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Abstract—Massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
systems exploit the spatial diversity achieved with an array of
many antennas to perform spatial multiplexing of many users.
Similar performance can be achieved using fewer antennas if
movable antenna (MA) elements are used instead. MA-enabled
arrays can dynamically change the antenna locations, mechani-
cally or electrically, to achieve maximum spatial diversity for the
current propagation conditions. However, optimizing the antenna
locations for each channel realization is computationally exces-
sive, requires channel knowledge for all conceivable locations,
and requires rapid antenna movements, thus making real-time
implementation cumbersome. To overcome these challenges, we
propose a pre-optimized irregular array (PIA) concept, where the
antenna locations at the base station are optimized a priori for
a given coverage area. The objective is to maximize the average
sum rate and we take a particle swarm optimization approach
to solve it. Simulation results show that PIA achieves perfor-
mance comparable to MA-enabled arrays while outperforming
traditional uniform arrays. Hence, PIA offers a fixed yet efficient
array deployment approach without the complexities associated
with MA-enabled arrays.

Index Terms—Irregular Antenna Arrays, Movable Antennas,
Block Diagonalization, Particle Swarm Optimization, MIMO.

I. INTRODUCTION

The adoption of massive MIMO (multiple-input multiple-
output) technology with 32-64 antennas per base station (BS)
was groundbreaking for 5G, enhancing both spectral and
energy efficiency compared to 4G [1]. Hence, the number
of antennas per BS is envisioned to continue growing in
6G and beyond, for example, in the form of ultra-massive
MIMO at terahertz frequencies [2]] and gigantic MIMO in the
upper mid-band [3]. These evolutions will lead to uniform
planar arrays (UPAs) with hundreds or even thousands of
antennas per BS, which is associated with significant increases
in hardware cost and computational complexity due to the
numerous parallel radio frequency (RF) chains [4]. This raises
the question: Can we design non-uniform arrays that achieve
similar performance using substantially fewer antennas?

In multi-user MIMO scenarios, the BS antenna array should
capture enough spatial diversity to make the users’ channel
matrices nearly orthogonal. This can be achieved in low-
scattering propagation environments using a sparse array con-
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figuration at the BS. Thanks to the increased spacing between
the antennas, the spatial correlation among them decreases,
leading to more variability among the channel coefficients
observed over the array (i.e., more spatial diversity) compared
to using a conventional half-wavelength-spaced array [5]. Even
if sparse arrays achieve very narrow beams, they also suffer
from grating lobes that might hit other users and anyway cause
strong interference [6]—this issue cannot be fully mitigated
using an array with fixed antenna locations.

To fully exploit spatial diversity, the concept of movable
antennas (MAs) was proposed in [7] and recently evaluated
in [8]-[10] (among others). The principle idea is to use a
flexible antenna array where the individual elements can be
mechanically or electrically “moved” to a different location
(within certain bounds), e.g., using a flexible cable/rail and a
controller such as a stepper motor [11]. The main feature of
MA-enabled arrays is that the array geometry can be tailored
to the current needs of the system [8], such as creating exact
orthogonality between the current users’ channel matrices.

An MA-enabled array must be equipped with real-time op-
timization functionalities. In [9], [10], an optimization frame-
work utilizing particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm
was proposed to move the antennas to maximize the sum rate
for the current users. Using that framework, the MA-enabled
array demonstrates significant performance gains over fixed
uniform arrays. A recent review of the topic is found in [§].

There are three inherent practical challenges with using
MAs in a real system. First and foremost, it requires a dynamic
MA—a movable antenna that can change its configuration
when already in use—which is a step beyond current antenna
technology. Second, the run-time of the optimization algorithm
must be a fraction of the channel coherence time (i.e., at the
sub-millisecond level), which is a major challenge since PSO
is a computationally intense optimization technique. Finally,
running the optimization algorithm for every channel realiza-
tion implies that the BS side must have perfect knowledge of
the channel conditions for all conceivable antenna locations,
which is possible in free-space propagation with known user
positions, but rarely the case in real network deployments.
Hence, while the use of MA-enabled arrays can lead to major
performance gains in theory, the three above-mentioned issues
are so severe that they might not be practically realizable.
Furthermore, to the best of our knowledge, existing studies
on optimization for MA-enabled arrays focus exclusively
on single-antenna multi-user MIMO systems. However, 5G
user equipments (UEs) are already equipped with multiple
antennas, which are used to enhance spectral efficiency, and
these must be considered in any practical MA-enabled system.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.03994v1

