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Abstract—In this letter, we investigate a non-orthogonal multi-
ple access (NOMA) assisted downlink pinching-antenna system.
Leveraging the ability of pinching antennas to flexibly adjust
users’ wireless channel conditions, we formulate an optimization
problem to maximize the sum rate by optimizing both the
users’ power allocation coefficients and the positions of pinching
antennas. The optimal power allocation coefficients are obtained
in closed-form by using the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) condi-
tions. The optimization problem of pinching antenna placements
is more challenging than the power allocation problem, and
is solved by a bisection-based search algorithm. In particular,
the algorithm first optimizes the antenna placements to create
favorable channel disparities between users, followed by fine-
tuning the antenna positions to ensure the phase alignment for
users, thus maximizing the sum rate. Simulation results demon-
strate that, compared to conventional-antenna systems, pinching
antennas can significantly enhance the sum rate in NOMA
scenarios, and the proposed bisection-based search algorithm can
achieve a sum rate nearly equivalent to that of an exhaustive
search.

Index Terms—Pinching antennas, sum rate maximization, non-
orthogonal multiple access.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the sixth-generation (6G) wireless communication, the

antenna technology is evolving toward greater flexibility and

adaptability to accommodate the demands of high data rates,

diverse deployment scenarios, and highly dynamic environ-

ments [1], leading to the so-called flexible antennas. Fluid-

antenna and movable-antenna systems are two typical exam-

ples of flexible antennas, offering enhanced adaptability by

adjusting an antenna array’s shape and position to effectively

combat the small-scale fading [2] [3]. However, the key

limitation of fluid-antenna and movable-antenna systems is

that their adjustments, which are typically at the wavelength

scale, are often insufficient to compensate large-scale path

loss. Pinching-antenna systems, employing novel dielectric

waveguides, can radiate signals at any position along a waveg-

uide, creating tailored local communication areas around the

radiation points [4]. This enables users to benefit from strong

line-of-sight (LoS) links, significantly enhancing channel con-

trollability [5]. In [6], the authors considered the data rate

maximization for downlink pinching-antenna systems with a

single user, and proposed a two-step positioning approach for
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pinching antennas to reduce large-scale path loss and achieve

small-scale phase alignment. In [7], the authors investigated a

NOMA-assisted downlink pinching-antenna system, focusing

on the optimal activation of pinching antennas along a dielec-

tric waveguide to maximize system throughput. However, the

positions of the pinching antennas were fixed in [7], and the

system is to select the required antennas through activation

rather than determining the optimal deployment locations to

maximize system performance.

In this work, we focus on addressing the challenge of max-

imizing the sum rate in a NOMA-assisted pinching-antenna

system by leveraging the channel reconfiguration capability of

pinching antennas. Since the proposed sum rate maximization

problem is non-convex, alternative optimization is employed to

optimize users’ power allocation coefficients and the positions

of pinching antennas separately. Specifically, by first fixing the

positions of pinching antennas, the optimal power allocation

coefficients are obtained closed-form by utilizing the Karush-

Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions. Based on the obtained power

allocation coefficients, a bisection-based search algorithm is

employed to find the optimal pinching antenna positions,

where these positions simultaneously affect both the large-

scale fading for the users and the phase alignment caused

by in-waveguide and free-space propagation. This algorithm

strategically determines the placement of pinching antennas,

thereby constructing favorable channel disparities between the

users and enhancing the sum rate. Simulation results demon-

strate the advantage of pinching antennas assisted NOMA

over conventional antennas assisted NOMA, with the sum

rate of the proposed bisection-based search algorithm closely

matching that of the exhaustive search method.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As show in Fig. 1, we consider a downlink NOMA-

