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Abstract—Movable antennas offer new potential for wireless
communication by introducing degrees of freedom in antenna
positioning, which has recently been explored for improving sum
rates. In this paper, we aim to fully leverage the capabilities of
movable antennas (MAs) by assuming that both the transmitter
and receiver can optimize their antenna positions in multi-user
multiple-input multiple-output (MU-MIMO) communications.
Recognizing that WMMSE beamforming is a highly effective
method for maximizing the MU-MIMO sum rate, we modify it
to integrate antenna position optimization for MA systems, which
we refer to as flexible WMMSE (F-WMMSE) beamforming.
Importantly, we reformulate the subproblems within WMMSE to
develop regularized sparse optimization frameworks to achieve
joint beamforming (antenna coefficient optimization) and element
movement (antenna position optimization). We then propose a
regularized least squares-based simultaneous orthogonal match-
ing pursuit (RLS-SOMP) algorithm to address the resulting
sparse optimization problem. To enhance practical applications,
the low-complexity implementation of the proposed framework
is developed based on the pre-calculations and matrix inverse
lemma. The overall F-WMMSE algorithm converges similarly to
WMMSE, and our findings indicate that F-WMMSE achieves
a significant sum rate improvement compared to traditional
WMMSE, exceeding 20% under appropriate simulation condi-
tions.

Index Terms—Beamforming, flexible WMMSE, Movable an-
tenna, MU-MIMO, sparse optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

As wireless communication technology evolves, continuous
advancements are being made across various dimensions to
enhance degrees of freedom (DoFs) and expand applications.
A key focus is the exploration of wireless channel character-
istics, leveraging their properties to improve communication
and sensing capabilities. This includes utilizing the sparsity
of millimeter-wave and terahertz channels for beamspace
signal processing [1]–[3], employing reconfigurable intelligent
surfaces (RIS) to enhance channel propagation [4]–[6], and
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exploiting near-field spherical-wave channels to unlock the
distance DoF [7], [8]. Despite these developments, the po-
tential of wireless channels remains a vast area for further
exploration.

With the emergence of shape-adjustable, controllable, and
reconfigurable materials and antennas, flexible radio systems
hold significant promise for the future. These innovations
are primarily driven by researchers in the antenna domain
and are being applied across various fields, such as wear-
able devices and dynamic deployment designs. Advances in
flexible antennas—encompassing positional movement, shape
control, rotational adjustment, and pattern reconfiguration—
are documented in [9]–[12]. Recognizing the potential of flex-
ible antenna DoFs, recent studies have investigated wireless
communication with variable antenna positions. The primary
focus has been on movable antennas (MAs) and fluid antennas
(FAs), both of which optimize antenna element positions to
leverage the inherent capabilities of wireless channels [13],
[14]. In contrast to conventional fixed-position antennas, MAs
and FAs can proactively reshape wireless channels into more
favorable conditions for data transmission, avoiding positions
or angles that may experience deep fading for desired users
or strong interference for undesired ones. Typically, research
on MAs centers on spatial geometry channels, while studies
on FAs focus on statistical channels.

It is worth noting that before the advent of MAs and FAs,
two dynamic antenna position optimization techniques were
extensively explored in the field of signal processing. The
first technique, antenna selection [15], involves identifying
the optimal subset of antennas from a predefined dense
array, effectively constituting discrete position optimization.
Initially developed to maximize energy efficiency in wireless
communication systems, this technique is also commonly
applied in spatial index modulation, where the best subset of
antennas is selected for transmission. Additionally, in inte-
grated sensing and communication systems, antenna selection
can optimize which antennas are designated for transmitting
signals and which are used for receiving echo signals. From the
perspective of array structure exploitation, antenna selection
falls under discrete antenna position optimization schemes.
The second technique, array synthesis [16], [17], focuses on
achieving specific beam pattern objectives, such as sidelobe
suppression, main lobe directivity enhancement, and efficient
beam pattern representation using fewer elements through the
optimization of antenna positions, counts, and beamforming
coefficients. Although differing in objectives and methodolo-
gies, the strategies employed in antenna selection and array
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synthesis offer valuable insights for optimizing flexible arrays.
Recently, several studies for MAs and FAs were investigated

in [14], [18]–[22]. In [20], 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 [14] 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 [20] and [14] theoretically showcased the potential
benefits of antenna position optimization in wireless com-
munications. The study in [23] explored point-to-point FAS
communications using maximum ratio combining, revealing
that the system’s diversity order matches the total number of
ports. Moreover, [18] 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,
[19], [21] showed the potential of uplink power minimization
through optimizing the user’s antenna position. Conversely,
[22] 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. However,
such meta-heuristic algorithms, despite their effectiveness,
often come with high computational complexity and may lack
deeper theoretical insights. For more insights, [24] proposed
flexible precoding with joint antenna coefficient and position
optimization based on a sparse optimization framework, which
provided a new view for MAs. Moreover, flexible antenna DoF
was also combined with other wireless applications to unlock
new potentials, such as integrated sensing and communication
(ISAC) [25]–[27] and mobile edge computing [28]. In these
references, MAs have been demonstrated useful for system
performance enhancement.

Beyond element-movable cases reviewed above, some
works have been focused on array-level adjustment to explore
array DoFs. More specifically, [29] investigated general MA
architectures and practical implementations, with a focus on
array-level MAs. It also provided an overview of candidate
implementation methods for the proposed MA architectures,
utilizing either direct mechanical or equivalent electronic con-
trol. [30] considered six-dimensional MA where array rotation
is considered for communication performance enhancement.
Moreover, [31] investigated flexible antenna arrays’ potential
by evaluating the impact of the flexible DoF including rotat-
able arrays, bendable arrays, and foldable arrays on the multi-
sector sum-rate.

Weighted minimum mean square error (WMMSE), which
addresses a matrix-weighted sum-MSE minimization prob-
lem by introducing a weight matrix to make it equivalent
to sum-rate maximization, delivers exceptional performance
in joint precoder and combiner optimization for multi-user
multiple-input multiple-output (MU-MIMO) systems [32]. Be-
yond the general scenario, it has been extensively applied
in various wireless applications, including self-interference
suppression in in-band full-duplex communications [33], the
communication-sensing rate trade-off in ISAC [34], and hybrid
beamforming in MU-MIMO mmWave systems [35]. Further-
more, to unlock additional potential of WMMSE, recent works

have aimed to accelerate its computation. For instance, [36],
[37] leveraged deep learning methods to reduce WMMSE’s
complexity while maintaining comparable performance, and
[38] proposed a reduced-WMMSE approach, exploiting the
structure of linear precoding schemes to lower complexity
when the number of antennas at the BS exceeds the number
of data streams.