In this paper, we propose addressing the problems with MA-
enabled arrays by developing an antenna array optimization
framework, where the BS antenna locations are optimized
offline and only once (i.e., before its deployment on the site).
The resulting array is sparse, irregular, and tailored to the
coverage area, but the antenna configuration remains fixed
during system operation, so there is no need to dynamically
reconfigure it on-site. Our optimization framework is based on
the well-established PSO approach, but we propose a novel
objective function—to maximize the expected sum rate across
all possible UE locations in the given coverage area—and
tailor the PSO algorithm for this goal.

The main contributions of this paper are:

e We address the high complexity problems related to
MA-enabled arrays by formulating a novel objective
function—referred to as pre-optimized irregular array
(PIA)—where the average sum rate is maximized, rather
than the instantaneous sum rate used in state-of-the-art
approaches. As a result, different from MA approaches,
no real-time optimization of the array is required by PIA,
thus, notably reducing the implementation complexity.
We show numerically that PIA still achieves nearly the
same performance as MA-enabled arrays, particularly
when there is a surplus of BS antennas, and significantly
outperforms conventional and sparse UPA.

e Our optimization framework is developed for a system
where the UEs are equipped with multiple antennas.
This extension relaxes a key simplistic assumption in
the existing works on MA-enabled arrays: the focus
on single-antenna multi-user MIMO systems. This gen-
eralization is non-trivial, as it requires incorporating
advanced signal processing techniques, such as block
diagonalization, among other additions.

Section II presents the system model, followed by Section
IIT and Section IV, which discuss the problem formulation
and our proposed solution, respectively. Section V presents
the numerical evaluation of the proposed solution, PIA, in
comparison with benchmarks such as MA-enabled arrays.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a communication system with a BS equipped
with a sparse irregular array, as illustrated in Fig. [l The array
consists of M antennas that are deployed in the yz-plane.
The coordinate of the m-th BS antenna is denoted by t,, =
[0, Ym, zm]", for m € {1,..., M}. The antenna coordinates
will be optimized, but for practical reasons, they can only be
moved within predefined non-overlapping rectangular areas.
More precisely, we consider M reference positions (32,, 29)
that are arranged as a sparse UPA in the yz-plane with M,
rows and M}, columns, where M = M, Mj,. The m-th antenna
can be moved within a local 2D region C,, of size Ly, X L,
centered around a reference position, such that C,,, = {(y, ) |
Yo — B <y <uyh + B, e - B <z <z 4+ )

We consider a downlink scenario where the BS transmits to
K multi-antenna UEs. Each UE is equipped with /N antennas,
arranged in a uniform linear array (ULA) along the z-axis,

with an antenna spacing of A. The position vector for the /-th

Az

Fig. 1: Illustration of BS with M MAs serving K UEs, each
is equipped with N antennas, in the deployment region.

antenna of the i-th UE is defined as r; ¢ = [r}, 7}, he]", for
i€{l,...,K} and ¢ € {1,...,N}, where r; and r; are
the zy-coordinates of the UE, and hy, is the height of the ¢-th
antenna. This height is defined as hy = hg + (£ — 1)A, where
ho is the reference height and ¢ is the antenna index[] To en-
sure efficient spatial multiplexing with controllable inter-user
interference, we assume that M > NK E We further assume
perfect channel knowledge to focus on the optimization of the
BS antenna locations.

