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Abstract—Movable antennas (MAs) have shown significant
potential in enhancing the performance of dual-functional radar-
communication (DFRC) systems. In this paper, we investigate
the MA-based transceiver design for DFRC systems, where a
reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) is employed to enhance
the communication quality in dead zones. To enhance the radar
sensing performance, we formulate an optimization problem to
maximize the radar signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR)
by jointly optimizing the beamforming vectors, receiving filter,
antenna positions, and RIS reflecting coefficients. To tackle this
challenging problem, we develop a fractional programming-based
optimization framework, incorporating block coordinate descent
(BCD), successive convex approximation (SCA), and penalty
techniques. Simulation results demonstrate that the proposed
method can significantly improve the radar SINR, and achieve
satisfactory balance between the radar and communication
performance compared with existing benchmark schemes.

Index Terms—Movable antenna, dual-functional radar-
communication, reconfigurable intelligent surface, transceiver
design, convex programming.

I. INTRODUTION

Future sixth generation (6G) wireless networks are expected
to enable vertical applications such as auto-driving, industrial
automation (IA), and virtual reality (VR), which demand
higher sensing precision and more reliable communiaction
quality [1]. These demands necessitate a paradigm shift in
existing wireless networks. In particular, dual-functional radar-
communication (DFRC) systems, which integrate radar sens-
ing and communication functions into a single platform, have
emerged as a promising solution for the forthcoming 6G era.
DFRC systems share spectrum resources, hardware facilities,
and signal-processing modules, making them highly efficient.
Consequently, the DFRC technology has been deployed in
various wireless systems, such as orthogonal time frequency
space modulation (OTFS) [2], non-orthogonal multiple access
(NOMA) [3], and unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) [4].

Despite extensive research on DFRC [1]–[4], the majority
of existing studies concentrate on conventional multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) systems with fixed-position antennas
(FPAs). This limits the full exploration of diversity and spatial
multiplexing gains of wireless channels, as the channel vari-
ations across the continuous spatial field are not completely
utilized. Additionally, the fixed geometric configurations of
conventional FPA arrays can result in array gain loss during
radar beamforming tasks.

Recently, movable antennas (MAs), have been proposed to
overcome the fundamental limitations of conventional FPA-

based systems. These MAs allow antenna elements to be
flexibly adjusted within a local moving region [5]. In the
MA-assisted systems, each antenna element is connected to
a radio frequency (RF) chain via flexible cables to support
active movement [6]. Recent studies have shown that properly
adjusting the positions of MAs within a designated area can
significantly boost dual-task performance. For instance, the
sum of the communication rate and sensing mutual informa-
tion (MI) was maximized in [7] by jointly optimizing the
antenna coefficients and positions. In [8], the communica-
tion rate was maximized while meeting sensing beampattern
gain requirements. Although the aforementioned research has
demonstrated the superiority of MA over FPA, the susceptibil-
ity of radio signals to blockage and attenuation events has not
been well-investigated, which inevitably limits the potential of
the MA technology.

On the other hand, the reconfigurable intelligent surface
(RIS), has drawn wide attention for its capability to provide
additional links when the direct link is blocked or in deep
fading [9]. To deal with the blockage and attenuation issues,
several research has explored the integration of RIS into the
MA-assisted DFRC systems [10], [11]. In [10], the authors
investigated the maximization of the minimum beampattern
gain for an MA aided RIS-DFRC system. Furthermore, the
work in [11] proposed an MA-based secure transmission
scheme against eavesdropping. However, these studies mainly
concentrated on designing the transmitter [10] or considering
the clutter-free environment [11], which generally leads to the
degraded DRFC performance. To fully exploit the degrees of
freedom (DoFs) in channel reconfiguration enabled by the MA
technology, a general MA-based transceiver design framework
for the RIS-enhanced DFRC systems is greatly desired.

Motivated by the above observations, we investigate the
joint transceiver design for RIS-enhanced DFRC systems with
movable antenna. More specifically, we aim to maximize the
radar signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) subject to
the constraints of communication quality of service (QoS). In
particular, our contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We develop an optimization framework of the MA-based
transceiver design for RIS-enhanced DFRC systems. An
optimization problem is formulated to maximize the radar
SINR by joint designing the transmitting beamforming,
receiving filter, RIS coefficients, as well as positions of
the transceiver antennas.