All existing works on WMMSE primarily focus on the DoF
related to the precoder/combiner, i.e., the antenna coefficients,
while neglecting the DoF associated with antenna positions.
This raises the question: what will happened when WMMSE
beamforming meets MAs? By leveraging the modification of
the multi-path effect through MAs, WMMSE beamforming
can achieve a higher sum-rate with the joint optimization
of both antenna coefficients and positions. This approach is
termed flexible WMMSE (F-WMMSE) beamforming, inspired
by the adaptability of antenna positions. Our key contributions
and innovations are summarized as follows: 1:

• First, we review the classical WMMSE algorithm by
introducing its optimization objective and presenting its
alternating solutions for the precoder, combiner, and
auxiliary weight matrix. Through further derivations, we
unify the objectives of the WMMSE precoder and com-
biner, transforming them into a regularized least squares
(RLS) problem.

• Subsequently, we formulate a compressive sensing or
sparse recovery problem for the joint optimization of the
precoder/combiner and the transmit/receive antenna po-
sitions, based on the unified RLS problem for WMMSE.
Specifically, we introduce a virtual channel representation
(VCR) by defining a dictionary of candidate antenna po-
sitions within the allowed movable region. Each column
of this dictionary represents a candidate antenna position
sampled by L channel paths. Thus, our objective is to
identify the N dictionary columns (antenna positions)
and their corresponding coefficients (precoder/combiner)
under the RLS framework. This results in a regular-
ized sparse optimization problem involving the ℓ0-norm,
and we propose the RLS-based simultaneous orthogonal
matching pursuit (RLS-SOMP) algorithm to solve it.

• Finally, to reduce the complexity of the entire F-WMMSE
procedure, we propose the fast RLS-SOMP algorithm.
This method reduces matching complexity through pre-
calculations, at the cost of increased memory usage, and
employs the matrix inverse lemma (MIL) to establish a
recursive equation, accelerating the RLS computation by
leveraging the result from the previous iteration.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II
introduces the signal and channel models. Section III reviews
the WMMSE algorithm. Section IV reformulates WMMSE
problems and introduces the proposed F-WMMSE algorithm.
Section V analyzes time complexity of WMMSE and F-
WMMSE, and proposes low-complexity F-WMMSE imple-
mentation. Section VI provides simulation results to evaluate
the proposed methods. Section VII concludes this paper.

1The source code of this work is open in https://github.com/YyangSJ/
F-WMMSE-beamforming for readers studying.

https://github.com/YyangSJ/F-WMMSE-beamforming
https://github.com/YyangSJ/F-WMMSE-beamforming
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Fig. 1: Description of a MU-MIMO MA system.

Notations: (·)T , (·)H , and (·)−1 denote transpose, conjugate
transpose, and inverse, respectively. | · | denotes the cardinality
of a set. Tr(B) denotes the trace of matrix B. ∥B∥F denotes
the Frobenius norm of matrix B. Let [B]:,i denote the i-th
column of matrix B, and [B]:,Λ, where Λ is an index set, de-
note the submatrix of B consisting of columns corresponding
to the indices in Λ. Additionally, CN (µ, σ2I) represents the
complex Gaussian distribution with mean µ and variance σ2.
E[·] denotes the expectation operator.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a MU-MIMO downlink system, where the BS
is equipped with Nt movable antenna elements, distributed
along the x-z plane, and each of the K users is equipped
with Nr movable antenna elements. The BS transmits D data
streams to each user, where D ≤ Nr < Nt. In this downlink
communication system, the received signal at the k-th user,
k ∈ {1, · · · ,K}, is expressed as

yk = HkFs+ nk, (1)

where hk ∈ CNt×1 is the k-th user’s channel, F ≜
[F1, · · · ,FK ] ∈ CNt×DK with Fk ∈ CNt×D denoting the
precoding matrix for user k, s ∈ CKD×1 represents the KD
data streams for K users, nk represents the Gaussian additive
white noise following CN (0, σ2

kINr ), and Hk ∈ CNr×Nt

denotes the wireless channel from the BS to user k.
By assuming L paths for all user channels, the spatial

geometry channel model is established by, ∀k,

Hk =

√
1

L

L∑
l=1

βk,lar(θ
r
k,l, ϕ

r
k,l)a

H
t (θtk,l, ϕ

t
k,l)

=AR,kΣkA
H
T,k,

(2)

where AR,k ≜ [ar(θ
r
k,1, ϕ

r
k,1), · · · ,ar(θrk,L, ϕr

k,L)],
AT,k ≜ [at(θ

t
k,1, ϕ

t
k,1), · · · ,at(θtk,L, ϕt

k,L)], and

Σk ≜
√

1
Ldiag ([βk,1, · · · , βk,L]). Moreover, βk,l is

the complex path gain of the l-th path of the k-th
user’s channel, L is number of spatial channel paths,
ϕ
t/r
k,l ≜ sin

(
φ
t/r
k,l

)
sin
(
ϑ
t/r
k,l

)
, and θ

t/r
k,l ≜ cos

(
ϑ
t/r
k,l

)
denote

the virtual angle-of-departure (AoD)/angle-of-arrival (AoA)
of the l-th path of the k-th user’s channel. Ignoring the
subscript, the array-angle manifold a(θ, ϕ) ∈ CN×1 follows

a(θ, ϕ) =
[
ej

2π
λ (ϕx1+θz1), · · · , ej 2π

λ (ϕxN+θzN )
]T

, (3)

where (xn, zn) is the position of the n-th antenna in the x-z
plane. The set p ≜ {(xnt

, znt
) | nt = 1, · · · , Nt} denotes

the transmit antenna position set, and qk ≜ {(xnr,k
, znr,k

) |
nr,k = 1, · · · , Nr} represents the receive antenna position set
for the k-th user.

III. REVIEW OF WMMSE

We begin by reviewing the WMMSE algorithm, which
tackles a matrix-weighted sum-MSE minimization problem to
maximize the sum-rate in a MU-MIMO scenario. First, the
signal model in Eq. (1) is reformulated by

yk = HkFksk +

K∑
i=1,i̸=k

HkFisi + nk, (4)

where the first term represents the desired signal for user k,
while the second term accounts for the multi-user interference
from other users. By treating the interference as noise and em-
ploying a linear receive beamforming strategy, the estimated
signal for each user k is expressed as follows for all k,

ŝk = WH
k yk, (5)

where Wk ∈ CNr×D denotes the combiner matrix at user k.
The problem of interest is to jointly optimize the precoder F

and combiner Wk, ∀k, to maximize a specific system utility,
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while ensuring that the total power budget P is respected. The
power constraint is given by

Tr
(
FFH

)
≤ P. (6)

A commonly studied utility maximization problem is the
weighted sum-rate (WSR) maximization, which can be for-
mulated as:

arg max
F

K∑
k=1

αkRk,

s.t. Tr
(
FFH

)
≤ P,

(7)

where αk represents the priority of user k, and Rk is the rate
of user k, given by

Rk = log det
(
INr

+C−1HkFkF
H
k HH

k

)
, (8)

where C ≜
∑

i ̸=k HiFiF
H
i HH

i + σ2
kINr

.
In addition, another popular utility maximization problem

is sum-MSE minimization. The MSE matrix Ek of user k is
expressed as

Ek =E
[
(sk − ŝk)(sk − ŝk)

H
]

=WH
k E

[
yky

H
k

]
Wk − E

[
sky

H
k

]
Wk −WH

k E
[
yks

H
k

]
+ E

[
sks

H
k

]
=WH

k HkFF
HHH

k Wk + σ2
kW

H
k Wk − FH

k HH
k Wk

−WH
k HkFk + ID

=
(
ID −WH

k HkFk

) (
ID −WH

k HkFk

)H
+
∑
j ̸=k

WH
k HkFjF

H
j HH

k Wk + σ2
kW

H
k Wk.

