees of freedom [[12]. This flexibility allows
FA to dynamically respond to channel conditions and optimize
signal paths. Hardware architecture and channel characteriza-
tion for FA systems are studied in [13]. FA systems high-
light several advantages, including enhanced simultaneous multi-
beamforming and low-power consumption. Lower transmission
power is consumed than traditional fixed-position antenna arrays,
as beamformed signals are better aligned to small-scale fading
channel [14]]. Accordingly, the integration of FA systems holds
significant potential for improving adaptability and efficiency in
high-density or highly-interfered environments [13]]. In this work,
we explore the potential of equipping UAVs with FA. UAV
deployment compensates for large-scale fading, while FA position
adjustments help mitigate small-scale fading more effectively than
UAV deployment alone. RIS is incorporated to address potential
transmission path blockages and further enhance multiuser service
coverage. The main contributions of this paper are summarized
as follows:

e We propose a novel architecture deploying RIS in FA-
mounted UAV networks, where RIS enables NLoS transmis-
sion. UAV deployment combats large-scale channel fading,
while FA alleviates small-scale fading, introducing additional
degrees of freedom through hybrid-scaled spatial diversity.

o We aim at maximizing the downlink sum rate while ensuring
minimum user rate. We jointly optimize UAV beamforming,
RIS beamforming, UAV deployment, and FA position. The
unsolvable problem is decomposed into four subproblems
solved by alternating optimization. We propose beamfomring
for RIS/UAV and FA-UAV deployment (BRAUD) scheme
by utilizing successive convex approximation (SCA) and
sequential rank-one constraint relaxation (SROCR) method
to convert them into solvable forms.

e Numerical results demonstrate that BRAUD achieves the
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highest rates compared to cases without FA, UAV, RIS or
proper beamforming. Increasing the number of FA anten-
nas and RIS elements enhances flexibility and degrees of
freedom, further combating channel fading. The proposed
BRAUD scheme also achieves the highest rate compared
to benchmarks of drop-rank, heuristic optimization, conven-
tional beamforming, and random method.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In Fig. [ we consider the UAV serving K downlink
users equipped with a single antenna, with user set K =
{1,...,k,..., K}. The UAV is equipped with an FA array having
N = N - N, transmit antenna elements. Notations N}, and
N, indicate the numbers of horizontal and vertical elements,
respectively, with sets as N, = {1,...,np,..., Np} and N, =
{1,...,n4, ..., N, }. The size of FA is given by L = Ly, - L,,
where L, and L, are the lengths of horizontal and vertical sides.
The RIS is composed of M elements with phase-shift matrix
©® = diag (ejel,...,ejem, ,ejeM). Notation of #,, indicates
the phase-shift of the m-th RIS element. The 3D Cartesian
coordinates are considered, i.e., positions of the RIS, UAV, and
user k are defined as xR = [2R yR 2R|T, u = [2V,yY, 2Y]7, and
xUE = [2VE yVE UEIT | respectively. Due to UAV mobility, the
boundary of flying area is constrained by

Upin = U = Uy, (1)

where Uy, and up, are the corresponding minimum and maxi-
mum coordinates of the flight boundary. Moreover, due to velocity
limitation, UAV movement must comply with

lu—u'[[< 6, @

where u’ is the previous location, whilst § is the moving distance
threshold. The (np,n,)-th element of the FA array response

vector APA € C"»X"v can be expressed as
FA kan n

[Ann, = L 3)

where the wave vector is k =

2T [cos (¥) cos(), cos (¥) sin(¥),sin (¥)], A is wavelength,

and the position of each FA element is xf{’;mv =
[} . yiy 2B 1T Notations of ¢ and o) are azimuth and

elevation angles of UAV. Due to hardware limitation, FA element
is geometrically confined by the following constraints:

‘Tfl/: [ _‘TELA;L 1,m%, >d:Elh7 vnh ethny7n{U€Nv, (43.)
Yo e Y ey 2y, Y,y € Niyny €Ny, (4b)
‘Tll:An >0, xNh Ty < Lh7 Vn, € N’U7 (40)
ynh,l = O’ ynh Ny < LU? \V/nh ENha (4d)
FA
MNh Mo Znh n/
Vnp,ny, € Nu, ny,nl, € Ny, np #njp,n, #nl.  (de)

Constraints (4a) and (@h) avoid collision by guaranteeing inter-
element distance thresholds d,u and d, 4 in horizontal and
vertical directions, respectively. Constraint (4c) confines the range
of FA, i.e., the position of the first element should be larger than
0, whereas the last one cannot exceed the horizontal width L.
Similarly, constraint for vertical direction can be deduced in (@d).
Constraint (&€l exhibits the identical height of FA.

