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ABSTRACT

Movable antennas (MA) have gained significant attention in

recent years to overcome the limitations of extremely large

antenna arrays in terms of cost and power consumption. In

this paper, we investigate the use of MA arrays at the base

station (BS) for angle-of-departure (AoD) estimation under

uncertainty in the user equipment (UE) location. Specifi-

cally, we (i) derive the theoretical performance limits through

the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) and (ii) optimize the antenna

positions to ensure robust performance within the UE’s un-

certainty region. Numerical results show that dynamically

optimizing antenna placement by explicitly considering the

uncertainty region yields superior performance compared

to fixed arrays, demonstrating the ability of MA systems to

adapt and outperform conventional arrays.

Index Terms— Movable antenna (MA), antenna posi-

tion optimization, angle-of-departure estimation, Cramér-Rao

bound (CRB).

1. INTRODUCTION

The spatial resolution required for next-generation networks

calls for extremely large antenna arrays, increasing hardware

cost and power consumption. In this context, movable antenna

(MA) configurations have emerged as a promising solution,

overcoming these challenges through flexible antenna posi-

tioning [1, 2]. This technology, also known as fluid antenna

systems (FAS) [3, 4], enables real-time adjustment of the an-

tenna positions within a predefined region, improving spatial

diversity and angular resolution while reducing spatial corre-

lation among steering vectors from different directions. Un-

like fixed antenna architectures offering similar resolutions,
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such as sparse arrays [5], MAs can be reconfigured dynam-

ically depending on the operating conditions, enhancing ro-

bustness to channel variations.

Previous studies have demonstrated the benefits of MAs

in the wireless communications domain. In [6], an uplink

multiple-access channel with single-MA user equipment (UE)

and a fixed-array base station (BS) is studied, minimizing to-

tal transmit power under rate constraints by jointly optimizing

MA positions, user power and BS combining matrix. Simi-

larly, [7] addresses the downlink channel, optimizing UE MA

positions and BS beamforming to minimize transmit power.

The authors in [8] jointly optimize the positions of an MA

array and the weight vector to maximize gain in the desired

direction while suppressing interference. In [9], the use of

MAs is extended to the integrated sensing and communica-

tions (ISAC) paradigm, and in [10], MAs are exploited for

beampattern synthesis in spectrum-constrained radar. The

potential of MAs for angle-of-arrival (AoA) estimation is ex-

plored in [11], showing improved angular resolution through

optimized MA placement.

In this work, we extend the use of MA systems to angle-

of-departure (AoD) estimation, analyzing the impact of an-

tenna placement at the BS when the UE lies within an un-

certainty region. We derive the theoretical lower bound based

on the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) and incorporate UE location

uncertainty into the problem formulation. Due to its complex-

ity, the optimal placement is found through an exhaustive nu-

merical analysis. Results show that optimizing MA positions

for the uncertainty region improves AoD estimation, proving

the advantages of MA systems over fixed arrays.

2. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

2.1. Signal Model

Let us consider a downlink scenario with a BS equipped with

an L-element MA array, and a single antenna UE. The po-

sitions of the MAs can be dynamically adjusted along a one-



dimensional segment of lengthD, subject to a minimum inter-

element spacing d. The BS transmits a pilot sequence of K
symbols repeatedly over G transmissions, where, at the g-th

transmission, each symbol is precoded by vector fg ∈ CL×1.

Assuming far-field and narrowband conditions, the received

baseband signal at the UE for the k-th symbol during the g-th

transmission is given by

ykg = ρejϕaT (θ, r) fgs
k + νkg , (1)

where ρ andϕ denote the magnitude and phase of the complex

channel gain, respectively, and sk is the pilot symbol with

average power P = 1
K

∑K
k=1 |s

k|2. The noise component νkg
follows a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and variance

σ2. The spatial signature of the BS is characterized by the

steering vector a (θ, r) ∈ CL×1, with the l-th entry defined as

[a (θ, r)]l = exp
(

j 2π
λ sin(θ) [r]l

)

, where θ denotes the AoD,

and r ∈ RL×1 is the antenna position vector (APV). The l-th
element [r]l ∈ [−D/2, D/2] specifies the position of the l-th
MA along the array axis, relative to its geometrical center.