The n;-dimensional data vector intended for the i-th UE,
d; € C™, is multiplied with a precoding matrix W; € CMxn:
and sent from the BS array. The received signal y; € CV is

K
yi = HiWid; + Z H,W;d; + n;, ey
J=1,j#1

where the channel matrix to the i-th UE is denoted by
H; € CV*M and n; € CV represents the additive complex
circular-symmetric Gaussian noise vector with the covariance
matrix o2I. The second term in (1) represents the interference
experienced by the i-th UE from data transmitted to other UEs.
The multi-UE interference term in () can be eliminated if
the precoder matrices W for all UEs are designed such that
H;W; = 0,Vi # j, i.e., the signal intended for the j-th UE
lies in the null space of the channel matrices of all other UEs.
This can be achieved using the block diagonalization (BD)
technique [13]], which constructs each UE’s precoder matrix
to ensure zero interference. For the ¢-th UE, the combined

IThe exact UE antenna configuration only affects the numerical results.
21f there are more user antennas than BS antennas, then user scheduling is
normally used to ensure that M > NK [12].



channel matrix of all other UEs is denoted by

H, = [H],..., H] | H},,,... H] e cNE-)xM
2)

The precoder matrix W; must lie in the null space of H;

o . . (0
to eliminate inter-UE interference. Let the column of VE )

contain an orthonormal basis for the null space of H,, such
that ﬁﬁf.o) = 0. Once the precoder matrix is restricted to
the null space of the interfering UEs’ channels, the precoder
is designed to maximize the achievable rate for the :-th UE.
This is done by applying singular value decomposition (SVD)

to the effective channel H;V; ’, which leads to

J— . H
HiVEO) =1U; [EZ 0} {V(l)V@} . 3)
O 0 K3 3
The precoder matrix for the ¢-th UE is then constructed as [13]]
W, = VEO)VEDD?Q, (4)

1 . . .
where Vg ) contains the n; singular vectors corresponding to
non-zero singular values, D; € C"*™ is a diagonal power
allocation matrix, and (-)'/2 denotes a matrix square root.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we present a novel problem formulation that
aims to optimize the BS antenna location to achieve maximal
communication performance, using a metric defined below.

For any BD precoding matrix of the kind in (@), we can
compute the rate achieved by the i-th UE as

1
R; = log, det <1 + —2H1-W1-W§‘H§‘> . )
g

For fixed antenna locations, we can maximize the sum rate
Ry = Zfil R; under a total downlink transmit power of
Pmax- The optimal power allocation matrices D1, ..., Dy are
given by the water-filling technique [6], [[L3], which allocates
power between UEs and individual data streams.

Since the UE locations are predetermined and uncontrol-
lable, the only remaining design variable for sum-rate opti-
mization is the positioning of the BS antennas. Each channel
matrix H; is actually a function of the BS antenna locations
t.n, Vm, which can be expressed as H;(t1, ..., tas). This type
of optimization has been considered in the existing literature,
for example, in [9], [10] (among others), where the antenna
locations are optimized to maximize the SINR/rate for one set
of UEs. When the UEs move or the scheduling changes, the
optimal antenna locations must be updated. This requires real-
time moveable antennas, which is associated with significant
implementation complexity, cost, and latency as optimization
must be performed once per channel coherence time.

In contrast, we propose to optimize the antenna locations
only once, based on the statistics of the user population and
coverage area. Suppose the user locations are generated as
a realization w from a random variable 2. The sum rate for
these user locations can then be expressed as R(Ew) (t1, .y tar)s
where we also highlight the dependence on the BS antenna
locations. We want to maximize the average sum rate across
different realizations of user locations.

We formulate our optimization problem as follows:

E {R(E“)(tl, ...,tM)} : (6)

I<m< M, @)
I<m#j<M, (8

maximize
ti,..,tm

subject to  t,, € Cpp,
[tm — t5ll, = A/2,

where the expectation is taken with respect to the random
variable ) (i.e., the locations of the K UEs). The constraint
(@) allows each antenna element to move within the specified
region C,,, while the constraint (8) ensures a minimum sepa-
ration distance \/2 between any two antenna elements at the
BS to avoid practical mutual coupling issues.

We call the optimal solution to (@) the pre-optimized irregu-
lar array (PIA). The optimization problem is non-convex and
no analytical solution can be derived, but we will propose an
algorithmic solution in the next section.

IV. PROPOSED ARRAY OPTIMIZATION FRAMEWORK

In this section, we explain our proposed method for opti-
mizing the BS antenna locations to solve the problem formu-
lated in (6), thereby finding the PIA. We leverage the PSO
method [14], which is a moderate-complexity optimization
framework. PSO optimizes the objective function by itera-
tively evaluating IV,, candidate solutions, called particles. Each
particle represents a set of BS antenna locations (i.e., an
antenna array configuration). The search space is defined by
the constraints in (Z) and (8). At each iteration, each particle
(p) moves around in the search space but keeps track of its own
best-known position P € RM*3 vp € {1,...,N,} and the
swarm particles’ overall best-known position Gyes; € RM 3,
Note that the m-th row of P} ., and Gues represents a
potential location for the m-th antenna for the p-th particle.

