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Abstract—In the development of wireless communication tech-
nology, multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology has
emerged as a key enabler, significantly enhancing the capacity
of communication systems. However, traditional MIMO systems,
which rely on fixed-position antennas (FPAs) with spacing limita-
tions, cannot fully exploit the channel variations in the continuous
spatial domain, thus limiting the system’s spatial multiplexing
performance and diversity. To address these limitations, movable
antennas (MAs) have been introduced, offering a breakthrough
in signal processing and spatial multiplexing by overcoming the
constraints of FPA-based systems. Furthermore, this paper ex-
tends the functionality of MAs by introducing movable rotatable
antennas (MRAs), which enhance the system’s ability to optimize
performance in the spatial domain by adding rotational degrees
of freedom. By incorporating a dynamic precoding framework
based on both antenna position and rotation angle optimization,
and employing the zero-forcing (ZF) precoding method, this
paper proposes an efficient optimization approach aimed at
improving signal quality, mitigating interference, and solving the
non-linear, constrained optimization problem using the sequential
quadratic programming (SQP) algorithm. This approach effec-
tively enhances the communication system’s performance.

Index Terms—Multi-user communications, MIMO, precoding,
movable and rotatable antennas, sequential quadratic program-
ming.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology has
emerged as a critical enabler, revolutionizing the commu-
nication field. By utilizing new spatial freedoms, MIMO
significantly enhances the capacity of wireless communication
systems, offering a novel approach to optimizing communica-
tion links and improving transmission efficiency [1], [2].

However, in both traditional MIMO systems and massive
MIMO systems, transceivers typically rely on fixed-position
antennas (FPAs), with antenna spacing not less than half a
wavelength. This fixed, discrete antenna arrangement restricts
the system’s ability to fully leverage the channel variations in
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the continuous spatial domain, thereby limiting the diversity
and spatial multiplexing performance of the MIMO system [3],
[4]. In practical applications, channel changes are continuous
and complex, and traditional antenna deployment cannot fully
exploit the rich channel variability in the spatial domain.

To overcome these limitations, fluid antenna systems (FASs)
and movable antennas (MAs) have been studied [5]–[11].
In [8], the authors maximized the multi-path channel gain
under MA systems and showed the periodic behavior of the
multi-path channel gain in a given spatial field, providing
insights for MA-enhanced communications. The authors of
[5] derived a closed-form expression for the lower bound of
capacity in FASs, confirming the substantial capacity gains
derived from the diversity concealed within the compact space.
Both [8] and [5] theoretically showcased the potential benefits
of antenna position optimization in wireless communications.
The study in [12] explored point-to-point FAS communications
using maximum ratio combining, revealing that the system’s
diversity order matches the total number of ports. Moreover,
[6] noted in FASs that the multiplexing gain was directly
proportional to the number of ports and inversely related to the
signal-to-interference ratio target. Meanwhile, [7], [9] showed
the potential of uplink power minimization through optimizing
the user’s antenna position. Conversely, [10] explored MAs at
the base station (BS) end, utilizing particle swarm optimization
to optimize antenna positions with the objective of maximizing
the minimum user rate. In different perspectives, [13] proposed
flexible precoding based on sparse optimization for multi-user
MA systems. Beyond these, MAs are promising for combining
other wireless techniques, such as integrated sensing and com-
munication [14], [15], mobile edge computing [16], physical
layer security [17].

Antenna selection is another method to enhance the uti-
lization of degrees of freedom in the continuous spatial do-
main. However, achieving high wireless transmission diversity
through antenna selection requires a large number of antenna
elements, resulting in significant costs [18]. In contrast, the
MA system can achieve full spatial diversity with a smaller
number of mobile antennas within a given area, making it
a more cost-effective and practical solution. Moreover, MAs
could provide countinuous solutions for achieving excellent
system performance.