assisted pinching-antenna system. Without loss of generality,

we assume that a multi-antenna base station (BS) with a

height of h is located at the center of a square region, with

its side length denoted by D, serving two single-antenna

users simultaneously. The BS is equipped with a waveguide

and N pinching antennas. Specifically, the position of the

n-th antenna is denoted by ψ̃P
n = (x̃Pn , 0, h), where x̃Pn ∈

[−D/2, D/2] and n ∈ N = {1, . . . , N}. To avoid antenna

coupling, the spatial separation between any two antennas

is set to be no less than ∆. The two users are randomly

distributed within the square region, and their coordinates are

denoted by φm = (xm, ym, 0),m ∈ {1, 2}.
By using the spherical wave channel model, the channel

between the pinching antennas and User m can be expressed

http://arxiv.org/abs/2504.15006v1
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Fig. 1. An illustration of the considered downlink NOMA-assisted pinching-
antenna systems.

as:
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, (1)

where m ∈ {1, 2}, η = c2

16π2f2
c

, c is the speed of light, fc is

the carrier of frequency, and λ is the wavelength in free space.

Since all pinching antennas share the same waveguide with

a single radio frequency (RF) chain, the signals intended for

different users must be superimposed before transmission. Ac-

cording to the downlink NOMA principles, the superimposed

signal transmitted through the waveguide can be expressed as:

s =
√
α1s1 +

√
α2s2, (2)

where s1 and s2 represent the signal intended for User 1 and

User 2, respectively, with the power allocation coefficients

denoted by α1 and α2, satisfying α1 + α2 = 1.

It is important to note that the propagation of signals

along the waveguide introduces additional phase shifts. Conse-

quently, the signal vector radiated from the pinching antennas

at each radiation point can be expressed as:

x =

√

Pt
N

[

e−jθ1 , · · · , e−jθN
]T
s, (3)

where Pt denotes the transmit power of BS and θn =

2π
|ψP

0 −ψ̃P
n |

λg
accounts for the phase shift induced by signal

propagation along the waveguide. ψP
0 represents the position

of the waveguide feed point, and λg = λ
neff

denotes the

guided wavelength, neff denotes the effective refractive index

of the dielectric waveguide. Note that Pt
N

represents the ideal

transmission power for each pinching antenna, indicating that

the total transmission power Pt from the BS is uniformly

distributed across the N radiation points [5].

Based on (1) and (3), the signal received by User m can be

expressed as:

yPm =
(

hP
m

)H
x+ wm,m ∈ {1, 2}, (4)

where wm denotes the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)

with zero mean and variance σ2. By substituting (1) and (3)

into (4), the received signal yPm can be further rewritten as:

yPm =

√

Pt
N

gm (
√
α1s1 +

√
α2s2) + wm,m ∈ {1, 2}, (5)

where

gm ,

N
∑

n=1

√
ηe
j2π

( |φm−ψ̃P
n|

λ
−
|ψP

0 −ψ̃P
n|

λg

)

∣

∣

∣
φm − ψ̃P

n

∣

∣

∣

. (6)

It is worth noting that in conventional-antenna systems, the

antennas are fixed at the BS. The user with a stronger LoS

link to the BS is typically viewed as the strong user, while

the user with a weaker LoS link is viewed as the weak user.

Nevertheless, in pinching-antenna systems, pinching antennas

can emit signals from any position along the waveguide,

allowing for flexible reconfiguration of the wireless channel

conditions for users. For a single user, to maximize the

user’s rate, each pinching antenna is typically placed at the

position along the waveguide that is closest to the user [6].

However, in this paper, two users are considered within the

NOMA scheme, where the placement of pinching antennas

must realize sufficient channel differentiation between users

[8], thereby maximizing the sum rate while meeting the

quality of service (QoS) requirements for each user. In an

LoS propagation environment, a user positioned closer to the

waveguide can take advantage of the dynamic controllability

of pinching-antenna systems to achieve lower path loss and

enhanced channel gains. In Fig. 1, since User 2 is closer to

the waveguide than User 1, User 2 can be identified as a

potential strong user, while User 1 is considered a potential

weak user. Furthermore, it is assumed that User 2 requires a

high data rate, while User 1 needs to be served at a low data

rate only, implying that the channel conditions must satisfy

|g2|2 ≥ |g1|2. In this scenario, the locations of the pinching

antennas must be carefully designed to provide a strong LoS

for User 2, while satisfying the rate requirements of User 1.