• By taking advantage of the fractional programming (FP)
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Fig. 1. System model.

method, we show that the resulting non-convex problem
can be successfully solved by jointly using the block
coordinate descent (BCD), successive convex approxima-
tion (SCA), and the penalty technique.

• We show that the proposed optimization algorithm can
substantially enhance the radar SINR, and achieve a satis-
factory trade-off between the radar performance and com-
munication quality compared to the benchmark schemes.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a DFRC system as depicted in Fig. 1, where
the base station (BS) equipped with planar arrays of N trans-
mitting/receiving movable antennas serves K single-antenna
users while detects a point-like target in the presence of Q
clutters. It is assumed that the direct links from the BS to
the users are not available due to blockages, thus an M -
element RIS is deployed to creat virtual line-of-sight (LoS)
links. The 2D moving regions for the transceiver antennas are
respectively denoted by Ct and Cr, both consisting of a square
region of size A × A. Moreover, the positions of the n-th
transmitting and receiving MAs are denoted by tn = [xtn, y

t
n]
T

and rn = [xrn, y
r
n]
T , with the reference points for the regions

Ct and Cr represented by ot = or = [0, 0]T , respectively.
A. Communication Model

Let wk represent the beamforming vector for the user k, the
signal x ∈ CN×1 transmitted by the DFRC BS can be written
as

x = Ws =

K∑
k=1

wksk, (1)

where s = [s1, . . . , sK ]T ∈ CK×1 with E[ssH ] = IK
represents the data symbols for all the users1. Given that
the signal propagation distance is significantly larger than
the size of the moving region, the far-field condition is met.
Consequently, the far-field response model can be applied
for channel modeling [12]. Specifically, the angle-of-arrival
(AoA), angle-of-departure (AoD), and amplitude of the com-
plex coefficient for each link remain constant despite the
movement of the MAs. Note that we adopt the geometric
model for the communication channels, thus the number of
transmission paths at different nodes are the same, denoted
by L [13]. The elevation and azimuth angles of the j-th
transmission path at the BS and RIS are given by ψej ∈

1We assmue that the BS generates communication signals only to perform
radar sensing, which requires least changes in existing wireless networks.

[0, π], ψaj ∈ [0, π] and ϕej ∈ [0, π], ϕaj ∈ [0, π], respectively.
Then, for the j-th transmission path, the signal propagation
difference between the position of the n-th transmitting MA
tn and the reference point ot is given by

ρ(tn, ψ
e
j , ψ

a
j ) = xtn sinψ

e
j cosψ

a
j + ytn cosψ

e
j . (2)

Consequently, the field response vector (FRV) at tn is given
by

g(tn) =
[
eȷ

2π
λ ρ(tn,ψ

e
1 ,ψ

a
1 ), . . . , eȷ

2π
λ ρ(tn,ψ

e
L,ψ

a
L)
]T

∈ CL×1,

(3)
where λ is the carrier wavelength. Therefore, the field response
matrix (FRM) of the BS-RIS link for all N transmitting MAs
is given by

G(t̃) ≜ [g(t1), g(t2), . . . , g(tN )] ∈ CL×N , (4)

where t̃ ≜
[
tT1 , t

T
2 , . . . , t

T
N

]T ∈ R2N×1. Similarly, the FRV at
the m-th RIS reflecting element can be derived as

f(sm) =
[
eȷ

2π
λ ρ(sm,ϕ

e
1,ϕ

a
1 ), . . . , eȷ

2π
λ ρ(sm,ϕ

e
L,ϕ

a
L)
]T

∈ CL×1,

(5)
where sm = [xsm, y

s
m]T is the coordinate of the m-th element,

and ρ(sm, ϕej , ϕ
a
j ) denotes the propagation distance difference

for the j-th path between the position sm and origin of the
RIS, os = [0, 0]T . Then, the FRM at the RIS can be given by

F (s̃) ≜ [f(s1),f(s2), . . . ,f(sM )]
T ∈ CL×M . (6)

Let Σ = diag{σ1,1, σ2,2, . . . , σL,L} ∈ CL×L denote the path
response matrix (PRM) of the BS-RIS link, the channel matrix
can be expessed as

H(t̃) = F (s̃)HΣG(t̃). (7)