Building upon the concept of MAs, this paper extends
their functionality by incorporating the ability to rotate the
antennas, resulting in movable rotatable antennas (MRAs).
The rotation capability provides additional degrees of freedom
in the spatial domain, enabling more comprehensive channel
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exploration and optimization of communication performance.
By incorporating both the position and rotation of the antennas
as optimization variables, we aim to overcome the inherent
limitations of FPAs and MAs, ultimately enhancing system
performance. The introduction of antenna rotation allows for
more precise control of signal alignment, further optimizing
spatial multiplexing and diversity gains in the communication
channel.

To this end, we propose a flexible precoding framework that
dynamically adjusts both antenna positions and rotation angles
to optimize the multi-user sum rate. The optimization problem
is formulated with the antenna position and rotation as the
key variables, which are jointly optimized to maximize signal
quality and mitigate multi-user interference. We employ the
zero-forcing (ZF) precoding scheme to simplify the optimiza-
tion process, as it decouples the interference between different
users and makes the system’s objective function dependent
solely on the channel state information. This approach enables
a clear and tractable optimization problem that focuses on
antenna placement and rotation without introducing excessive
complexity. To solve this non-linear, constrained optimization
problem, we utilize the sequential quadratic programming
(SQP) algorithm, which is well-suited for handling such prob-
lems with both equality and inequality constraints.

Notations: (·)T , (·)H , and (·)−1 denote transpose, conjugate
transpose, and inverse, respectively. | · | denotes the modulus.
∥ ·∥ represents ℓ2 norm. ∥A∥F denotes the Frobenius norm of
matrix A. [A]i,: and [A]:,j denote the i-the row and the j-the
column of matrix A, respectively. ∇ denotes the differential
operator. ⊙ denotes the Hadamard product. E{·} denotes the
expectation.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Fig.1, we consider a MU-MISO downlink
system, where the BS is equipped with N ≜ Nx×Nz movable
antennas distributed along the x-z plane, and serves K fixed
single-antenna users. Multiple scatterers are considered to
reflect signals between the BS and users.

Consider the downlink communication system, the received
signal at the k-th user, k ∈ {1, · · · ,K}, can be expressed by

yk = hH
k Fs+ nk, (1)

where hk ∈ CN×1 is the k-th user’s channel, F ≜
[f1, · · · , fK ] ∈ CN×K is the precoding matrix, s ∈ CK×1

represents the K data streams for K users, nk represents the
Gaussian additive white noise following CN (0, σ2).

For the user k, the desired received signal is hH
k fksk. Other

users’ signals will interfere with user k with the interference
item

∑K
i̸=k h

H
k fisi. By assuming the i.i.d. transmit data such

that E{s∗ksk} = 1 and E{s∗i sk} = 0, ∀k, k ̸= i, then the SINR
of the k-user can be given by

SINRk =
|hH

k fk|2∑K
i,i̸=k |hH

k fi|2 + σ2
. (2)

The spectral efficiency for user k is given by

Rk = log2 (1 + SINRk) . (3)

In the following, we provide the spatial channel model, by
assuming L paths for all user channels, ∀k,

hk =

√
1

L

L∑
l=1

βk,la(θk,l, ϕk,l)⊙ u(θk,l, ϕk,l), (4)

where βk,l is the complex path gain of the l-th path of the
k-user’s channel, L is number of spatial channel paths, ϕk,l ≜
cos(φk,l) sin(ϑk,l), and θk,l ≜ cos(ϑk,l) denote the virtual
angles of the l-the path of the k-th user channel, and the array-
angle manifold a(θk,l, ϕk,l) ∈ CN×1 is given by [13]

a(θk,l, ϕk,l) =
[
ej

2π
λ (ϕk,lx1+θk,lz1), · · · ,

ej
2π
λ (ϕk,lxnx+θk,lznz ), · · · , ej 2π

λ (ϕk,lxNx+θk,lzNz )
]T
,

(5)
where xn and zn represent the position coordinates of the n-th
antenna in the x-z plane. This expression tells us the channel’s
phase will be impacted by the antenna position.