According to NOMA, User 1 is expected to directly decode

its own signal while treating the message of User 2 as

co-channel interference. On the other hand, User 2 should

perform successive interference cancellation (SIC), where it

first decodes User 1’s signal, removes the interference, and

then decodes its own signal. Therefore, based on (5), the

achievable data rate of User 1 decoding its own signal can

be expressed as:

RP
1 = log2

(

1 +
α1

Pt
N
|g1|2

α2
Pt
N
|g1|2 + σ2

)

. (7)

For User 2, SIC is performed to decode the signal from

User 1, with the corresponding achievable rate expressed as:

RP
2→1 = log2

(

1 +
α1

Pt
N
|g2|2

α2
Pt
N
|g2|2 + σ2

)

. (8)

If User 2 can successfully perform SIC, i.e., RP
2→1 ≥ R̃min

1 ,

where R̃min
1 is the target data rate of User 1, the signal of

User 1 can be correctly removed by User 2. Therefore, the

achievable rate for User 2 to decode its own message can be

expressed as:

RP
2 = log2

(

1 +
α2

Pt
N
|g2|2
σ2

)

. (9)

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND PROPOSAL SOLUTION

Our objective is to maximize the achievable sum rate, while

ensuring that the minimum data rate requirements for each user

are satisfied. As indicated by (7) and (9), the achievable rates

are influenced not only by the power allocation coefficients but
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also significantly by the locations of the pinching antennas,

denoted by xP = [x̃P1 , . . . , x̃
P
N ]. Therefore, the problem of

maximizing the sum rate for NOMA-assisted pinching-antenna

systems can be formulated as:

max
xP,α1,α2

RP
1 +RP

2 (10a)

s.t. |x̃Pn − x̃Pn−1| ≥ ∆, ∀n ∈ N , (10b)

RP
1 ≥ R̃min

1 , (10c)

RP
2 ≥ R̃min

2 , (10d)

RP
2→1 ≥ R̃min

1 , (10e)

α1 > α2 > 0, (10f)

α1 + α2 = 1, (10g)

|g2|2 ≥ |g1|2, (10h)

where R̃min
2 denotes the target data rate of User 2. Constraint

(10b) prevents potential inter-channel coupling caused by the

physical spacing between antennas. Constraints (10c) and

(10d) represent minimum target data rate requirements for

the two users, respectively. Constraint (10e) ensures that the

SIC can be correctly performed by User 2. Constraints (10f)

and (10g) reflect the feasible power allocation coefficients

for the users. Finally, constraint (10h) represents the channel

conditions for the SIC decoding order.

Based on (7), (9), (10f) and (10g), the original problem (10)

can be further simplified and expressed as:

max
α2,xP

log2
(

1 + f
(

α2,x
P
))

(11a)

s.t.
1

2
> α2 > 0, (11b)

(10b) − (10e), (10h), (11c)

where f
(

α2,x
P
)

, α2ρ|g2|2 + (1−α2)(1+α2ρ|g2|
2)ρ|g1|

2

α2ρ|g1|2+1 , and

ρ = Pt
Nσ2 .

Due to the coupling of variables in problem (11), the

problem becomes non-convex, making it challenging to solve

directly. To address the challenging problem, alternative opti-

mization is applied to decompose problem (11) into two sub-

problems which are solved alternately. Specifically, we first fix

the positions of the pinching antennas to determine the optimal

power allocation coefficients. Then, based on the optimized

power allocation coefficients, we optimize the positions of the

pinching antennas.