Assuming that all users are equipped with a single fixed
antenna, the channel hk ∈ CM×1 between the RIS and the
k-th user can be derived in a similar fashion as (7) and is
thus omitted for brevity. The received signal of the k-th user
is given by

yk = hHk V H(t̃)wksk︸ ︷︷ ︸
desired signal

+

K∑
j=1,j ̸=k

hHk V H(t̃)wjsj︸ ︷︷ ︸
inter-user interference

+nk, (8)

where V = diag{[v1, . . . , vM ]T } ∈ CM×M with vm = eȷθm

is the reflection coefficient matrix, and nk ∼ CN (0, σ2
k) is the

additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN). Then, the SINR of
the k-th user is given by

Γk(W ,V , t̃) =
|hHk V H(t̃)wk|2∑K

j=1,j ̸=k |hHk V H(t̃)wj |2 + σ2
k

, (9)

B. Radar Model

We adopt the LoS channel model for the sensing channels
between the BS and the target/clutters. Let φe0 and φa0 denote
the elevation and azimuth angle between the target and the BS,
the receiving and transmitting steering vectors can be given
by ar0(φ

e
0, φ

a
0 , r̃) = [eȷ

2π
λ ρ(r1,φ

e
0,φ

a
0 ), . . . , eȷ

2π
λ ρ(rN ,φ

e
0,φ

a
0 )]T



and at0(φ
e
0, φ

a
0 , t̃) = [eȷ

2π
λ ρ(t1,φ

e
0,φ

a
0 ), . . . , eȷ

2π
λ ρ(tN ,φ

e
0,φ

a
0 )]T ,

respectively. Let A0(r̃, t̃) = ar0(φ
e
0, φ

a
0 , r̃)a

t
0(φ

e
0, φ

a
0 , t̃)

H de-
note the response matrix for the target, the received echo signal
can be given by

yr = α0u
HA0(r̃, t̃)x+uH

Q∑
q=1

αqAq(r̃, t̃)x+uHnr, (10)

where Aq(r̃, t̃) = arq(φ
e
q, φ

a
q , r̃)a

t
q(φ

e
q, φ

a
q , t̃)

H represents
the response matrix for the q-th clutter, and u ∈ CN×1

is the receiving filter. Here, α0 and αq are the complex
coefficients including the radar cross section (RCS) and the
cascaded complex gain of the target and q-th clutter, with
E{|α0|2} = ζ20 and E{|αq|2} = ζ2q , respectively. Besides,
nr ∼ CN (0, σ2

rIN ) is the AWGN at the BS. Define that
Ξ ≜

∑Q
q=1 ζ

2
qAq(r̃, t̃)WWHAq(r̃, t̃)

H , likewise in [14], the
radar SINR is calculated by

Γr(W , r̃, t̃,u) =
ζ20 |uHA0(r̃, t̃)x|2

uH (Ξ+ σ2
rIN )u

. (11)

To maximize the radar SINR Γr(W , r̃, t̃,u), the solution
for the filter u can be obtained by solving the minimum
variance distortionless response (MVDR) problem [15], i.e.,

u⋆ = β
(
Ξ+ σ2

rIN
)−1

A0(r̃, t̃)x, (12)

where β is an auxiliary constant. According to [16], the
corresponding radar SINR can be further given by

Γr(W , r̃, t̃) = E

[
ζ0

2
∣∣uHA0(r̃, t̃)x

∣∣2
uH (Ξ+ σ2

rIN )u

]
(a)
= E

[
ζ20x

HA0(r̃, t̃)
H(Ξ+ σ2

rIN )−1A0(r̃, t̃)x
]

(b)
= tr

(
ΦWWH

)
, (13)

where Φ = ζ20A0(r̃, t̃)
H(Ξ+σ2

rIN )−1A0(r̃, t̃). Note that the
procedure (a) is due to the optimal receiving filter u⋆ in (12),
and the procedure (b) holds due to E[xxH ] = WWH .