(9)
Then, the sum-MSE minimization problem is formulated by

arg min
F,Wk

K∑
k=1

Tr (Ek)

s.t. Tr
(
FFH

)
≤ P.

(10)

Given the above two utility problem, matrix-weighted sum-
MSE minimization establishes their relationship. Let Bk ⪰
0 ∈ CD×D be the auxiliary weight matrix, [32] has shown
that problem (7) is equivalent to

arg min
F,Bk,Wk

K∑
k=1

αk (Tr (BkEk)− log det (Bk))

s.t. Tr
(
FFH

)
≤ P,

(11)

in the sense that the global optimal solution F is the same for
both problems.

Therefore, sum-rate maximization in MU-MIMO can be
achieved by solving problem (11), which employs the block
coordinate descent method to iteratively derive the closed-form
expressions for {B,W,F}. [36] demonstrated that the power
constraint can be integrated into the objective of problem (7).
This approach allows for solving the problem without the
maximum transmit power constraint, followed by scaling the
results to comply with the power constraint. In this context,

the equivalent rate expression R̃k for user k incorporates the
power constraint as follows:

R̃k = log det

INr
+HkFkF

H
k HH

k

∑
i ̸=k

HiFiF
H
i HH

i

+
σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
INr

)−1
)
.

(12)
Furthermore, the equivalent MSE matrix for user k is given

by

Ẽk =
(
ID −WH

k HkFk

) (
ID −WH

k HkFk

)H
+
∑
j ̸=k

WH
k HkFjF

H
j HH

k Wk +
σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
WH

k Wk.

(13)
Then, we can solve the following equivalent WMMSE

problem for precoder and combiner optimization:

arg min
F,B,W

K∑
k=1

αk

(
Tr
(
BkẼk

)
− log det (Bk)

)
. (14)

Compared to solving problem (11), addressing the above
problem does not require consideration of the power constraint
for objective minimization. It has been shown that their solu-
tions are equivalent [36]. Furthermore, the alternative solutions
are provided below and summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: The procedure of WMMSE
Data: Iterative number I, total power P , user priority

{αk}Kk=1, and noise power {σ2
k}Kk=1.

Result: Precoder F⋆ and combiner {W⋆
k}Kk=1.

1 begin
2 Initialization: Generate random F⋆ satisfying

Tr
(
F⋆F⋆,H

)
≤ P .

3 for i = 1, · · · , I do
4 —————– UPDATE Wk,∀k —————
5 γ1,k =

σ2
k

P Tr
(
F⋆F⋆,H

)
;

6 W⋆
k =

(
HkF

⋆F⋆,HHH
k + γ1,kINr

)−1
HkF

⋆
k;

7 ————— UPDATE Bk,∀k——————–

8 B⋆
k =

(
ID − F⋆,H

k HH
k W⋆

k

)−1

;
9 —————– UPDATE Fk,∀k——————

10 γ2 =
∑

k
αkσ

2
k

P Tr
(
W⋆

kB
⋆
kW

⋆,H
k

)
;

11 F⋆
k = αk(

∑
k αkH

H
k W⋆

kB
⋆
kW

⋆,HHk

+ γ2INt)
−1HH

k W⋆
kB

⋆
k;

12 end
13 Normalize F⋆ ←

√
P

Tr(F⋆F⋆,H)
F⋆

14 end

A. Update Wk,∀k in WMMSE

The combiner optimization in the WMMSE problem can be
interpreted as a MMSE receiver problem, which can be solved
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by

W⋆
k =

(
HkFF

HHH
k +

σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
INr

)−1

HkFk. (15)

This can be derived by two different approaches: 1) using
the orthogonality principle such that E

[
(sk − ŝk)y

H
]
= 0,

and 2) setting the partial derivative of Wk to zero.

B. Update Bk,∀k in WMMSE
By substituting W⋆

k into the equivalent MSE matrix Ẽk in
Eq. (13), the expression simplifies to

Ẽ⋆
k

=ID −W⋆,H
k HkFk − FH

k HH
k W⋆

k +W⋆,H
k HkFkF

H
k HH

k W⋆
k

+
∑
j ̸=k

W⋆,H
k HkFjF

H
j HH

k W⋆
k +

σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
W⋆,H

k W⋆
k

=ID −W⋆,H
k HkFk − FH

k HH
k W⋆

k

+W⋆,H
k

(
HkFF

HHH
k +

σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
INr

)
W⋆

k

(a)
= ID − FH

k HH
k W⋆

k,
(16)

where (a) follows from substituting W⋆
k in Eq. (15) into the

calculations. Notably, some works prefer to express Ẽ⋆
k =

ID−W⋆,H
k HkFk, which is also acceptable since FH

k HH
k W⋆

k

is a Hermitian matrix.
Considering problem (11), with the precoder and combiner

variables fixed, the subproblem with respect to Bk is convex,
and the optimal solution is given by

B⋆
k =

(
Ẽ⋆

k

)−1

. (17)

C. Update Fk,∀k in WMMSE
Similarly, the subproblem for the precoder Fk, with the

other variables fixed, can be solved as follows:

arg min
F

K∑
k=1

αkTr
(
BkẼk

)
. (18)

The first-order optimality condition is satisfied, and the
solution for F⋆

k is given by

F⋆
k = αk

(∑
k

αkH
H
k WkBkW

H
k Hk

+
∑
k

αkσ
2
k

P
Tr
(
WkBkW

H
k

)
INt

)−1

HH
k WkBk,

(19)
followed by scaling with the factor

√
P

Tr((F⋆)HF⋆)
.