A. Power Allocation Coefficients Optimization

Given the positions of pinching antennas xP, the problem

(11) can be expressed as:

max
α2

f (α2) (12a)

s.t.
(1− α2) ρ|g1|2
α2ρ|g1|2 + 1

≥ 2R̃
min
1 − 1, (12b)

α2ρ|g2|2 ≥ 2R̃
min
2 − 1, (12c)

(1− α2) ρ|g2|2
α2ρ|g2|2 + 1

≥ 2R̃
min
1 − 1, (12d)

1

2
> α2 > 0. (12e)

An important observation is that problem (12) can be refor-

mulated as the maximization of a concave objective function

f (α2), where all the constraints are convex. Consequently, the

corresponding Lagrangian function L (α2, λ1, λ2, λ3) can be

expressed as:

L (α2, λ1, λ2, λ3) = f (α2) + λ1

(

α2 −
ρ|g1|2 + 1− 2R̃

min
1

ρ|g1|22R̃min
1

)

+ λ2

(

α2 −
ρ|g2|2 + 1− 2R̃

min
1

ρ|g2|22R̃min
1

)

+ λ3

(

2R̃
min
1 − 1− α2ρ|g2|2

)

, (13)

where λ1, λ2, λ3 ≥ 0 are the Lagrange multipliers. By ap-

plying the KKT conditions and with some straightforward

algebraic manipulations [9], we can derive a closed-form

solution α̃∗
2 = ρ|g1|

2+1−2R̃
min
1

ρ|g1|22
R̃min

1

.

More significantly, for problem (11) to remain feasible, the

power allocation coefficient α2 must satisfy α2 ∈
(

0, 12
)

. If the

solution α̃∗
2 falls outside this range, it must be appropriately

adjusted to ensure feasibility [10]. Therefore, the optimized

power allocation coefficient α∗
2 can be expressed as:

α∗
2 = max{0,min{α̃∗

2, 0.5}}. (14)

B. Pinching Antenna Positions Optimization

Based on the optimized power allocation coefficient α∗
2 in

(14), our goal is to optimize the positions of the pinching

antennas xP to maximize the sum rate in problem (11). Ac-

cording to (6), the sum rate (11a) monotonically increases with

respect to |g1|2 and |g2|2, both of which are closely related

to the placement of the pinching antennas xP. Optimizing

the pinching antennas’ positions involves two steps: first,

determining the optimal antenna positions on a macroscopic

scale to maximize the sum rate under NOMA strategy; and

second, fine-tuning the antenna positions on a wavelength

scale to ensure precise phase alignment between the sig-

nal components propagated through free space and within

the waveguide. Without loss of generality, we assume that

the pinching antennas are arranged in a sequential order.

Therefore, based on (14), the original problem (11) can be

formulated as:

max
xP

α∗
2ρ|g2|2 +

(1− α∗
2)
(

1 + α∗
2ρ|g2|2

)

ρ|g1|2
α∗
2ρ|g1|2 + 1

(15a)

s.t. x̃Pn − x̃Pn−1 ≥ ∆, ∀n ∈ N , (15b)

φ1,n − φ1,n−1 = 2kπ + δ1, ∀n ∈ N , (15c)

φ2,n − φ2,n−1 = 2kπ + δ2, ∀n ∈ N , (15d)

(10c), (10d), (10e), (10h), (15e)

where φm,n = 2π

(

|ψm−ψ̃P
n |

λ
− |ψP

0 −ψ̃P
n|

λg

)

,m ∈ {1, 2}.
Constraints (15c) and (15d) represent the phase alignment

accuracy (modulo-2π) from the pinching antennas to User 1
and User 2, respectively, where k is an arbitrary integer, and δ1
and δ2 are predefined non-negative precision constants. Note

that to maximize the sum rate and satisfy the QoS requirements
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in NOMA-assisted pinching-antenna systems, this is closely

related to the proportion of resources allocated to User 2.

Therefore, to achieve optimal phase alignment for User 2, we

assume that δ2 ≤ δ1.