C. Problem Formulation

Based on the above performance metrics, we focus on the
maximization of the radar SINR by jointly designing the beam-
forming vectors, the positions of the transceiver antennas, the
receiving filter, and the RIS reflecting coefficients. Specifically,
the optimization problem can be formulated as follows

max
W ,V ,r̃,t̃

Γr(W , r̃, t̃) (14a)

s.t. Γk(W ,V , t̃) ≥ γk,∀k, (14b)

||tn − tn′ ||22 ≥ D2, ||rn − rn′ ||22 ≥ D2,∀n ̸= n′, (14c)
tn ∈ Ct, rn ∈ Cr,∀n, (14d)
K∑
k=1

wH
k wk ≤ Pt, (14e)

|vm|2 = 1,∀m, (14f)

where the constraints in (14b) ensure that the SINR at the k-th
user is no less than the predefined threshold γk, D represents

the minimum distance between the MAs to prevent coupling
effects, Pt is the maximum transmission power, and (14f) is
the unit-modulus constraints on RIS. It is challenging to solve
(14) due to the non-convexity of (14a), (14b), (14c), (14f), as
well as the coupling of the variables.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION

In this section, we first reformulate the objective function
(14a) into a more tractable form by using the fractional
programming (FP) technique [17]. Then, the block coordi-
nate descent algorithm, incorporating the successive convex
approximation and penalty technique, is proposed to solve the
problem (14), the details of which are elaborated as follows.

Specifically, according to the FP technique, Γr(W , r̃, t̃) can
be equivalently rewritten as

Γ̂r(W , r̃, t̃,Λ)

≜ ζ20 tr
(
2ℜ{WHA0(r̃, t̃)

HΛ} −ΛH(Ξ+ σ2
rIN )Λ

)
,

(15)

where Λ ∈ CN×K is the auxiliary variable. Based on the
reformulated objective function (15), we now propose a BCD
algorithm to obtain an efficient solution for the problem (14).

A. Updating Auxiliary Variable

We note that the optimization on Λ is a unconstrained
problem, and the optimal closed-form solution can be directly
given by [17]

Λ⋆ =
(
Ξ+ σ2

rIN
)−1

A0(r̃, t̃)W . (16)

B. Updating Transmitting Beamforming

With r̃, t̃,Λ and V fixed, the problem (14) is simplified as
follows:

max
W

Γ̂r(W ) (17a)

s.t. Γk(W ) ≥ γk,∀k, (17b)
K∑
k=1

wH
k wk ≤ Pt. (17c)

The non-convexity of (17) lies in |hHk V H(t̃)wk|2 of (17b).
Here, we employ the SCA method to deal with this issue [18].
To elaborate, we approximate |hHk V H(t̃)wk|2 with its global
under-estimator by using the first-order Taylor expansion, i.e.,

|hHk V H(t̃)wk|2 ≥ 2ℜ{(wk
(l))HH̃k(t̃)wk}
− (w

(l)
k )HH̃k(t̃)w

(l)
k , (18)

where H̃k(t̃) = H(t̃)HV Hhkh
H
k V H(t̃), and w

(l)
k is the

obtained solution in the l-th iteration. Thus, the constraints
(17b) can be approximated by

2ℜ{(w(l)
k )HH̃k(t̃)wk} − (w

(l)
k )HH̃k(t̃)w

(l)
k

≥ γk(

K∑
j=1,j ̸=k

wH
j H̃k(t̃)wj + σ2

k),∀k. (19)

Thus, the problem (17) is convex and can be solved by off-
the-shelf solvers, e.g., the CVX tool [19].



C. Updating Reflecting Coefficients

Now we carry out optimization on RIS coefficients with
W , r, t,Λ fixed. Note that the objective function (15) is
independent of V , which indicates that the design of V is
a feasibility-check problem and the solution will not directly
affect (15). Therefore, in order to provide additional DoFs for
optimization on other variables, we propose to maximize the
lower bound of the communication SINR by updating V [9].
Specifically, we introduce a slack variable η to refomulate the
problem (14) as

max
V ,η

η (20a)

s.t. Γk(V ) ≥ η,∀k, (20b)

|vm|2 = 1,∀m. (20c)

The problem (20) is intractable due to the non-convexity of
(20b) and (20c). We first deal with the constraints (20b). By
introducing a slack variable z = [z1, . . . , zk]

T ∈ CK×1, the
constraints (20b) can be converted to

|hHk V H(t̃)wk|2 ≥ ηzk,∀k, (21a)
K∑

j=1,j ̸=k

|hHk V H(t̃)wj |2 + σ2
k ≤ zk,∀k. (21b)

Note that the equivalence between (20b) and (21) can be
verified by contradiction. However, the constraints (21a) are
still non-convex. To handle this issue, we first define that
v ≜ [v1, v2, . . . , vm]H , h̃k,j ≜ diag(hHk )H(t̃)wj and H̃k,j ≜
h̃k,jh̃