Additionally, the antenna pattern vector u(θk,l, ϕk,l) ∈
CN×1 is given by

u(θk,l, ϕk,l)

= [u(θk,l − ψθ
1 , ϕk,l − ψϕ

1 ), · · · , u(θk,l − ψθ
N , ϕk,l − ψϕ

N )]T ,
(6)

where {ψθ
n, ψ

ϕ
n}Nn=1 denote the rotation angles for the N

antennas, and u(θ, ϕ) denotes antenna radiation pattern, which
is expressed by the cosine pattern deployed on the x-z plane
[19].

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND SOLUTION

Considering the total power constraint, the spacing con-
straint which avoids the mutual coupling, and the maximal
movable and rotation region, the sum rate maximization prob-
lem based on (3) is given by

arg max
F,Θ

K∑
k=1

Rk(F,Θ)

s.t.∥F∥ ≤ Pt,√
(xi − xj)2 + (zi − zj)2 ≥ λ

2
, i ̸= j,

|xi| ≤ xmax, |zi| ≤ zmax,

|ψθ
i | ≤ ψϕ

max, |ψ
ϕ
i | ≤ ψθ

max,

∀i, j ∈ {1, · · · , N},

(7)

where Θ = [x, z,ψθ,ψϕ] denotes the variables for antenna
positions and rotation angles. xmax and zmax represent the
maximal movable length along the x- and z-axis. ψθ

max and
ψϕ
max represent the maximal rotation angle around the x- and

z-axis.
Directly solving the problem in (7) is difficult due to the

highly coupled variables. Hence, we use the ZF precoding
scheme to simplify the original problem by substituting the
ZF precoder into (7). This also helps us directly evaluate the
impact of antenna positions and angle rotations on the sum
rate. By stacking the channel vectors of all users in rows, we
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Fig. 1: The multi-user communication scenario enabled by movable and rotatable antennas.

obtain H = [h1, · · · ,hK ]H ∈ CK×N . Then, the precoding
matrix is given by

F = HH(HHH)−1, (8)

followed by scaling ∥fk∥2 = P
K ,∀k, with average power

allocation. By substituting the precoding matrix into the SINR
expression, the total sum rate expression simplified by ZF
precoding can be obtained as follows:

Rtotal =

K∑
k=1

log2

(
1 +

P/K

σ2
· 1

[((H(Θ)(H(Θ)H)−1]k,k

)
,

(9)
where H(Θ) denotes the antenna channel function related to
antenna positions and rotation angles in Θ.

Since this equation is exclusively dependent on the channel
variable, it facilitates a straightforward analysis of antenna
configurations. This dependency enables an intuitive evalua-
tion of how the spatial and angular flexibility of MRAs can
be exploited to enhance channel conditions, thereby unlocking
the potential for improved system performance.

Then, the problem in (7) is reformulated by

arg min
Θ

−
K∑

k=1

log2

(
1 +

P/K

σ2
· 1

[(H(Θ)H(Θ)H)−1]k,k

)

s.t.
√

(xi − xj)2 + (zi − zj)2 ≥ λ

2
, i ̸= j,

|xi| ≤ xmax, |zi| ≤ zmax,

|ψθ
i | ≤ ψϕ

max, |ψ
ϕ
i | ≤ ψθ

max,

∀i, j ∈ {1, · · · , N},
(10)

This problem is also difficult to solve. In order to solve
the complex nonlinear optimization problem (10) related to
antenna positions, we use the SQP framework to transform the
original problem into several simpler quadratic programming
problems. Firstly, the objective function of the nonlinear
constraint problem formula (10) is simplified to quadratic

function at iteration point Θt by Taylor expansion, and the
constraint function is simplified to a linear function to obtain
the following quadratic programming problem as follows:

arg min
Θ

R(Θ) =
1

2
(Θ−Θt)T∇2f(Θt)(Θ−Θt)