In problem (15), the variation in the pinching antenna

positions simultaneously affects the channel conditions of

both users, and the objective function is non-convex, making

direct analysis highly complex. To address this, we propose

a bisection-based iterative search algorithm, with its detailed

steps summarized in Algorithm 1. In particularly, we leverage

the strong LoS capability provided by the pinching antennas

to differentiate User 1 and User 2, ensuring |y1| ≥ |y2|.
To maximize the achievable sum rate while meeting the

QoS requirements of the users, resource allocation should be

prioritized for User 2 as much as possible. Therefore, the

pinching antenna positions xP should be adjusted to approach

the position of x2. The details of Algorithm 1 are presented

as follows.

Initially, the left boundary of the search range for the

antenna positions is set to be equal to the x-axis coordinate

of User 2, i.e., γ left = x2, while the right boundary is set as

the x-axis coordinate of User 1, i.e., γright = x1. Without loss

of generality, the initial position of the (N+1
2 )-th pinching

antenna is set at the midpoint of the x-axis coordinates of

the two users (for odd N ), while the remaining antennas are

evenly distributed, ensuring the minimum physical spacing

between them to avoid coupling. Subsequently, the positions

of the left and right antennas are finely adjusted on the scale

of wavelength ∆̃ to achieve precise phase alignment for both

users’ signals, ensuring optimal propagation in free space and

within the waveguide.

After fine-tuning the antenna positions, solving problem

(12) yields the optimal power allocation coefficient α∗
2 for

the current antenna configuration. Based on (15b), (15c), and

(15d), the updated channel conditions are evaluated to verify

whether the QoS requirements of the users are satisfied. If

the QoS of User 1 is met, the bisection method updates the

right boundary γright to the current position of the (N+1
2 )-th

pinching antenna. Otherwise, the left boundary γ left is updated

to the current position of the (N+1
2 )-th pinching antenna. The

process is repeated the left and right boundaries converge, at

which point the algorithm terminates. The final results include

the optimized power allocation coefficients α∗
2, the optimized

pinching antenna positions xP∗

, and the maximum achievable

sum rate RP∗

1 +RP∗

2 .

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the sum rate of the pinching-

antenna systems assisted by NOMA, as well as the effec-

tiveness of the proposed algorithm. For the simulations, the

parameters are configured as follows: the noise power is set to

−90 dBm, h = 3 m, fc = 28 GHz, neff = 1.4, ∆ = λ
2 , N = 3,

and R̃min
1 = R̃min

2 = 0.5 bps/Hz [5]. The adopted benchmark is

a conventional-antenna system assisted by NOMA, where the

BS is located at the center of the square region and is equipped

with N conventional antennas. These antennas are positioned

at coordinates ψC
n = (xCn , 0, h), n ∈ N , and are arranged

at half-wavelength intervals. Furthermore, the channel vector

Algorithm 1 The Iterative Algorithm for Solving Problem (15)

1: Initialize: Initialize γ left = x2, γright = x1. Set ǫ = 10−5,

δ1, δ2, and ∆̃.

2: while |γright − γ left| > ǫ do

3: x̃PN+1

2

= γcur = 1
2 (γ

left + γright).

4: x̃Pn − x̃Pn−1 = ∆, ∀n ∈ N .

5: for n = N+1
2 + 1 : N do

6: Get θm = mod{|φm,n − φm,n−1|, 2π},m ∈ {1, 2}.

7: if x̃Pn − x̃Pn−1 ≥ ∆, θ1 ≤ δ1, and θ2 ≤ δ2 then

8: break

9: else

10: x̃Pn = x̃Pn + ∆̃.

11: end if

12: end for

13: for n = N+1
2 − 1 : −1 : 1 do

14: Get θm = mod{|φm,n − φm,n+1|, 2π},m ∈ {1, 2}.

15: if x̃Pn − x̃Pn+1 ≥ ∆, θ1 ≤ δ1, and θ2 ≤ δ2 then

16: break

17: else

18: x̃Pn = x̃Pn − ∆̃.

19: end if

20: end for

21: Solve for α∗
2 using (14).

22: if (10c), (10d), and (10e) then

23: γright = γcur,

24: else

25: γ left = γcur.