Initially, the velocity V?(0) € RM*3 and position X?(0) €
RM>3 of all particles are randomly initialized within the
defined constraints. The algorithm proceeds as follows:

1) Evaluate the objective function: Compute the value
of the sum-rate objective function for each particle, as
described in Algorithm [Tl The initial antenna locations
are given by X?(0).

2) Update Pypos; and Gpest:

« PP _..: The position with the highest objective func-
tion value found so far for the p-th particle.

e Gyest: The position with the highest objective func-
tion value across all particles.

3) Update velocity and position:
« Compute the new velocity of each particle as

VP(t+1) = vVP(t) 4 crus (P, — XP (1))

+ cou2 (Gbcst - Xp(t))7 C)

where v is the inertia weight, ¢; and cy are accel-
eration coefficients, uq,uz ~ U(0,1) are random
numbers uniformly distributed in [0, 1], and ¢ de-
notes the iteration inside the PSO algorithm.

« Update the position of each particle as

XP(t+1) = XP(t) + VP(t +1).  (10)



4) Termination: The algorithm terminates if the maximum
number of iterations denoted as npgo is reached. Oth-
erwise, it returns to Step 1.

Once terminated, the algorithm outputs the final objective
value and the final BS antenna locations represented by Gpest-
It is important to note that this optimization procedure can
be conducted offline, similar to the training process used in
deep learning techniques, so computational complexity is not
a concern. The optimization can be treated as part of the cell
planning, so we first identify the optimal locations and then
let an engineer deploy the antennas accordingly. If significant
changes occur in the propagation environment, the offline
training can be repeated to determine a more suitable array
configuration for the new conditions and the antennas can be
moved by an engineer or using mechanical methods.

The objective function in (6) is generally hard to evaluate

exactly, but it can be approximated using a sample average as

E{R%)(tl, ...,tM)} ~ % Z R (11)
weQ

for a set Q containing () random realizations from the ran-
dom variable (). Inspired by the stochastic gradient descent
approach in deep learning, we consider a new set of () random
realizations for each iteration of the PSO algorithm so we
can keep (@ reasonably small without overfitting on those
realizations. This way of computing the PSO objective value
is summarized in Algorithm [l

Algorithm 1 PSO Objective Function

1: Input: Antenna locations ti,...,tas, the random variable 2
generating user locations, and number of user realizations Q

2: Initialize Ry, =0

3forg=1,...,Q do

4: Randomly distribute K UEs using the random variable €2
5: Generate the channel matrices H;(t1, ..., tas) for all users
6: Compute the sum rate R(Z“’) and update Rs « Ry + %R(E“’)
7: end for

8: Return: Ry

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We evaluate the communication performance of the pro-
posed PIA by comparing it against existing BS array config-
urations. In the proposed scheme, each BS antenna can be
moved within a local 2D region of size Ly x L., where we
set L, = L, = 5\ m. The center of the BS array is positioned
at a height hgg above the y-axis.

We compare the PIA against the following benchmarks:

o MA-enabled array: The BS is equipped with an MA
array, where the antenna locations are optimized using
PSO for each realization of the user locations.

o Uniform Sparse planar array (USPA): The BS is
equipped with a sparse UPA with an antenna spacing of
5, occupying the same area as the proposed PIA.

o Half-wavelength planar array (HwPA): The BS is
equipped with a UPA with half-wavelength antenna spac-
ing in both the horizontal and vertical directions.