The channel follows Rician fading between UAV and RIS as

GU — /hodal{ (PIIJ_OS A + P[I}ILOS . GELOS) ’ (5)

where A = vec(AR)Hvec(AFA) € CM*N is the array response
matrix of UAV to RIS, where AR for RIS can be identically
obtained based on @). vec() reshapes a matrix into a vector
representation. Notation of hg = d indicates the pathloss
at the reference distance dy, c is the hght speed, and f is the
operating frequency. Notation dy indicates the distance between
UAV and RIS, and & is the pathloss exponent. The LoS probability
between UAV and RIS is given by P55 = m (131,
where a; and ao are constants determined by the environments.
Note that PYLS = 1— PLS is the probability of NLoS. Moreover,
NLoS path GNLOS € (CMXN follows Rayleigh fading. Similarly,
the channel between RIS and user k is

gre =/ hodg (PR - gxn + PR - 8Ri™) s (6)

where the pertinent parameters can follow similar definitions
to those in (B). Accordingly, the effective RIS channel can be
obtained as g, = g, @Gy € C*V. The transmitted signal and
the beamforming vector of the k-th user are defined as sj and
wy € CNX1, respectively. Then, the received signal of user k is
given by

Uk = BkWkSE + Bk D WSk + Tk, (N
k' eK\k
where nj ~ CN(0,0%) denotes complex additive white Gaus-
sian noise (AWGN) with power oZ. Therefore, the signal-to-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) is obtained as
_ lgewi|?
Ve = D) 5" (8)
Ywer\k l8rwi|” + o
Based on (8), the achievable rate of user k£ can be obtained as
Ry = 1Og2(1 + "Yk)-

We intend to investigate the rate maximization problem with
the arguments of transmit beamforming wy, RIS phase-shift
configuration ®, deployment of UAV u and position of FA
elements X", which can be represented by

o 2 T .
st. 0, €[0,21), Vme M, (9b)
D W< Pras, (9¢)
ke
Ri > Runin, Vk€eK, (9d)
u € Dy, (9e)
X™ e Ryx. 9N

Constraint (@B) limits RIS phase-shifts, whereas (Oc) guarantees
maximum transmit power Pp.x. Constraint (9d) ensures the min-
imum required user rate, whilst (O¢) restricts UAV deployment
Dx = {(,@)}. Constraint @f) confines FA deployment of

x = {{@a) — @&)}. The primary challenge of this problem lies
on nonconvexity, nonlinearity, and coupled variables. To address
these issues, we employ the alternating optimization to iteratively
optimize the decomposed in the subsequent section.



III. PROPOSED BRAUD ALGORITHM

A. Transmit Beamforming Optimization

Firstly, we prioritize optimizing the subproblem of transmit
beamforming W = [w1, wa, ..., wk]| with the fixed parameters
{©,u, X"}, Then, the subproblem can be formulated as

max ZRk(W) s.t. (Od, @d).

ke

(10)

We transform problem (I0) by introducing the auxiliary variables

F, £ wkw,‘:f , with the rank-one constraint as rank(Fjy) =

1. The total solution set of transmit beamforming as F £

[F1,F2,...,Fk]. Then, the objective function can be reformu-
Tr(Frgp

lated as Ry(F) = log, <1 + S é‘rflgfgg{;;kﬂoi)' Then,

constraint (Od) can be rewritten as

Tr (Frgi'ge) + (1—2%) | Y Tr (Figffer) +op | >0.
JEK\K

(1)

Additionally, it can be observed that F, is semi-definite. Accord-
ingly, the subproblem (I0) can be transformed into

> Ri(F) (12a)
kel
st. (@@, Fp=0,VkeK, Y Tr(F)< P, (12b)
ke
rank(Fp) =1, Vk e K. (12¢)