+∇f(Θt)T (Θ−Θt)

s.t. ∇gℓ(Θt)T [Θ−Θt] + gℓ(Θ
t) ≤ 0,

∀ℓ ∈
{
1, · · · ,

(
N

2

)}
,

(11)

where f(Θ) is the objective expressed by (9), ∇f(Θt) is
the gradient of the objective function, and ∇2f(Θt) is the
Hessian matrix at the current point Θt. Additionally, the
constraint gℓ(Θt) ∈ {λ

2 −
√

(xi − xj)2 + (zi − zj)2|i, j ∈
{1, · · · , N}, i ̸= j} denotes the antenna spacing constraint.

In view of the fact that the current problem is only an
approximation of the original problem, the solution obtained
is not an accurate answer to the original problem, but only a
better solution in the local area, but this solution can provide
a guiding direction for the next iteration process, so in fact,
we are seeking such a direction.

To solve this, we set St = Θ−Θt and V =
(
N
2

)
to organize

the problem as follows for the variable S:

arg min
S

1

2
ST∇2f(Θt)S +∇f(Θt)TS

s.t. ∇gℓ(Θt)TS + gℓ(Θ
t) ≤ 0,

∀ℓ ∈ {1, · · · , V } .

(12)

However, this form still does not fully meet the standard
formal requirements of quadratic programming, which is not
conducive to us to directly use the related algorithms and
theories of quadratic programming to solve it.
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To this end, we define the following variables:

U = ∇2f(Θt),

c = ∇f(Θt),

P = [∇g1(Θt),∇g2(Θt), · · · ,∇gV (Θt)]T ,

b = −[g1(Θ
t), g2(Θ

t), · · · , gV (Θt)]T ,

(13)

Then, the general form of the quadratic programming problem
is given by

arg min
S

STUS + cTS

s.t. PS ≤ b.
(14)

To solve this quadratic programming problem, we take
its optimal solution S⋆ as the next search direction St of
the original problem, and then expand the constrained one-
dimensional search in this direction against the objective
function of the original constraint problem, and obtain an
approximate solution Θt+1 of the original constraint problem.
Repeating this process, the optimal solution of the original
problem can be found. Once the quadratic subproblem is
solved and the optimal direction St is found, we update the
solution as follows:

Θt+1 = Θt + St. (15)

This update moves the current parameter Θt in the direction
of St, which minimizes the objective function locally.

After updating Θt+1, we check for convergence. The op-
timization stops if any of the following conditions are met:
1) The change in the optimization variables is sufficiently
small, ∥Θt+1 −Θt∥ < ϵ, where ϵ is a small positive number.
2) The change in the objective function is sufficiently small:
|R(Θt+1) − R(Θt)| < ϵ. If the above conditions are met in
the t+1 iteration, the optimization terminates, and the solution
Θt+1 is considered as the optimal solution.

If the optimization has not converged, we need to update
the Hessian matrix for the next iteration. This can be done by
the Davidon-Fletcher-Powell (DFP) method, which is used to
update the approximate Hessian matrix based on the gradient
and step directions, expressed by

Ut+1 = Ut +
∆Θt[∆Θt]T

[∆qt]T∆Θt
− Ut∆qt[∆qt]TUt

[∆qt]TUt∆qt
, (16)

where ∆Θt refers to the difference in the decision variables,
and ∆qt refers to the difference in the gradient. Thus the
updated Hessian is given by Ut+1 = Ut + ∆U, where ∆U
is the last two terms in (16).