H
k,j , then we rewrite (21a) based on the transformation

hHk V = vHdiag(hHk ) as

vHH̃k,kv ≥ ηzk,∀k. (22)

Next, we replace the left-hand-side (LHS) of (22) with its
lower bound based on the first-order Taylor expasnsion as

vHH̃k,kv ≥ 2ℜ{(v(l))HH̃k,kv} − (v(l))HH̃k,kv
(l),∀k,

(23)
where v(l) is the solution obtained in the last iteration. For
the right-hand-side (RHS) of (22), it is not jointly convex with
respect to (w.r.t) η and zk but satisfies

ηzk ≤ 1

2

(
z
(l)
k

η(l)
η2 +

η(l)

z
(l)
k

z2k

)
,∀k. (24)

Then the constraint (21a) can be approximated by

2ℜ{(v(l))HH̃k,kv} − (v(l))HH̃k,kv
(l)

≥ 1

2

(
z
(l)
k

η(l)
η2 +

η(l)

z
(l)
k

z2k

)
,∀k. (25)

Now, we move on to tackle the unit-modulus constraints
(20c) by using the penalty-based technique. Specifically, we
reformulate the problem (20) to be a penalized version as

max
v,η

η + ρ1
(
||v||2 −M

)
(26a)

s.t. (21b), (25), (26b)

|vm|2 ≤ 1,∀m, (26c)

Algorithm 1 Penalty Optimization on Reflecting Coefficients

1: Initialize: set l = 0, ρ1 > 0, τ > 1, and initialize v(l).
2: repeat
3: ρ1 = τρ1.
4: repeat
5: Update v(l+1) from the problem (27).
6: l = l + 1.
7: until ||v(l) − v(l−1)||2 ≤ ξ1.
8: until (||v(l)||2 −M) ≤ ξ2.
9: return v⋆ = v(l).

where ρ1 is a large positive constant which encourages the
solution of (26) to satisfy (20c). Note that the penalty term
ρ1
(
||v||2 −M

)
in (26a) leads to a non-concave objective

function, therefore we follow the principle of the SCA method
to iteratively approximate (26a) by its first-order Taylor expan-
sion. Consequently, the problem (26) can be rewritten as

max
v,η

η + ρ1ℜ{2(v(l))Hv − (v(l))Hv(l)} − ρ1M (27a)

s.t. (21b), (25), (26c). (27b)

The problem is convex and can be solved by using the CVX
tool [19]. A two-layer loop is adopted for (20). In the outer
loop, the penalty factor ρ1 is initially set to a small value, e.g.,
10−2 ∼ 10−1 times the RIS size M , to find a proper starting
point, then updated until sufficiently large. In the inner loop,
the problem (27) is solved iteratively to update v and η with
ρ1 fixed. The steps are summarized in Algorithm 1.
D. Updating Antenna Positions

In this subsection, we focus on the optimization on the MAs.
We only need to show the design for the transmitting MAs,
as the design for the receiver is similar and thus omitted for
brevity.

In order to expose t̃ in (15), the objective function Γ̂r(t̃)
is first transformed into a more tractable form as (28), shown
at the top of next page. Note that the terms independent of
t̃ in (28) are omitted. Let b = ζ20WΛHar0(φ

e
0, φ

a
0 , r̃), cq =

ζ20ζ
2
qa

r
q(φ

e
q, φ

a
q , r̃)

HΛΛHarq(φ
e
q, φ

a
q , r̃), and D = WWH ,

Γ̂r(t̃) can be further given by

Γ̂r(t̃) = 2ℜ{bHat0(φ
e
0, φ

a
0 , t̃)}−

Q∑
q=1

cqa
t
q(φ

e
q, φ

a
q , t̃)

HDatq(φ
e
q, φ

a
q , t̃). (29)

Thus the problem (14) can be reformulated as

max
t̃

Γ̂r(t̃) (30a)

s.t. Γk(t̃) ≥ γk,∀k, (30b)

||tn − tn′ ||22 ≥ D2,∀n ̸= n′, (30c)
tn ∈ Ct,∀n, (30d)

The problem (30) is intractable due to the objective function
(30a), the constraints (30b) as well as (30c). To deal with these
issues, the SCA method can be applied.