IV. PROPOSED F-WMMSE
By considering the additional DoF provided by the channel

in MA systems, the WSR maximization problem becomes

arg max
F,p,qk

K∑
k=1

αkR̃k,

s.t. |[p]i − [p]j | ≥ dmin,p ∈ Ut,
|[qk]i − [qk]j | ≥ dmin,qk ∈ Ur,∀k,

(20)

where p represents the antenna position set of the BS, and
qk represents the antenna position set of user k. The second
and third constraints enforce that the inter-element spacing
between antennas must be greater than a minimum allowable
distance dmin, and the antenna positions of both the BS and the
users are restricted to feasible regions Ut and Ur, respectively.
These regions are defined as

Ut = {(xnt
, znt

)|xnt
∈ [0, Ut], znt

∈ [0, Ut]} , (21)

Ur = {(xnr
, znr

)|xnr
∈ [0, Ur], znr

∈ [0, Ur]} , (22)

where we assume square regions with side lengths Ut and Ur

for the BS and users, respectively.
Compared to problem (7), the WSR problem in MA systems

further incorporates the optimization of antenna positions
{p,qk,∀k}, which influence the channel Hk and consequently
affect the achievable rate in Eq. (12). In this sense, the globally
optimal solution for the WSR problem remains equivalent to
the matrix-weighted sum-MSE minimization problem given by

arg min
F,p,Bk,Wk,qk

K∑
k=1

αk

(
Tr
(
BkẼk

)
− log det (Bk)

)
s.t. |[p]i − [p]j | ≥ dmin,p ∈ Ut,
|[qk]i − [qk]j | ≥ dmin,qk ∈ Ur,∀k.

(23)

In the following, we derive alternative solutions for F-
WMMSE in the context of problem (23).

A. Update {Wk,qk,∀k} in F-WMMSE

This subsection jointly optimizes Wk and qk. By fixing
{F,p,Bk}, minimizing the weighted sum-MSE leads to the
F-MMSE receiver problem:

arg min
Wk,qk

E
[
∥sk − ŝk∥22

]
s.t. |[qk]i − [qk]j | ≥ dmin,qk ∈ Ur,∀k.

(24)

It is challenging to jointly solve for Wk and qk from the
above problem. The following proposition reformulates the
objective.

Proposition 1: The multi-user MMSE receiver problem is
equivalent to the following Frobenius norm regularized least
squares problem as

arg min
Wk

∥∥∥Ĩk − FHHH
k Wk

∥∥∥2
F
+

σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
∥Wk∥2F ,

(25)
where Ĩk ≜

[
0D×(k−1)D, ID,0D×(K−k)D

]T ∈ CKD×K

represents the k-th user’s indicator. Its solution is given by

Wk =

(
HkFF

HHH
k +

σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
INr

)−1

HkFĨk,

(26)
which is equivalent to Eq. (15) as Fk = FĨk.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix A. ■

Remark 1: The subproblem of the WMMSE combiner in
problem (25) is equivalent to the regularized zero-forcing
equalization problem with the regularized factor σ2

k

P Tr
(
FFH

)
for user k.



6

Given Proposition 1, the problem (24) can be reformulated
as

arg min
Wk,qk

∥∥∥Ĩk − FHHH
k Wk

∥∥∥2
F
+

σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
∥Wk∥2F

s.t. |[qk]i − [qk]j | ≥ dmin,qk ∈ Ur,∀k.
(27)

This problem remains difficult to solve due to the non-
linear dependence on the antenna positions. Notably, antenna
position optimization can be viewed as a sparse optimization
problem, where the antenna positions are initially treated as
discrete variables, enabling on-grid atom selection for joint
optimization of the antenna coefficients and positions.

First, recalling HH
k = AT,kΣ

H
k AH

R,k in Eq. (2), we design
a dictionary or position codebook GR,k ∈ CL×Gr to sample
AH

R,k ∈ CL×Nr for atom selection, shown as

GR,k = [gr,k(x1, z1), · · · ,gr,k(xGr
, zGr

)] , (28)

where Gr ≫ Nr denotes the number of atoms or candidate
positions, and

gr,k(x, z) =
[
e−j 2π

λ (ϕr
k,1x+θr

k,1z), · · · , e−j 2π
λ (ϕr

k,Lx+θr
k,Lz)

]T
(29)

denotes the array-position manifold. The antenna position set
{(x1, z1), · · · , (xGr , zGr )} can be regarded as a Gr-element
virtual array. We assume this virtual array is deployed on a
movable region Ur in Eq. (22) with half-wavelength spacing
such that λ

2

√
Gr = Ur, allowing us not to consider the inter-

element spacing constraint in problem (27).
Compared to the array-angle manifold in Eq. (3) which is

a vector function with angle as the variable and the number
of antennas as its dimension, the array-position manifold in
Eq. (29) is a vector function with antenna position as the
variable and the number of angle paths as its dimension.
Thus, beamspace-domain techniques usually use array-angle
manifolds such as angle and channel estimation. Similarly,
the array-position manifold introduced in this paper can facil-
itate antenna position optimization/estimation. Therefore, we
establish the VCR with virtual arrays for user k,

HH
k

VCR
=⇒ AT,kΣ

H
k GR,k. (30)

Using the ℓ0-norm to constrain the number of antennas,
the F-WMMSE combiner problem can be formulated by a
regularized sparse recovery problem:

arg min
Wk

∥∥∥Ĩk −ΦR,kWk

∥∥∥2
F
+ γ1,k

∥∥Wk

∥∥2
F

s.t.
∥∥Wk

∥∥
row,0

= Nr,

(31)

where ΦR,k ≜ FHAT,kΣ
H
k GR,k ∈ CKD×Gr denotes the

sensing matrix, γ1,k ≜ σ2
k

P Tr
(
FFH

)
, Wk ∈ CGr×D denotes

the sparse combiner of user k in which the re-organized non-
zero rows denotes the F-WMMSE combiner and non-zero row
indices denote the antenna positions, and ∥·∥row,0 returns the
number of non-zero rows of a matrix.

To solve the above sparse optimization problem, the fol-
lowing proposition is developed based on the greedy pursuit
method.

Proposition 2: Consider a regularized sparse optimization
problem as follows,

arg min
X

∥Y −DX∥2F + ζ ∥X∥2F

s.t. ∥X∥row,0 = N.
(32)

It can be effectively addressed using the RLS-SOMP method
outlined in Algorithm 2, which replaces the conventional LS
computation in the residual updating step with RLS.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix B. ■

Based on Proposition 2, problem (31) can be directly solved.
We can obtain the optimized Nr-row-sparse matrix W

⋆

k, where
the Nr non-zero rows denote the Nr antenna’s coefficients
across D data streams, and the Nr non-zero row indices,
added to the set ΛR,k, indicates the selection of Nr columns
in dictionary GR,k, implying Nr antenna positions.

Notably, using Proposition 2 to solve this problem allows
for only discrete optimization of antenna positions, which may
fall short of achieving truly optimal solutions. This limitation,
known as the mismatch problem in recovery theory, arises
from the finite size of the dictionary. Several approaches, such
as perturbation-based methods [17], the Newton method [39],
and spatial alternating generalized expectation maximization
[40], address this issue by incorporating off-grid techniques
that refine antenna positions based on the initial on-grid
results, further reducing the objective. For simplicity, off-grid
refinement is not considered in this work and is left for future
exploration.