The transformed problem (I2) is still non-convex due to
the objective function (12a), constraint (1) and rank-one
constraint (12d). Firstly, we employ the method of dif-
ference of two concave functions (D.C.) to tackle the
rate term. We rewrite Ri(F) = [fi(F) — zi(F), where

fx(F) = log, (ZjeKTr(Fjg,?gk)—l—az), and z,(F) =

log, (Zjelc\k Tr (Figi gn) + ‘71%)~

convex term of z,(F), we adopt SCA with the first-order Taylor

approximation as 2 (F) zk(F(t))—l—Tr (VZZ(F“))(F —F®)),

where V2] (F()) = g g . Till now, the
ek In2

Tr (t)gH gk + U
objective (I2a) and constraint (I]g]]) become convex Secondly, we
employ SROCR to solve rank-one constraint (I2d). Unlike the
conventional semi-definite relaxation (SDR) method that directly
drops it, SROCR can gradually relax (I2d) [16]. At the ¢-th
iteration, rank-one constraint (12d) can be updated as

However, due to non-

H
()\,(f)) FAY > 7T (F)), (13)

where 7'1(75,)C € [0,1] is a relaxation constant, indicating the ratio

of the largest eigenvalue of F(t) to Tr(F( )) at previous iteration
t. Notation of )\,(C) represents the eigenvector associated with the
eigenvalue of F,(:). As a result, we can rewrite problem (I2) as

max D (f(F) = 2(F)) st (120, (D3

ke

(14)

The problem (I4) is convex and a semidefinite programming
(SDP) problem, which can be solved by convex optimization
tools. After Fy, is obtained, Cholesky decomposition is used
to reconstruct the wy, which is omitted for brevity.

B. RIS Configuration Optimization

After solving W, we proceed to solve the subproblem with
respect to (w.r.t.) RIS configuration ® as

max ];CR,C(@ s.t. (©B), ©d). (15)
The term in Rj(®) can be rewritten as |gpwi|> =
‘géfk@Guwk‘z = ™ (diag(gr.x)Guwy) ‘2 = o ar, (k)’ =
goHQk)(k)go, where (a) follows ¢ = [6391, ...,eﬂeM]T, whereas

(b) defines qy, (1) = diag(gr,x)Guws. Last equality (c) defines
Qr,(x) = qk_,(k)qu (k)" Then, we introduce the auxiliary variable
V = @, The sum rate can be rewritten as

Tr(VQy,(x))
vt (14 , .6
#(V) = log, ( e Tr(VQy () + o} e

From (16), the constraint (9d) can be derived as

Tr(VQy 1)) + (1= 2%) | > Tr(VQu ) + 07 | >0,
JEK\E
(17)
The subproblem (13)) is transformed to
> RV (18a)
kex
st. (@, V=0, Te(V) =M, rank(V) =1,  (18b)

where V satisfies the semi-definite properties in constraints (ISb).
The non-convex problem (18] can be solved by SROCR following
the previous subproblem, with rank-one constraint replaced by

)’

€ [0,1] is the ratio of the largest eigenvalue of V(t )

Ve > A0V, (19)

where 7'2( e

to Tr(V,(C )) at previous iteration ¢’. Notation of &, () represents

the eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue of V,(C . The
objective function in problem (I8) can be transformed into the
difference of two concave functions, i.e., Ry(V) = fr(V) —

2(V), where fr(V) = log, (Zje,c Tr(VQk7(j))+cr,%)

z(V) = log, (Zje,c\k Tr(VQy, ) + 0,%). Employing a first-
order Taylor approximation for non-convex term of zj (V) yields
the problem as

max > (fr(V) = 2(V)

kex
st. (@, @), V=0, Tr(V) =M,
where 2,(V) = z (V(t/)g + vzl (V(t/)) (V - V(t/)) and
T (t')) _ jervk U, ()
VZk (V (ZjEKl\k Tr(V(“)Qk,(j))-i-Ui)-lnz' Problem m
has been transformed into an SDP problem, which can be
effectively solved by arbitrary convex optimization tools.

and

(20a)

C. UAV Deployment Optimization

Given the solved parameters of {W,®} and fixed u, the
problem of UAV deployment can be reformulated as

max ZRk(u) s.t. @d), @é).

kex

21



The sum rate can be written as

Ry (u) = log, Z ‘hodRJﬁ dy 2ER7,€®GUWJ-‘ + o}
JER

_E _ K — 2
“logy | Y ’hodR);dU 2gR7k®Gij’ ro2|, @
JEK\k
where B = LS gl + RS - gl and Gy = S A+
PYLoS . GNLOS. The square term in Ry (u) can be rewritten as
e e — H ,_ _
hng,szK (gR,k@GUWj)H (gR,k@GUWj) £ Ch,; Dy, where
Crj = h3 (Br 1 OGuw;) " (BrxOGuw,) and Dy = dyidy".
Accordingly, constraint (9d) can be rewritten as