Γ̂r(t̃) = 2ζ20ℜ{ar0(φe0, φa0 , r̃)HΛWHat0(φ
e
0, φ

a
0 , t̃)}−

Q∑
q=1

ζ20ζ
2
qa

r
q(φ

e
q, φ

a
q , r̃)

HΛΛHarq(φ
e
q, φ

a
q , r̃)a

t
q(φ

e
q, φ

a
q , t̃)

HWWHatq(φ
e
q, φ

a
q , t̃). (28)

Algorithm 2 BCD Optimization Algorithm for (14)

1: Initialize: set ψ = 0, and initialize Λ[ψ],W [ψ],V [ψ], t̃[ψ]

and r̃[ψ].
2: repeat
3: Update Λ[ψ+1] via (16);
4: Update W [ψ+1] by solving (17);
5: Update V [ψ+1] by solving (27) via Algorithm 1;
6: Update t̃[ψ+1] by solving (35);
7: Update r̃[ψ+1] in a similar fashion as t̃[ψ+1];
8: Let ψ = ψ + 1;
9: until The objective value (15) converges.

10: Return Λ⋆,V ⋆,W ⋆, t̃⋆, r̃⋆.

1) SCA for (30a): According to the second-order Taylor
expansion theorem, the objective function (30a) can be lower
bounded by a quadratic surrogate concave function [18], i.e.,

Γ̂r(t̃) ≥ Γ̂r(t̃
(l))+∇Γ̂r(t̃

(l))T (t̃−t̃(l))− δ0
2
(t̃−t̃(l))T (t̃−t̃(l)),

(31)
where t̃(l) denotes the positions of MAs obtained in the l-th
iteration, ∇Γ̂r(t̃

(l)) ∈ C2N×1 is the gradient vector at t̃(l), and
δ0 is a positive real number satisfying δ0I2N ⪰ ∇2Γ̂r(t̃

(l))
with the Hessian matrix ∇2Γ̂r(t̃

(l)) ∈ C2N×2N . Note that the
calculation of ∇Γ̂r(t̃

(l)) and ∇2Γ̂r(t̃
(l)) can be performed in

a similar fashion as [12], thus omitted for brevity.
2) SCA for Constraints (30b): Recalling that H(t̃) =

F (s̃)HΣG(t̃), the constraints (30b) can be rewritten as

aHk G(t̃)RkG(t̃)Hak︸ ︷︷ ︸
≜fk(t̃)

+γkσ
2
k ≤ 0,∀k, (32)

where ak = ΣHF (s)V Hhk = [ak,1, ak,2, . . . , ak,L]
T ∈

CL×1 and Rk =
∑K
j ̸=k γkwjw

H
j − wkw

H
k ∈ CN×N . As

fk(t̃) is neither convex nor concave w.r.t. t̃, we construct a
surrogate function that serves as an upper bound of fk(t̃) based
on the second-order Taylor expansion as follows

fk(t̃) ≤ fk(t̃
(l))+∇fk(t̃(l))T (t̃−t̃(l))+

δk
2
(t̃−t̃(l))T (t̃−t̃(l)),

(33)
where ∇fk(t̃) and ∇2fk(t̃) denote the gradient vector and the
Hessian matrix of fk(t̃) over t̃, respectively. A positive real
number δk is selected to satisfy δkI2N ⪰ ∇2fk(t̃) [12].

3) SCA for Constraints (30c): For constraints (30c), since
the term ∥tn − tn′∥22 is a convex function w.r.t. tn − tn′ , it
can lower bounded by its first-order Taylor expansion at the
given points t

(l)
n and t

(l)
n′ , i.e,

∥tn − tn′∥22 ≥ −
∥∥∥t(l)n − t

(l)
n′

∥∥∥2
2
+ 2(t(l)n − t

(l)
n′ )

T

× (tn − tn′), 1 ≤ n ̸= n′ ≤ N. (34)
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Fig. 2. Convergence behaviour of the BCD method.