Algorithm 2: RLS-SOMP(Y,D, ζ).
Data: Measurement signal Y, sensing matrix D, and

regularization factor ζ.
Result: Coefficient matrix X⋆ and support Λ.

1 begin
2 Initialization: R = Y, Λ = ∅, Γ = {1, · · · , G}.
3 for n = 1, · · · , N do
4 g⋆ = arg max

g∈Γ

∥∥[D]H:,gR
∥∥2
2

;

5 Λ← Λ ∪ g⋆, Γ← Γ \ g⋆;
6 X⋆ =

(
[D]H:,Λ[D]:,Λ + ζIn

)−1
[D]H:,ΛY ;

7 R = Y − [D]:,ΛX
⋆;

8 end
9 end

B. Update Bk,∀k in F-WMMSE

After determining the optimal receive antenna positions qk⋆

for all k by solving problem (31), we update the corresponding
receive array-angle manifold matrix to A⋆

R,k using q⋆
k in

accordance with Eq. (3). By substituting A⋆
R,k and W⋆

k into
the equivalent MSE matrix Ẽk as defined in Eq. (13), we
obtain the solution for the subproblem related to Bk within
problem (23):

B⋆
k =

(
ID − FH

k AT,kΣ
H
k A⋆,H

R,kW
⋆
k

)−1

. (33)
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C. Update {F,p} in F-WMMSE

This subsection jointly optimizes F and p. By fixing
{Wk,qk,Bk}, the subproblem regarding {F,p} is written
as

arg min
F,p

K∑
k=1

αkTr
(
BkẼk

)
s.t. |[p]i − [p]j | ≥ dmin,p ∈ Ut.

(34)

To address the aforementioned issue, we reformulate the
objective in problem (34). This transformation converts the
subproblem of the WMMSE precoder into a regularized least
squares problem, as demonstrated in the following proposition.

Proposition 3: Let H̃ ≜
[
H̃T

1 , · · · , H̃T
K

]T
∈

CKD×Nt with H̃k ≜
√
αkB

1
2

kW
H
k Hk ∈ CD×Nt ,

B̃ ≜ blkdiag (α1B1, · · · , αKBK), and γ2 ≜∑
k

αkσ
2
k

P Tr
(
WkBkW

H
k

)
, the subproblem of WMMSE

precoder is equivalent to a Frobenius norm regularized least
squares problem

arg min
F

∥∥∥B̃ 1
2 − H̃F

∥∥∥2
F
+ γ2 ∥F∥2F . (35)

Its solution is given by

F =
(
H̃HH̃+ γ2INt

)−1

H̃HB̃
1
2 , (36)

which is equivalent to Eq. (19). Similarly, the scaling factor√
P

Tr(FHF)
should be multiplied.

Proof: Please find the proof in Appendix C. ■
Remark 2: Proposition 3 establishes the equivalence be-

tween problems (18) and (35), identifying that the WMMSE
precoder can be solved similarly to the combiner, essentially
with a same regularized least squares problem. Therefore, we
can also use the sparse recovery strategy to address the F-
WMMSE precoder problem for joint antenna position and
coefficient optimization.

First, according to Hk = AR,kΣkA
H
T,k we design a

dictionary or position codebook GT,k ∈ CL×Gt to sample
AH

T,k ∈ CL×Nr for sparse recovery, shown as

GT,k = [gt,k(x1, z1), · · · ,gt,k(xGt
, zGt

)] , (37)

where Gt ≫ Nt denotes the number of atoms or candidate
positions, and

gt,k(x, z) =
[
e−j 2π

λ (ϕt
k,1x+θt

k,1z), · · · , e−j 2π
λ (ϕt

k,Lx+θt
k,Lz)

]T
.

(38)
Compared to gr,k(x, z) in Eq. (29) which depends on AoAs
at the user end, gt,k(x, z) depends on AoDs at the BS end.
We assume the Gt elements are deployed on a movable
region Ut in Eq. (21) with half-wavelength spacing such that
λ
2

√
Gt = Ut, allowing us not to consider the inter-element

spacing constraint.

Then, H̃ can be re-expressed by VCR:

H̃ =


√
α1B

1
2
1 W

H
1 AR,1Σ1A

H
T,1

...
√
αKB

1
2

KWH
KAR,KΣKAH

T,K


VCR
=⇒


√
α1B

1
2
1 W

H
1 AR,1Σ1GT,1

...
√
αKB

1
2

KWH
KAR,KΣKGT,K


=ΨGT,

(39)

where Ψ ≜ blkdiag



√
α1B

1
2
1 W

H
1 AR,1Σ1

...
√
αKB

1
2

KWH
KAR,KΣK


 ∈

CKD×KL represents the measurement matrix, and GT ≜[
GT

T,1, · · · ,GT
T,K

]T ∈ CKL×Gt represents the dictionary.
Denoted by ΦT ≜ ΨGT ∈ CKD×Gt , the following sparse
recovery problem can be formulated for F-WMMSE precoder:

arg min
F

∥∥∥B̃ 1
2 −ΦTF

∥∥∥2
F
+ γ2

∥∥F∥∥2
F

s.t.
∥∥F∥∥

row,0
= Nt,

(40)

where F ∈ CGt×KD denotes the Nt-row-sparse precoder.
The above problem can be addressed by the RLS-SOMP

algorithm, described in Proposition 2. We can obtain the
optimized Nt-row-sparse matrix F

⋆
, where the Nt non-zero

rows denote the Nt antenna’s coefficients across KD data
streams, and the Nt non-zero row indices, added to the set
ΛT, indicates the selection of Nt columns in dictionary GT,
implying Nt antenna positions.

D. F-WMMSE Algorithm Summary

Optimizing antenna positions aims to refine the channel con-
ditions. In the spatial channel model considered, optimizing
the transmit and receive antenna positions directly impacts
the array manifold matrices AT,k and AR,k,∀k, respectively.
This setup allows us to approach F-WMMSE beamforming
from the perspective of optimizing AH

T,kF for precoder and
WH

k AR,k for combiner. However, direct optimization of
AH

T,kFk and WH
k AR,k is not feasible, as AT,k and AR,k

must adhere to specific array manifold structures.
Compared to the traditional WMMSE method in Algorithm

1, which in each iteration i, beamforming matrices F⋆
k and

W⋆
k are updated and used for updating the auxiliary variable

B⋆
k, F-WMMSE shown in Algorithm 3 additionally updates

antenna positions or channel supports for flexible beamform-
ing matrices A⋆,H

T,kF
⋆
k and A⋆,H

R,kW
⋆
k, and also use them to

update the auxiliary variable B⋆
k.