2.2. Theoretical Bound on AoD Estimation

To analyze the impact of the MAs’ position on AoD estima-

tion, we compute the CRB. The unknown channel parameters

are the amplitude and phase of the channel gain, as well as

the AoD. Under this model, the CRB for the AoD is obtained

using the Slepian-Bangs formula [12] as

CRB(r; θ) =
[

2 SNR
(

||FH
ȧ
∗ (θ, r) ||2

−
|aT (θ, r)FFH

ȧ
∗ (θ, r) |2

||FHa∗ (θ, r) ||2

)]−1

, (2)

where SNR = KPρ2

σ2 is the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) at the

UE, F = [f1 . . . fG] ∈ CL×G is the precoding matrix that

ensures tr
(

FF
H
)

= 1, and ȧ
∗ (θ, r) ∈ CL×1 is the derivative

of the steering vector with respect to the AoD, with l-th entry

defined as [ȧ (θ, r)]l = j 2π
λ cos(θ)[r]l exp

(

j 2π
λ sin(θ) [r]l

)

.

It is clear from (2) that the CRB depends not only on θ
and r, but also on the precoding matrix F. Assuming per-

fect knowledge of the channel parameters, the structure of

the optimal precoding matrix can be obtained as the one that

minimizes the CRB expression in (2). To this end, we define

X = FF
H ∈ CL×L, and we rewrite the CRB as

CRB(r,X; θ) =
[

2 SNR
(

ȧ
T (θ, r)Xȧ

∗ (θ, r)

−
|aT (θ, r)Xȧ

∗ (θ, r) |2

aT (θ, r)Xa∗ (θ, r)

)]−1

. (3)

The dependence of (3) onX is through ȧT (θ, r)Xȧ
∗ (θ, r),

a
T (θ, r)Xȧ

∗ (θ, r), and a
T (θ, r)Xa

∗ (θ, r). Thus, the op-

timal matrix X
⋆ that minimizes (3) can be expressed as a

combination of the directional and derivative beams [13, 14]

X
⋆ =

[

a
∗(θ,r)

||a(θ,r)||
ȧ
∗(θ,r)

||ȧ(θ,r)||

]

Λ(γ)

[

a
T (θ,r)

||a(θ,r)||
ȧ
T (θ,r)

||ȧ(θ,r)||

]

, (4)

where Λ(γ) ∈ R2×2 is a diagonal matrix defined as

Λ(γ) =

[

γ 0
0 1− γ

]

, (5)

where γ ∈ (0, 1) is the fraction of the power allocated to the

directional beam. According to the previous definitions, the

optimal precoding matrix for a given θ and r is obtained as

F
⋆ (θ, r, γ) =

[

a
∗(θ,r)

||a(θ,r)||
ȧ
∗(θ,r)

||ȧ(θ,r)||

]

(

Λ(γ)
)1/2

. (6)

Note that, although the formulation allows for G precod-

ing vectors, the optimal precoding matrix lies in the two-

dimensional subspace spanned by the steering vector at θ and

its derivative. Hence, for G > 2, all transmissions can be

constructed using the directional and derivative beams in (6),

with total power distributed across transmissions such that
∑G

g=1γg = 1, where γg is the power allocated to the g-th

transmission. Substituting (6) into (2), the CRB reduces to:

CRB (r,F⋆ (θ, r, γ) ; θ) = [2 SNR(1− γ)

×

(

2π

λ
cos(θ)

)2

r
T
r

]−1

. (7)

3. OPTIMAL ANTENNA PLACEMENT

Given (7), the optimal position of the MAs is obtained by

solving the following minimization problem:

min
r

[

2 SNR(1− γ)

(

2π

λ
cos(θ)

)2

r
T
r

]−1

(8a)

s.t. [r]L − [r]1 ≤ D, (8b)

[r]l − [r]l−1 ≥ d,

l = 1, . . . , L
(8c)

where (8b) and (8c) ensure that the maximum dimension

of the MA array is not exceeded and that a minimum inter-

element spacing is satisfied, respectively. Optimizing (8) is

equivalent to solving

max
r

r
T
r (9a)

s.t. (8b),(8c), (9b)

which corresponds to the problem in [11], since rT r can be in-

terpreted as the variance of vector r, whose mean 1
L

∑L
l=1[r]l

is zero according to the system model definition. The solu-

tion to (9), known as the maximum-variance (MaxVar) solu-

tion, results in dividing the available MAs into two equitable

groups and positioning each at one end of the segment, while

maintaining a minimum inter-element spacing of d to satisfy

all constraints.