Thus, the problem (30) can be approximated as

max
t̃

Γ̂r(t̃
(l)) +∇Γ̂r(t̃

(l))T (t̃− t̃(l))− δ0
2
(t̃− t̃(l))T (t̃− t̃(l))

(35a)
s.t. tn ∈ Ct, 1 ≤ n ≤ N, (35b)

−
∥∥∥t(l)n − t

(l)
n′

∥∥∥2
2
+ 2(t(l)n − t

(l)
n′ )

T

× (tn − tn′) ≥ D2, 1 ≤ n ̸= n′ ≤ N, (35c)

fk(t̃
(l)) +∇fk(t̃(l))T (t̃− t̃(l))+

δk
2
(t̃− t̃(l))T (t̃− t̃(l)) + γkσ

2
k ≤ 0,∀k. (35d)

It can be observed that the problem (35) is convex and can
be solved by the existing optimization tools. The overall BCD
algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 2.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, computer simulations are carried out to
evaluate the performance of the proposed method. We compare
our scheme with four baseline schemes: 1) Fixed position
antenna (FPA): The BS is equipped with uniform planar
arrays, with N transmitting/receiving antennas spaced between
intervals of λ

2 ; 2) Random position antenna (RPA): The an-
tennas at the BS are randomly distributed in the moving region
under the constraint of the minimum distance D between each
other; 3) Random RIS: The RIS phase shifts are generated
randomly, following a uniform distribution within the range
[0, 2π]; 4) Greedy antenna selection (GAS): The moving
regions are quantized into discrete locations spaced by λ

2 . The
greedy algorithm is employed for the optimization on antenna
positions.

In our simulation, we assume that the BS and the RIS are
located at (0, 0) m and (30, 5) m, respectively. The users are
randomly distributed in a circle centered at (30, 0) m with a ra-
dius of 3 m. The geometry channel model is employed for the
communication links [13], where the numbers of transmitting
and receiving paths are identical, i.e., Ltk = Lrk = L = 4,∀k.
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Fig. 3. The radar SINR versus transmission power Pt.
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Fig. 4. The radar SINR versus communication QoS γ.

Under this condition, the PRM for each link is diagonal, i.e.,
Σk = diag{σk,1, . . . , σk,L} with σk,l ∼ CN

(
0,

c2k
L

)
. Note

that c2k = C0d
−α
k denotes the large-scale path loss, where

C0 = −30 dB is the expected average channel power gain
at the reference distance of 1 m. The path-loss exponents α
for the BS-RIS link, RIS-user link, and BS-target link are
given by 2.4, 2.8 and 2.6, respectively. Other parameters:
K = 3, N = 8,M = 32, Q = 2, ψe0 = 30◦, ψa0 = 45◦, σ2

k =
σ2
r = σ2 = −80 dBm, γk = γ = 10 dB, λ = 0.1 m, D =
λ
2 , A = 2λ, Ct = Cr = [−A

2 ,
A
2 ] × [−A

2 ,
A
2 ]. The AoDs and

AoAs for the clutters are given by {ψe1 = 120◦, ψa1 = 90◦}
and {ψe2 = 135◦, ψa2 = 60◦}, respectively.

In Fig. 2, we illustrate the radar SINR performance versus
the iteration index. It can be observed that the SINR of con-
figurations with varying numbers of antennas is monotonically
increasing with the number of interation index. In most cases,
less than 6 iterations are sufficient, verifying the effectiveness
of the proposed method.

The impact of the maximum transmission power Pt is
plotted in Fig. 3. It can be observed that the proposed scheme
can attain the highest radar SINR compared to the benchmark
schemes, demonstrating the superiority of our algorithm. In
particular, the proposed design can achieve about 5 dB radar
SINR performance gain over the FPA scheme, which further
validates the effectiveness of the MA technology.

In Fig. 4, we illustrate the relationship between the radar
SINR performance and the communication QoS γ. It can be
seen that the increasing γ has minimal impact on the SINR
of the proposed scheme. This is attributed to the full spatial
DoFs provided by MA, which allow simultaneous satisfaction
of communication QoS and radar performance.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed an optimization framework
of the RIS-enhanced DFRC systems with movable antenna. A
radar SINR maximization problem was formulated by jointly
designing beamforming vectors, receiving filter, antenna po-
sitions and the RIS coefficients. Based on the FP principle,
the BCD algorithm, along with SCA and penalty techniques,
was invoked to solve this problem. Simulation results show
that the proposed method can significantly improve the radar
SINR, and achieve satisfactory trade-off between the radar and
communication performance compared with existing bench-
mark schemes. Our method provides a generalized design
framework for the RIS-MA-DFRC systems, and show the great
potential of MA in RIS-aided DFRC.
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