The overall approach is summarized in Algorithm 1.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

The system operates at a central frequency of 3 GHz. The
BS is equipped with N = 4 antennas, serving K = 4 users.
The user and scatterer locations are uniformly distributed
with angles θk,l and ϕk,l ranging within [0, 1], and the path
gain βk,l follows CN (0, 1). All users are assumed to have
an identical number of channel paths and equal power. It
is assumed that all users have the same number of channel
paths and transmit power. We define the maximum movable

Algorithm 1: Proposed MRA optimization method.
Input: Channel parameters.
Output: Optimized antenna positions x, z,ψθ,ψϕ.

Define objective function R(Θ):
R(Θ) = −

∑K
k=1 log2

(
1 + P/K

σ2 · 1
[(HHH)−1]k,k

)
;

for t = 1, · · · , T do
Obtain the Taylor expansion based approximation:
R(Θ(t+1)) ≈ 1

2S
(t),TU(t)S(t) + cTS(t);

Solve QP problem in (14);
Update variables: Θ(t+1) = Θ(t) + S(t);
Update U(t+1) according to (16);
if |Θ(t+1) −Θ(t)| < ϵ then

Break: Convergence achieved;
end

end

region as xmax = zmax = r λ2 , where r is used to control
the movable region. We define the maximum rotation angle as
ψϕ
max = ψθ

max = ψmax.
Four schemes in this paper are considered for evaluation:

FPA, MA, Rotatable Antenna (RA), and MRA. The systems
performance is evaluated using three key simulation setups:
(1) fixing the maximum movable region and the maximum
optimizable rotation angle while varying the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) to compare the performance of the three schemes,
(2) fixing the SNR = 1dB and maximum movable region
while varying the maximum optimizable rotation angle, and
(3) fixing the SNR = 1dB and maximum optimizable rotation
angle while varying the maximum movable region.

As can be seen from Fig. 2, where the maximum movable
range r = 4 and the maximum rotation angle ψmax = π/4,
the performance of all schemes improves with the increase of
SNR. FPA performs the worst because it has less degree-of-
freedom. The performances of RA and MA are similar in that
they both have the ability to change channels to improve the
sum rate. Moreover, MRA performs best since it optimizes
both antenna position and rotation angle, giving it the most
degree-of-freedom. This also shows that optimizing antenna
positions and rotation angles can be combined for sum rate
enhancement. In Fig. 3, we change the maximum movable
range and maximum rotation angle into r = 6 and ψmax =
π/3, respectively. We can observe that similar conclusions can
be obtained as shown in Figs. 2, demonstrating the potential
of antenna position and rotation angle optimization.

Fig. 4 presents the sum rate performance when the
maximum optimizable rotation angles are varied over
{π/16, π/8, 3π/16, π/4, 5π/16, 3π/8, 7π/16, π/2}. The op-
timizable rotation angle, ψ, increases, the performance gap
between MRA and RA narrows. However, MA and FPA do not
show any improvement, as they are not optimized for rotation
angles.

In Fig. 5, the sum rate performance of the methods
is evaluated with varying maximum movable regions r ∈
{1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10}. MRA and MA demonstrate a grad-
ual increase in sum rate with increasing r, and the trend
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Fig. 2: Sum rate varying with SNR (r = 4,ψ = π/4). Fig. 3: Sum rate varying with SNR (r = 6,ψ = π/3).

Fig. 4: Sum rate varying with ψmax. Fig. 5: Sum rate varying with r.

becomes smoother as G increases. In contrast, RA and FPA
show no performance change as they are not optimized for the
movable region.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we proposed a flexible precoding framework
for multi-user MISO systems enhanced by MRAs. By jointly
optimizing antenna positions and rotation angles, we demon-
strated significant improvements in sum rate and commu-
nication performance compared to traditional fixed-position
antenna systems, MAs and RAs. The SQP algorithm is em-
ployed to solve the complex, non-linear optimization problem
efficiently. Our results highlight the advantages of dynamic
antenna configurations in position and orientation, particularly
in mitigating interference and enhancing spatial diversity. This
approach offers valuable insights for future communication
systems, paving the way for broader applications of MRAs in
next-generation wireless networks.
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