The previous result is obtained under the assumption that

the BS uses the precoding matrix F
⋆ (θ, r, γ). However, this



requires perfect knowledge of the UE location, since the AoD

θ is used in (6). In this study, we consider the UE position

to be unknown within a certain area, so the precoding ma-

trix is designed to steer the directional and derivative beams

toward the center of this uncertainty region. An alternative ap-

proach is to build multiple beam pairs covering the region, but

this increases the number of transmissions relative to the pro-

posed design, since each additional direction adds two vec-

tors to the precoding matrix. Moreover, inter-element spac-

ings larger than half the signal wavelength may generate high-

power secondary lobes within the uncertainty region, poten-

tially degrading AoD estimation due to ambiguities. To con-

trol the appearance of these side lobes, we introduce an addi-

tional constraint on the spatial correlation coefficient (SCC)

[15, 16], defined as

SCC(θi, θj , r) =
a
H (θi, r)a (θj , r)

||a (θi, r) || ||a (θj , r) ||
, (10)

so that the correlation between the steering vector at the cen-

ter of the uncertainty region and those corresponding to other

AoDs within the region remains below a specified threshold.

Note that (10) can be interpreted as evaluating the response of

a directional precoder pointing at angle θi in the AoD θj .

Let P denote a set of AoDs covering the uncertainty re-

gion of the UE position, and let θc be the AoD corresponding

to the center of the uncertainty region. The new constraint on

the SCC is defined as

max
θ∈P\L(r)

SCC(θc, θ, r) ≤ κSCC, (11)

where L(r) ,

{

θ ∈ P | |θ − θc| <
θ−3dB(r)

2

}

denotes the

main-lobe region around θc, with θ−3dB(r) being the half-

power beamwidth, and κSCC the SCC threshold. The optimal

antenna placement in this scenario is obtained by minimizing

the worst-case CRB within the uncertainty region using the

precoding matrix F
⋆ (θc, r, γ), subject to the constraint in

(11). In this work, we fix the power allocation coefficient

to γ = 0.5, and denote the resulting precoding matrix as

F
⋆ (θc, r) for simplicity, leading to the following problem:

min
r

max
θ∈P

[

2 SNR
(

|| (F⋆ (θc, r))
H
ȧ
∗ (θ, r) ||2

−
|aT (θ, r)F⋆ (θc, r)(F

⋆ (θc, r))
H
ȧ
∗ (θ, r)|2

|| (F⋆ (θc, r))
H
a∗ (θ, r) ||2

)]−1

(12a)

s.t. (9b),(11). (12b)

Solving (12) is challenging due to its non-convex objec-

tive function and constraints. Therefore, to gain insight into

its behavior, we perform a simulation-based analysis to char-

acterize the optimal antenna placement and evaluate how it

varies for different sizes of the uncertainty region.

4. NUMERICAL RESULTS

4.1. Simulation Setup

To conduct the numerical study we assume the array is com-

posed of six MAs (L = 6), with a maximum dimension of

D = 10λ and d = λ/2. The array is parametrized by two

variables, a and b (a, b ∈ [d, (D − 3d)/2]), which control the

distance between the antennas, as illustrated in Fig. 1.

D

−r1 −r2 −r3 r3 r2 r1
0 r

a b b a

Fig. 1: Configuration of the MA array.

According to Fig. 1, the MaxVar solution places the an-

tennas at r1 = D/2, r2 = D/2 − d, and r3 = D/2 − 2d.