For a fair comparison, the total number of BS antennas,

M, is kept the same for all four configurations. Further, the

Variable || Description Default

value
Radio and antenna parameters

N Number of antennas at each UE 2

A Antenna spacing at UEs (m) 1A

hgs Reference height of the BS (m) 40\

hg Reference height of the UE (m) 1.25

Prmax Transmitted power at the BS (W) 50

o? Noise variance (pW) 3.98

fe Carrier frequency (GHz) 3

B Bandwidth (MHz) 100

Pmin Radial lower limit (m) 20\

Pmax Radial upper limit (m) 5000

Omin Azimuth lower limit (rad) —7/3

Pmax Azimuth upper limit (rad) /3

Optimization parameters

npPso Number of PSO iterations 200

N, Number of particles in PSO 150

w PSO inertia weight 0.5

c1 PSO personal coefficient 1.2

c2 PSO global learning coefficient 2

Q Number of user realizations 1000

Table I: Summary of simulation parameters

maximal physical dimensions of the BS are the same for the
MA-enabled array, USPA, and the proposed PIA. We consider
downlink transmission to K = 6 dual-antenna users who have
a uniformly distributed radial distance p ~ U[pmin, Pmax| and
uniformly distributed angle ¢ ~ U[@min, Pmax] in the zy-
plane. We consider the near-field-compliant free-space line-
of-sight channel model from considered [15]. The results are
evaluated on independent UE locations, different from those
used during optimization, to demonstrate the generalizability
of the proposed approach and avoid overfitting to specific UE
locations. Key parameters are summarized in Table [l

We first consider the cumulative distribution function (CDF)
with respect to the user locations for all the evaluated schemes
in Fig. @ for a BS array with M = 4% = 16 antennas. The
graph demonstrates that the MA-enabled array outperforms
the other configurations. This is due to its ability to fine-tune
the antenna locations and exploit spatial diversity to nearly
orthogonalize the user channels, but it comes at the expense of
higher latency, complexity, and cost than having fixed antenna
locations. Our proposed PIA method performs noticeably
better than other fixed array configurations, with only a 11%
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Fig. 2: The CDF for M = 42 BS antennas.
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Fig. 3: The impact of increasing the number of BS antennas
on the average sum rate across all considered schemes.
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Fig. 4: The variability ratio across BS antennas.

gap in average sum rate to the MA-enabled array. The USPA
improves the average sum rate as compared to the compact
HwPA since it achieves a narrower beamwidth (at the expense
of grating lobes). However, it is not as effective as our PIA
method, which is optimized to achieve the maximal average
sum rate in the coverage for any fixed array configuration.
In Fig. Bl we show the average sum rate over 100 user
locations as a function of the number of BS antennas with
M, = M, € {4,6,8,10}. We observe that the gap be-
tween the MA-enabled array and the proposed PIA method
reduces as the number of antennas increases. The reason is
that user channels always become closer to orthogonal when
M /K increases—the phenomenon that underpins the Massive
MIMO concept [1f]. Similar trends can be observed in the
case of K = 8 UEs, but those results are omitted for space
limitations. These results highlight the benefits of PIA in
practical scenarios as we eliminate the need for re-optimization
the antenna locations for every channel realization (needed by
MA-enabled arrays) while the performance reduction is tiny.
Not only is the gap between the average sum rates shrinking
as M increases, but also the variability between different sets
of user locations. We demonstrate this in Fig. d by plotting

VYar{R)  where Var{-}

the normalized standard deviation “ERT

denotes the variance operator. Our proposed PIA method
exhibits the least variability among the fixed arrays, on par
with the MA-enabled array. This result is expected as the
objective function in our framework is to maximize the average
sum rate in the entire coverage area. Additionally, we observe
that as the number of BS antennas increases, all methods
converge to a small variability ratio, which is a kind of channel
hardening effect.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we optimized the BS antenna array geometry
for serving multiple multi-antenna UEs. We provided a novel
optimization framework to design a pre-optimized irregular
array (PIA) tailored to a particular coverage area, in terms
of maximizing the average sum rate across different user
locations. We showed that a PIA can provide great sum-
rate improvements as compared to traditional compact and
sparse uniform planar arrays. We also compared PIA with
MA-enabled arrays that require optimization for each channel
realization. Remarkably, we demonstrated that a PIA achieves
nearly the same performance as an MA-enabled array, partic-
ularly when there are more BS antennas than UE antennas.
Hence, it is a practically attractive deployment solution since
MA-enabled arrays have high implementation complexity,
cost, and latency. Notably, the proposed PSO algorithm can be
used in any propagation environment with known channel H.
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