Z Ck,jDk + (1 _ 2Rmin)

JjeEK

> CriDitop| >0, (23)
jEK\k

We further recast the objective function as
max ];C (fr(u) — z(w) st @), @3,
€

where f(u) = logy (3 ,cxc DiChr,j+o07) and z(u) =
log, (Zje,c\k Dy,Cy; + 07 ). To handle the coupled term, we
rewrite D} as

Dy = dglidi” 2 ax-p = (a4 +0)%/2 = 42/2 = P*/2,
where auxiliary variables are defined as ¢, = dgy and p
dy", where (|x® —xVE|2)% = g " and (ju—=xR8?)% = p~..
Consequently, we further approximate the non-convex parts by
employing SCA. Thus, problem @24) is reformulated as

(24)

(25)

A

Cmax Y (fi (w) — Z(w)) (262)
Pk yqk P kel
S.t. 7 (m%
K 2
(I = x®2) % < 1/0” — 1/0" (@ — o), VE €K,
(26b)
(=) <1/ = 1/p(p—p"), 260

Dy, > (qr +p)?/2 — [q,(f)z/2 +q (Qk - q,(f)ﬂ
- [p(l)2/2 +p® (p - p“)” L VkeK, (26d)

where 2 (u) = zx(uV) + V2l (u®W)(u —u®) and Vz}'(u) =

(Zje;c\kj;igk,jii TR At right hand side of constraints (26b)—
@6d), SCA is employed for ¢, ', p~' and @3) wrt g, p
and joint {qx, p} respectively. Note that superscript (1) indicates
the solution of UAV deployment obtained at the previous [-
th iteration. That is, the next UAV position is optimized and
predicted based on the current channel and position information.
Then, problem (28) becomes convex and solvable.

D. FA Position Matrix Optimization

Given the solved parameters of {W,®, u}, the optimization
of FA adjustment can be reformulated as

max Z Ri(x™™) st @d), ©f.

* kek

27)

Note that Ry (x™) follows the same form as ([@2). We
2

rewrite the square term in () as ’gf OGUW; =
2
’gfgke hody™ (P5°SA+P§L°SG§L°S)WJ“ =

hodam|m1)kAWj+m2)k)j|2, where m; ; = PleOS . gfgkg
and maoy; = PYS - gll, ©GYSw,. Subsequently, problem
@7 can be reformulated as

max S (™) = (™) st @D, @D,

ke

(28)

where fk(XFA) :10g2 (Zjelc hoda'{ |m1,;€ij +m271€7j|2+0,%)

and zj, (x") =log, (Zje,c\k hod " |my b Aw; +m27k7j|2+a,%) .
We observe that fi,(x"), z;,(x") and @d) are non-convex due
to complex variables in the exponential term. Then, we acquire
the following transformed problem by SCA as

max Y (fuls™) = (™)) (292)

kek
st @, fux™) = 5(x"™) > R, Yk € K, (29b)
where Fre(xF2) = fre(xFAM) +
Ty (vfg’(XFA(l’))(XFA _ XFA(l’))) and  2,(xFA) _
2(xFA)) 4 T (Vz;{(xFA(l/))(xFA —xFA(l/))). Note that

the detailed calculation of first-order gradients of V fi(x™)
and Vzj(x™) are omitted for brevity. To this end, problem
@29) becomes convex and can be readily solved by arbitrary
convex optimization tools. Overall algorithm of the proposed
BRAUD scheme is conducted by iteratively solving W in
problem (I4), solving ® in problem (@0), solving u in
problem (26), and solving X in problem (29). The total
computational complexity order of BRAUD is given by
0 ([)]\74'5 + M*V/N + M35 + (MK)3 ~T10g2(%)), where T
indicates the upper bound of the total iteration and ¢ indicates
the accuracy for the approximation of the interior-point method.
Note that four terms in the complexity order respectively
represent the four subproblems in (I4), @0), (26), and (29).