To determine the solution to (12), we evaluate the worst-case

CRB within the uncertainty region over an exhaustive range

of values for a and b, and we select the optimal placement

as the one that minimizes the expression while satisfying all

the constraints. Note that, in all the APVs evaluated, the ex-

tremes of the array are fixed to occupy the entire available

space, i.e., r1 = D/2. To assess the effect of the uncertainty

region size on the optimal APV (Opt-APV), we define two

regions, P1 ⊆ [0◦, 20◦] and P2 ⊆ [−10◦, 30◦], with a central

angle θc = 10◦ to steer F⋆ (θc, r). Finally, the κSCC threshold

is set to 0.5.

4.2. Results and Discussion

In Fig. 2, the worst-case CRB is shown for both uncertainty

regions over all possible combinations of a and b, with the

regions where the SCC constraint is not satisfied highlighted

in gray. Particularly, Fig. 2a shows the results for P1, while

Fig. 2b shows those for P2. In both cases, if the SCC con-

straint were disregarded, the optimal APV would correspond

the MaxVar solution. However, Fig. 3 shows that the Max-

Var APV produces high SCC values within the uncertainty re-

gions, requiring the rearrangement of the MAs to avoid ambi-

guities. Moreover, for the uniform full-aperture array (UFA),

where the antennas are equidistantly spaced along the full di-

mension, the SCC remains below the threshold, but the worst-

case CRB is higher than that achievable with the optimal APV.

As depicted in Fig. 2, increasing the size of the uncer-

tainty region reduces the set of feasible solutions due to the

SCC constraint, leading to different optimal APVs in each

case. This is clearly illustrated in Fig. 3, where the optimal

APV for P1 produces SCC values around 0.8 within P2, ren-

dering it infeasible for the latter region. Such behavior is of

high importance, as it highlights the need to reconfigure the

MAs according to the uncertainty region for the UE location,

which may change during system operation.



(a) Uncertainty region P1.

(b) Uncertainty region P2.

Fig. 2: Worst-case CRB in degrees for (a) P1 and (b) P2.

In Fig. 4, the CRB for each APV using the optimal pre-

coders is depicted as a function of θ. For comparison, in addi-

tion to the optimal APV for each region and the MaxVar and

UFA solutions, the standard uniform linear array with half-

wavelength inter-element spacing (UHW) is also included.

Note that, although the MaxVar solution offers the lowest

CRB, the optimal solutions for each region clearly outperform

both fixed antenna arrays, the UFA and UHW, while satisfy-

ing the SCC constraint.

Lastly, to demonstrate the importance of selecting the op-

timal placement of the MAs according to the uncertainty re-

gion, Fig. 5 shows the worst-case CRB achieved by each solu-

tion for different uncertainty region sizes ∆P , where ∆P =
max (P) − min (P). For regions covering less than 10◦, the

Fig. 3: SCC(θc, θ, r) as a function of θ.

Fig. 4: CRB(r,F⋆ (θc, r) ; θ) as a function of θ.
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Fig. 5: Worst-case CRB versus uncertainty region size.

Opt-APV corresponds to the MaxVar solution, since no grat-

ing lobes appear within such small regions. As expected, as

the angular span increases, the Opt-APV solution provides

the lowest worst-case CRB among the solutions satisfying

the SCC constraint, surpassing both the UFA and UHW for

all ∆P . In addition to the previously considered APVs, we

evaluate the behavior of the Opt-APV corresponding to the

largest region (Opt-APV (∆P = 40◦)) when applied to all

region sizes. These results further highlight the advantages of

MAs, as the APV can be continuously optimized according to

the system’s operating conditions, adjusting the antenna posi-

tions to account for the varying uncertainty in the UE location.

5. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigated the optimal placement of MAs

for AoD estimation under uncertainty in the UE location. We

developed theoretical bounds on AoD estimation and ana-

lyzed the impact of introducing an uncertainty region into

the problem. To address the resulting non-convex optimiza-

tion problem, we conducted a numerical study to determine

the optimal APV. The results show that adapting the APV

according to the uncertainty region significantly reduces the

worst-case CRB compared to fixed antenna configurations,

highlighting the role of optimal antenna placement in achiev-

ing low AoD estimation errors.
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