E. Simplifications into MU-MISO Case

Here, we establish the relation between this work and our
previous work [24] by considering the MU-MISO case. In this
context, Wk and Bk reduce to scalars, the channel matrix Hk
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Algorithm 3: The procedure of F-WMMSE
Data: Iterative number I, total power P , user priority

{αk}Kk=1, noise power {σ2
k}Kk=1, and allowed

movable regions Ut and Ur.
Result: Precoder F, combiner {Wk}Kk=1, BS’s

antenna position p, and users’ antenna
position {qk}Kk=1.

1 begin
2 Initialization: Generate random F⋆ satisfying

Tr
(
F⋆F⋆,H

)
≤ P , construct GR,k and GT

according to Eqs. (28) and (37).
A⋆

T,k = AT,k,∀k.
3 for i = 1, · · · , I do
4 ————– UPDATE {Wk,qk} ,∀k ————
5 γ1,k =

σ2
k

P Tr
(
F⋆F⋆,H

)
;

6 Φ⋆
R,k ≜ F⋆,HA⋆

T,kΣ
H
k GR,k;

7 [W⋆
k,ΛR,k] = RLS-SOMP

(
Ĩk,Φ

⋆
R,k, γ1,k

)
;

8 A⋆
R,k = [GR,k]

H
:,ΛR,k

;
9 ————— UPDATE Bk,∀k———————

10 B⋆
k =

(
ID − F⋆,H

k A⋆
T,kΣ

H
k A⋆,H

R,kW
⋆
k

)−1

;
11 —————— UPDATE {F,p}——————
12 γ2 =

∑
k

αkσ
2
k

P Tr
(
W⋆

kB
⋆
kW

⋆,H
k

)
;

13 Φ⋆
T =

blkdiag



√
α1B

⋆, 12
1 WH

1 A⋆
R,1Σ1

...
√
αKB

⋆, 12
K WH

KA⋆
R,KΣK


GT ;

14 [F⋆,ΛT] = RLS-SOMP
(
B̃⋆, 12 ,Φ⋆

T, γ2

)
;

15 A⋆
T = [GT]

H
:,ΛT

;
16 end
17 Normalize F⋆ ←

√
P

Tr(F⋆F⋆,H)
F⋆

18 end

reduces to the vector hk ∈ CNt×1, and the VCR of the multi-
user channel in Eq. (39) becomes

H̃ =


√
α11Σ1A

H
T,1

...√
αK1ΣKAH

T,K


VCR
=⇒


√
α1β

T
1 GT,1

...√
αKβT

KGT,K


=ΨGT,

(41)

where Ψ ≜ blkdiag(
√
α1β

T
1 , · · · ,

√
αKβT

K).
The problem of WMMSE precoder is equivalent to a

Frobenius norm regularized least squares problem

arg min
F

∥∥∥α 1
2 − H̃F

∥∥∥2
F
+

∑
k αkσ

2
k

P
∥F∥2F , (42)

where α ≜ diag([α1, · · · , αK ]). Assuming all users are fair,
i.e., α1 = · · · = αK = 1, the problem simplifies to the

flexible regularized zero-forcing (RZF) precoding problem
as discussed in [24]. This work demonstrates that antenna
movement aids in selecting an effective projection subspace
for precoding, and that the iterative antenna selection process
in the RZF precoding scheme aligns with the RLS-SOMP
approach.

V. TIME COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS AND FAST
IMPLEMENTATION

A. Complexity Analysis

The time complexity of the WMMSE algorithm can be
summarized as follows: Each iteration’s computation of Wk

is primarily determined by the matrix-matrix multiplication
HkF, which has a complexity of O(NrNtKD). For a to-
tal of K users, this results in an overall complexity of
O(NrNtK

2D). The calculation of {Bk}Kk=1 incurs a com-
plexity of O(KDNtNr), attributable to the matrix-matrix
multiplication FH

k HH
k . Additionally, updating F through the

calculation given in Eq. (36) requires a complexity of O(N3
t ).

Given that Nt ≥ Nr ≥ D, the total complexity of the
WMMSE algorithm is dominated by the precoder updating
procedure, which can be represented as O(IN3

t ), where I
denotes the number of iterations of the WMMSE algorithm.

For F-WMMSE, the complexity is indeed dominated by
the precoder updating procedure, which relies on the RLS-
SOMP algorithm as outlined in Algorithm 2. In this con-
text, given Y ∈ CKD×KD and D ∈ CKD×G, the atom
matching process detailed in line 4 incurs a complexity of
O(GK2D2) for each iteration. Additionally, computing the
RLS in line 6 requires a complexity of O(n2KD+n3). When
considering the circular loop, the total complexity can be
expressed as O

(
NGK2D2 +

∑N
n=1(n

2KD + n3)
)

. In the
case of F-WMMSE utilizing the RLS-SOMP algorithm, with
the condition that Nt ≥ KD, the overall complexity can be
represented as O

(
INtGtK

2D2 + I
∑Nt

n=1(n
2KD + n3)

)
.

When compared to WMMSE, it is clear that F-WMMSE com-
bined with the RLS-SOMP algorithm necessitates a higher-
order complexity.

B. MIL-based Fast Implementation

To enhance the efficiency of F-WMMSE, employing the
atom matching process is simplified in the expense of memory
storage and the MIL is suggested to reduce the complexity
associated with RLS-SOMP. First, the atom matching process
requires the inner product of the sensing matrix and the
residual, i.e., arg max

g∈Γ

∥∥[D]H:,gR
∥∥2
2
.

The matching expression is given by

[D]H:,gR = [D]H:,gY − [D]H:,g[D]:,ΛX
⋆. (43)

We can observe that the matching process can be sim-
plified by pre-calculation and storage of [D]H:,gY and
[D]H:,g1 [D]:,g2 , ∀g, g1, g2. Hence, the matching complexity in
the n-th iteration is decreased into O(nGKD) by calculating
[D]H:,g[D]:,ΛX

⋆,∀g.
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Denoted by Λn and g⋆n the support and the selected atom
in the n-th iteration.(
[D]H:,Λn

[D]:,Λn + ζIn
)−1

=

[
[D]H:,Λn−1

[D]:,Λn−1
+ ζIn−1 [D]H:,Λn−1

[D]:,g⋆
n

[D]H:,g⋆
n
[D]:,Λn−1

[D]H:,g⋆
n
[D]:,g⋆

n
+ ζ

]−1

=

[(
[D]H:,Λn−1

[D]:,Λn−1
+ ζIn

)−1

+ ηnvnv
H
n −ηnvn

−ηnvH
n ηn

]
,

(44)
where vn ≜ UH

n−1[D]:,g⋆
n

with Un−1 ≜

[D]:,Λn−1

(
[D]H:,Λn−1

[D]:,Λn−1
+ ζIn−1

)−1

, and

ηn ≜ 1
∥[D]:,g⋆n∥2

2+ζ−∥[D]H:,Λn−1
vn∥2

2
.