IV. SIMULATION RESULT

Simulation results are provided to validate the effectiveness
of RIS-FA-UAV and proposed BRAUD scheme. The altitudes
of UAV/RIS/users are set to {100,30,1.7} m. Other related
parameters are set as follows: a; = 0.3, as = 0.7, kK = 2.2,
0 =20m, A = 0.1 m, Py = 2 Watt, Ry, = 1 bps/Hz. Users are
uniformly and randomly distributed within a radius of {100, 300}
meters for scenarios 1 and 2, respectively. The RIS is deployed
at a distance of [100, 500] meters away from the users.

In Fig. 2l we compare BRAUD across different cases without
FA, UAV, RIS optimization, and random beamforming (w/o BF).
Notably, in the case of fixed UAV deployment (w/o UAV), the
sum rate converges smoothly due to the absence of distance-based
channel fading variations. The worst rate performance is observed
with improper UAV/RIS beamforming, but the rate improves
when only RIS beamforming is suboptimal. Active/passive beam-
forming can partially compensate for the fixed UAV deployment.
By comparing the cases w/o FA and w/o UAV, UAV deployment
becomes more critical, as it mitigates large-scale fading. Overall,
BRAUD achieves substantial rate improvements of around 13%,
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65%, 213%, and 287% compared to cases without FA, UAV, RIS
deployment, and beamforming, respectively.

Fig.3lillustrates the rate performance with different numbers of
users K, FA antennas N and RIS elements M. We observe that
the rate decreases with more users increases, due to insufficient
spatial diversity. However, more FA antennas provide additional
adjustable positions to combat small-scale fading in the UAV-RIS
link. Similarly, increasing RIS elements enhances rate by enabling
more phase-shift adjustments for different users, mitigating chan-
nel fading in the RIS-user link. Also, with more FA antennas, the
requirement for RIS elements can be reduced. For example, less
rate improvement is observed when increasing M from 8 to 16
when N = 12, compared to that when N = 8, because FA can
adjust both antenna position and active beamforming.

Fig. @ compares rates for different RIS deployments and FA ad-
justments under scenarios 1 (hotspot) and 2 (sparse users). Here,
w/ FA (full-FA) indicates that all antennas are movable, while w/o
FA represents fixed position with evenly spaced antennas. Half-FA
assumes that 50% antennas are movable. We observe that deploy-
ing the RIS closer to users yields a higher rate due to stronger
reflected signals. Scenario 1 shows a higher rate primarily due
to lower propagation loss compared to scenario 2. Additionally,
the half-FA configuration results in only a 4% rate reduction
compared to full-FA, achieving a compelling balance between
potential hardware complexity/cost and system performance.

In Fig.[5l we compare BRAUD with four methods: Benchmark
(BM) 1 applies a drop-rank approach [18], ignoring rank-one
constraints in beamforming. BM 2 uses zero-forcing beamforming
without accounting for interference. BM 3 employs a heuristic ge-
netic algorithm (GA) [19], incorporating bio-inspired operations
of elite selection, crossover and mutation. BMs 4 and 5 adopt
multi-armed bandit (MAB) with quantized parameters and
continuous MAB, respectively. Note that the baseline randomizes
all parameters. Zero-forcing effectively adjusts both active and
passive beamforming, yielding improved rate over the baseline.
However, GA and MAB, with their heuristic mechanisms, can
better optimize deployment and configuration, resulting in higher
rate than zero-forcing. Moreover, continuous MAB without quan-

tization errors can have higher rate than quantized MAB and GA.
Due to potential local solutions, drop-rank achieves a higher rate
than BMs 3-5. Additionally, BRAUD outperforms BM 1 by a
significant margin, as the drop-rank approach leads to relaxed
constraints that result in less precise parameter recovery.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the potential of RIS-FA-UAV network
for maximizing the total downlink rate while maintaining user
rate requirement. The proposed BRAUD scheme iteratively solves
the subproblems w.r.t. active UAV beamforming, passive RIS
beamforming, UAV deployment and FA position adjustment. The
employment of SCA and SROCR addresses the challenges of
nonconvexity, nonlinearity, and rank-one constraints. Numerical
results have revealed BRAUD achieves the significant rate im-
provement of around 13%, 65%, 213%, and 287% compared to ar-
chitectures without FA, UAV, RIS deployment, and without proper
beamforming, respectively. Benefited from additional FA/RIS
elements, BRAUD achieves higher rates due to the increased
degrees of freedom for mitigating channel fading. Furthermore,
BRAUD outperforms existing benchmarks, including the drop-
rank method, zero-forcing beamforming, heuristic optimization,
and baseline random methods, in terms of rate.
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