26: end if

27: end while

28: Output: Obtain the optimized α∗
2, xP∗

and RP∗

1 +RP∗

2 .
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Fig. 2. Achievable sum rate of pinching-antenna systems and conventional-
antenna systems assisted by NOMA versus transmit power.

between the conventional fixed antennas and User m can be

expressed as:

hC
m =

[√
ηe−j

2π
λ |φm−ψC

1 |
∣

∣φm − ψC
1

∣

∣

, · · · ,
√
ηe−j

2π
λ |φm−ψC

N |
∣

∣φm − ψC
N

∣

∣

]T

.

(16)

Fig. 2 illustrates the sum rate comparison between the

NOMA-assisted pinching-antenna systems and the NOMA-

assisted conventional-antenna systems under different transmit
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Fig. 3. The effect of different phase alignment accuracies δ1 and δ2 on the
achievable sum rate of NOMA-assisted pinching-antenna systems.

power levels. It is noteworthy that, for different deployment

sizes, the sum rate of the pinching-antenna systems consis-

tently is larger than that of the conventional-antenna systems.

This is attributed to the ability of pinching antennas to flexibly

reconfigure wireless channel conditions, creating the channel

disparity for NOMA users and thereby achieving a higher sum

rate compared to conventional fixed antennas. Furthermore, it

can be seen from Fig. 2, both the pinching-antenna systems

and the conventional-antenna systems demonstrate improved

performance in smaller deployment areas. This is due to the

relative reduction in large-scale path loss between the BS and

the users as the service area decreases, which enhances the

overall system performance.

Fig. 3 illustrates the achievable sum rate of NOMA-assisted

pinching-antenna systems under different phase alignment

accuracies, i.e., δ1 and δ2, highlighting the importance of

fine-tuning antenna positions. It can be observed from Fig.

3 that improving the phase alignment accuracy of User 2,

i.e., from δ2 = 100 to δ2 = 0.02, significantly enhances the

sum rate. This is because User 2, as a strong user, plays a

more critical role in sum rate optimization due to its favorable

channel conditions. In addition, it is interesting to observe

that when δ1 = 0.5 and δ2 = 0.02, the system achieves

the best performance, rather than δ1 = 0.2 and δ2 = 0.02,

suggesting that enforcing high-precision phase alignment for

both users does not necessarily yield the results. This is

because achieving high-precision phase alignment for both

users may require significant adjustments to the positions of

the pinching antennas, which could negatively affect the large-

scale fading of the users and ultimately degrade the overall

system performance.

Fig. 4 illustrates the sum rate comparison between the

proposed bisection-based algorithm and the exhaustive search

method in NOMA-assisted pinching-antenna systems. Specif-

ically, the exhaustive search method explores all possible

positions of the pinching antennas on the waveguide with a

step size of λ/10, under the condition that the physical spacing

between the pinching antennas is at least half-wavelength.

As seen in Fig. 4, the sum rate of the proposed bisection-

based iterative algorithm is almost identical to that of the

exhaustive search method under different deployment sizes.

This demonstrates the feasibility and efficiency of the proposed

algorithm, which first optimizes large-scale path loss to create
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Fig. 4. Comparison of the proposed algorithm with the exhaustive search
method.

optimal channel disparity for NOMA users, and then fine-

tunes the antenna positions to achieve high-precision phase

alignment, maximizing the sum rate.

V. CONCLUSION

This letter investigated a downlink NOMA-assisted

pinching-antenna system, aiming to maximize the sum rate

by optimizing the power allocation coefficients for users and

the positions of pinching antennas. To address this non-convex

problem, we first derived a closed-form solution for the power

allocation coefficients in relation to the pinching antenna po-

sitions. Subsequently, we proposed a low-complexity iterative

algorithm based on the bisection method to determine the

optimal deployment positions of the pinching antennas. Sim-

ulation results demonstrate that the NOMA-assisted pinching-

antenna systems significantly outperforms the NOMA-assisted

conventional-antenna systems in terms of sum rate.
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