Consider the recursion of Un

Un =
[
[D]:,Λn−1

[D]:,g⋆
n

] (
[D]H:,Λn

[D]:,Λn
+ ζIn

)−1

=
[
Un−1 + ηntnv

H
n ηntn

]
,

(45)

where tn ≜ [D]:,Λn−1
vn − [D]:,g⋆

n
.

X⋆
n = UH

n Y

=

[
Un−1Y + ηnvnt

H
n Y

ηnt
H
n Y

]
=

[
X⋆

n−1

0

]
+

[
vn

1

]
ηnt

H
n Y.

(46)

Recalling the residual updating process in line 7 of Al-
gorithm 2, and considering the n-th iteration for [D]:,ΛnX

⋆
n

calculation:

[D]:,Λn

([
X⋆

n−1

0

]
+

[
vn

1

]
ηnt

H
n Y

)
= [D]:,Λn−1X

⋆
n−1 + [D]:,Λn−1

vnt
H
n Y

+ [D]:,g⋆
n
tHn Y.

(47)

The above recursion equation identifies that the first term
can be obtained by the last iteration. Moreover, we can derive
tHn Y as

tHn Y = vH
n [D]H:,Λn−1

Y − [D]H:,g⋆
n
Y. (48)

As DHY can be calculated only once and storage, the
above equation only requires a complexity of O(nKD) for
vector-matrix multiplication. Moreover, calculating vn and
[D]:,Λn−1

vn require a complexity of O(nKD). Hence, the
total complexity for calculating coefficient and residual is
O(nKD). It also indicates that the overall complexity of
fast RLS-SOMP is O(nGKD) induced by the atom matching
process. Furthermore, the complexity of F-WMMSE with fast
RLS-SOMP can be given by O

(
I
∑Nt

n=1 nGKD
)

.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

The system operates at a central frequency of 3 GHz. The
BS is equipped with Nt = 16 MAs, serving K = 4 users
equipped with Nr = 4 MAs with D = 4 data streams.
The noise power is normalized to 1 such that the signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) is expressed by P . The user and scatterer
locations are uniformly distributed with azimuth angles ϕk,l

and elevation angles θk,l ranging within [−1, 1] for all k, l.
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(a) SNR = −5 dB.
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(b) SNR = 5 dB.

Fig. 2: The sum rate versus the iteration number.

All users are assumed to have an identical number of channel’
paths. All users are fair such that the priority αk is set to 1 for
all users. The evaluated methods include MMSE, WMMSE,
and the proposed F-WMMSE. For the MMSE and WMMSE
methods, the antenna positions are fixed and arranged in a
uniform planar array (UPA) with half-wavelength spacing. In
contrast, for the F-WMMSE method, the transmit and receive
antenna positions are assumed to be adjustable within allowed
transmit and receive movable regions, as defined by square
regions in Eqs. (21) and (22). The dimensions of these transmit
and receive regions are determined by Ut and Ur, respectively.

The first simulation evaluates the convergence of the pro-
posed F-WMMSE method in terms of sum rate. The number
of iterations ranges from 1 to 25, with the number of channel
paths L set to 10. Two SNR levels −5 and 5 dB are
considered, along with two movable region settings (Ut, Ur) =
{(4λ, 2λ), (6λ, 3λ)}. For example, (Ut, Ur) = (4λ, 2λ) con-
strains the transmit and receive antennas to movement within
square regions of 4λ×4λ and 2λ×2λ, respectively. As shown
in Fig. 2, the proposed F-WMMSE exhibits convergence
as the iteration count I increases, reaching a stable state
after relatively few iterations, similar to WMMSE. Notably,
the F-WMMSE method achieves a significant performance



10

-15 -10 -5 0 5 10

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

21.85%

(a) K = 2.

-15 -10 -5 0 5 10

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

19.88%

(b) K = 4.

Fig. 3: The sum rate versus SNR.

2 3 4 5 6 7 8

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

Fig. 4: The sum rate versus the receive movable region Ur.

improvement over WMMSE. Additionally, as the movable
region expands, the sum rate of F-WMMSE further increases.

The second simulation evaluates the impact of SNR on the
proposed F-WMMSE method, with SNR ranging from −15 to
10 dB, and the number of channel paths, L, set to 10. Similar
to the first simulation, two movable region configurations are
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Fig. 5: The sum rate versus the transmit movable region Ut.
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Fig. 6: The sum rate versus the number of channel paths L.

considered: (Ut, Ur) = {(4λ, 2λ), (6λ, 3λ)}. The results show
that the sum rate increases with SNR across all methods, with
MMSE exhibiting the smallest growth trend and F-WMMSE
the largest. Notably, F-WMMSE achieves a significant perfor-
mance improvement over WMMSE. For example, F-WMMSE
with (Ut, Ur) = (6λ, 3λ) has a performance gain of 21.85%
over WMMSE at SNR = 10 dB when the number of users is
K = 2, though this gain decreases to 19.88% when K = 4.
Furthermore, the smaller movable region (Ut, Ur) = (4λ, 2λ)
yields a lower, yet still substantial, performance gain.

The third simulation assesses the impact of the movable
region on the proposed F-WMMSE method, including both
the transmit and receive movable regions. We evaluate these
regions separately by fixing one at half-wavelength spacing
and varying the other. As shown in Fig. 4, with SNR set to 5
dB, the number of channel paths set to L ∈ {5, 10}, and the
receive movable region Ur ranging from λ to 4λ with steps of
0.5λ for all users. Notably, to isolate the impact of the receive
movable region, the transmit antenna region is fixed as a 4×4
UPA. The results indicate that the sum rate of F-WMMSE
increases with Ur, although the rate of increase diminishes as
Ur grows. Notably, Ur = λ corresponds to antennas arranged
in a fixed 2×2 UPA, indicating no antenna position adjustment.
Moreover, F-WMMSE with L = 10 shows a significant
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performance gain over L = 5, highlighting the impact of the
number of paths on MAs. Fig. 5 illustrates the influence of
the transmit movable region Ut on the F-WMMSE sum rate.
Here, parameters mirror those in Fig. 4, except the receive
antenna region is fixed at a 2× 2 UPA, while Ut ranges from
2λ to 6λ in steps of 0.5λ. The results similarly show that
the F-WMMSE sum rate increases with Ut, underscoring the
importance of the transmit movable region. As Ut grows, the
sum rate gain decreases, with this trend significantly affected
by the number of channel paths, L. Figs. 4 and 5 demonstrate
that increasing both the transmit and receive movable regions
can enhance the sum rate of the proposed F-WMMSE method.

Finally, we evaluate the impact of the number of channel
paths on the proposed F-WMMSE, as shown in Fig. 6. In
this scenario, the SNR is set to 5 dB, the two movable
region configurations are (Ut, Ur) = {(4λ, 2λ), (6λ, 3λ)},
and the number of channel paths L ranges from 1 to 21
in steps of 4. The results show that as L increases,both
WMMSE and F-WMMSE exhibit performance improvements,
with F-WMMSE showing a more pronounced enhancement.
For example, as L = 1, F-WMMSE and WMMSE achieve
comparable sum rates. However, as L reaches 3, the sum rate
difference between the two methods becomes significant, and
this performance gap continues to widen with increasing L,
although it starts to converge from L = 13. Additionally,
F-WMMSE with (Ut, Ur) = (6λ, 3λ) shows a performance
advantage over (Ut, Ur) = (4λ, 2λ) as L increases. This
suggests that a larger movable region is necessary to fully
exploit the potential benefits in a relatively rich scattering
environment.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

This paper explored MA-enabled MU-MIMO communica-
tions to enhance the sum rate through joint optimization of an-
tenna positioning and beamforming. The WMMSE algorithm
addressed a matrix-weighted sum-MSE minimization problem,
equivalent to WSR maximization through the introduction of
a weight matrix, thereby enabling exceptional performance in
joint precoder and combiner optimization for MU-MIMO. In
this context, we incorporated antenna position optimization
within the WMMSE framework. To this end, we reformu-
lated the WMMSE subproblems using RLS and establish a
sparse optimization framework that integrates both antenna
positioning and beamforming optimization. This complete pro-
cedure, termed F-WMMSE, has a higher time complexity than
traditional WMMSE; however, this complexity is mitigated
with our proposed acceleration technique. Simulations demon-
strated that F-WMMSE achieved a notable improvement in
sum rate compared to traditional WMMSE, with performance
gains that increase with larger movable regions and a greater
number of channel paths.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

First, we rewrite the equivalent MSE matrix as

Ẽk =
(
ID −WH

k HkFk

) (
ID −WH

k HkFk

)H
+ 0D×D +WH

k HkF¬kF
H
¬kH

H
k Wk +

σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
WH

k Wk,

(49)
where F¬k ≜ [F1, · · · ,Fk−1,Fk+1, · · · ,FK ] ∈
CNt×(K−1)D represents the precoder for all users’ data
streams except for user k.

Then, its trace is given by

Tr
(
Ẽk

)
=
∥∥ID −WH

k HkFk

∥∥2
F
+
∥∥0D×(K−1)D −WH

k HkF¬k

∥∥2
F

+
σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
Tr
(
WH

k Wk

)
=
∥∥[ID 0D×(K−1)D

]
−
[
WH

k HkFk WH
k HkF¬k

]∥∥2
F

+
σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
∥Wk∥2F

=
∥∥[ID 0D×(K−1)D

]
−WH

k Hk [Fk F¬k]
∥∥2
F

+
σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
∥Wk∥2F .

(50)
To make F = [Fk F¬k], we need to place Fk

into the appropriate position in F¬k. Correspondingly,[
ID 0D×(K−1)D

]
requires change for consistency.

Thus, the first term in Eq. (50) can be simplified by∥∥[0D×(k−1)D, ID,0D×(K−k)D

]
−WH

k HkF
∥∥2
F

. We define
Ĩk ≜

[
0D×(k−1)D, ID,0D×(K−k)D

]T ∈ CKD×K and obtain

Tr
(
Ẽk

)
=
∥∥∥Ĩk − FHHH

k Wk

∥∥∥2
F
+

σ2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
∥Wk∥2F .

(51)
Hence, problem (25) can be formulated and its solution can

be easily obtained by Eq. (26).

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

The objective of (32) is different from the standard SOMP
due to the regularized term. To solve the nonlinear sparse
recovery problem, the greedy pursuit (GP) criterion [41] is
employed. In the n-th iteration, GP selects the atom with the
maximum gradient component and update the variable:

1) GP selects a column index in D and update the support
set Λ = Λ ∪ g⋆:

g⋆ = arg max
g

∥∥∥∇(n)
Xg

∥∥∥2
2
, (52)

where ∇(n)
Xg

is the g-th row of the gradient ∇(n)
X of the

objective function, provide by

∇(n)
X = 2DH(DX(n−1) −Y) + 2ζX(n−1). (53)

2) X(n) is updated by maximizing the objective given Λ:

X(n) =
(
[D]H:,Λ[D]:,Λ + ζIn

)−1
[D]H:,ΛY. (54)
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Observing that 2DH(DX(n−1) − Y) = −2DHR(n−1)

where R(n−1) ≜ Y−DX(n−1) represents the residual signal
in SOMP, and noting that the second term in (53) does
not affect (52). It identifies that, despite the inclusion of
the regularization term, the atom selection criterion remains
consistent with that of SOMP. The key distinction lies in the
replacement of the LS calculation with RLS. Consequently,
we designate this algorithm as RLS-SOMP.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

First, we simplify the objective of WMMSE precoder prob-
lem as
K∑

k=1

αkTr
(
BkẼk

)
= Tr

(∑
k

αkBkW
H
k HkFF

HHH
k Wk

)

− Tr

(∑
k

αkBkF
H
k HH

k Wk

)
− Tr

(∑
k

αkBkW
H
k HkFk

)

+Tr

(∑
k

αkBk

)
+Tr

(∑
k

αkσ
2
k

P
Tr
(
FFH

)
BkW

H
k Wk

)
.

(55)
Denoted by H̃k ≜

√
αkB

1
2

kW
H
k Hk ∈ CD×Nt ,

H̃ ≜
[
H̃T

1 , · · · , H̃T
K

]T
∈ CKD×Nt and B̃ ≜

blkdiag (α1B1, · · · , αKBK) ∈ CKD×KD, noticing Bk ⪰ 0
such that Bk = BH

k , then those terms in Eq. (55) can be
further simplified, respectively:

Tr

(∑
k

αkBkW
H
k HkFF

HHH
k Wk

)

=Tr

(∑
k

FHHH
k WkαkBkW

H
k HkF

)

=Tr

(∑
k
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k H̃kF

)
=Tr

(
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)
,

(56)

Tr
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αkBkF
H
k HH

k Wk

)
=Tr

(∑
k

√
αkF

H
k H̃H

k B
1
2

k

)
=Tr

(
H̃HB̃

1
2FH
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,

(57)

Tr

(∑
k

αkBkW
H
k HkFk

)
=Tr

(∑
k

√
αkB

1
2

k H̃kFk

)
=Tr

(
FB̃

1
2 H̃
)
,

(58)

Tr

(∑
k

αkBk

)
= Tr

(
B̃
)
. (59)

Combining Eqs. (55)-(59), we can obtain
K∑

k=1

αkTr
(
BkẼk

)
=
∥∥∥B̃ 1

2 − H̃F
∥∥∥2
F
+
∑
k

αkσ
2
k

P
∥F∥2F

∥∥∥WkB
1
2

k

∥∥∥2
F
.

(60)

Therefore, problem (35) and its solution (36) can be de-
rived.
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