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Abstract—This paper introduces a novel quantum-based
method for dynamic beamforming and re-forming in Unmanned
Aircraft Systems (UASs), specifically addressing the critical chal-
lenges posed by the unavoidable hovering characteristics of UAVs.
Hovering creates significant beam path distortions, impacting the
reliability and quality of distributed beamforming in airborne
networks. To overcome these challenges, our Quantum Search
for UAS Beamforming (QSUB) employs quantum superposi-
tion, entanglement, and amplitude amplification. It adaptively
reconfigures beams, enhancing beam quality and maintaining
robust communication links in the face of rapid UAS state
changes due to hovering. Furthermore, we propose an optimized
framework, Quantum-Position-Locked Loop (Q-P-LL), that is
based on the principle of the Nelder-Mead optimization method
for adaptive search to reduce prediction error and improve
resilience against angle-of-arrival estimation errors, crucial under
dynamic hovering conditions. We also demonstrate the scalability
of the system performance and computation complexity by
comparing various numbers of active UASs. Importantly, QSUB
and Q-P-LL can be applied to both classical and quantum
computing architectures. Comparative analyses with conventional
Maximum Ratio Transmission (MRT) schemes demonstrate the
superior performance and scalability of our quantum approaches,
marking significant advancements in the next-generation Internet
of Things (IoT) applications requiring reliable airborne commu-
nication networks.

Index Terms—Beamforming, Internet of Thing (IoT), Nelder-
mead method, nonlinear optimization, quantum computation,
quantum information, UAS.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE Internet of Things (IoT) has seen a sharp rise in
its popularity and has been considered as a technology

that can provide solutions to various social and economic
problems [1]. However, with multiple IoT devices embedded
in the vicinity environment, to realize the common objective
of communication, the presence of data error and falsified
perception makes the IoT environment less reliable [2], [3].
Among many recent advances in disruptive quantum com-
putation technologies, quantum information-assisted commu-
nication systems, and networks enjoy special attention; due
to many important and interesting quantum features, such as
entanglement, superposition, and quantum parallelism [4], [5].
Quantum information and computation have emerged as criti-
cal enable and catalysts to empower a range of new paradigms
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from the perspective of next-generation data communication
systems, security, computation, and intelligence [6], [7].

On the other hand, with the superiority in maneuverabil-
ity and cost, the recent swarming unmanned aerial systems
(UASs) networks are widely deployed in a variety of IoT sce-
narios [8]. Unmanned aerial systems (UASs) assisted wireless
communications can provide long-distance high data trans-
mission with a large coverage area, thereby making it a hot
research topic in the next generation communication [9], [10].
Particularly, simple point-to-point communication links over
unlicensed frequency bands are commonly utilized to establish
links between ground nodes and UASs and lead to constrained
performance [11]. While applying UASs in next-generation
communications, they act as an aerial base station (BS) to
serve user equipment (UE), therefore, UASs in each network
need to form a beam to cover the intended UEs. In these
scenarios, UASs’ positions are essential for their collaboration
[8], [12]. However, due to the mobility and hovering of
the UASs, the target coverage area may change frequently
due to beam distortion [13]. This limitation motivated many
researchers to exploit dynamic beamforming by optimizing
the 3D positioning of the UASs in the given distributed
network [14], [15]. Distributed beamforming involves multiple
transmitters coordinating their signal emissions to improve
reception at various locations [16]. It optimizes the overall
communication system by allowing decentralized adjustments
to transmit signals effectively, enhancing coverage, and ensur-
ing efficient data transfer to diverse receiving devices [17],
[18].

In the conventional analog beamforming technique, a steer-
ing vector is generated as the beamforming vector, which
enables a narrow beam pointing towards a specific UE.
However, it requires an accurate channel stated information
between the UASs and the UE for efficient data transmission,
which is a challenging task, since the pilot signals, generally
being transmitted without adequate beam gains, may not be
effectively detected by the receiver owing to the severe losses
due the channel fading and UASs hovering. Furthermore,
considering the size and power constraints of a UAS, the
existing beamforming techniques may not be efficient for
UAS-assisted cellular communications.

To this end, we propose a quantum-based unified 3D
beamforming and beam re-forming framework for hovering
impaired UAS-assisted wireless networks. Quantum computa-
tion and information represent a disruptive technology capable
of supporting functionalities that have no direct counterpart in
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the classical world, such as exponential increase of quantum
computing power, secure communications, advanced quantum
sensing techniques, and blind computing [19], [20]. Motivated
by this recent advancement in quantum computing, we develop
a new framework for a UAS-assisted communication network.
We call it quantum search for UAS beamforming (QSUB) and
show for the first time that by utilizing quantum computation,
it is possible to construct a directional communication with
sufficient beam gains by dynamically controlling the beam dis-
tortion in a UAS-assisted distributed network. QSUB is shown
to perform well under random hovering conditions however
it is worth mentioning that QSUB is catering to the zero
angle-of-arrival (AoA) estimation error and the performance
is compromised as the AoA estimation error increases. To
overcome this limitation of the QSUB, we further propose an
advanced QSUB (Q-P-LL) to account for the AoA estimation
error. We show that Q-P-LL outperforms QSUB significantly
as the AoA estimation error increases.

A. Contributions

The main contributions of this paper are listed below.
• This work identifies the critical open research challenges

and presents a new and evolutionary quantum-inspired
positioning and beam-steering method, where principles
of quantum computations are utilized for formulating a
distributed beam-steering method for hovering impaired
UAS-assisted NextG IoT network. We consider the prob-
lem of beam distortion and characterized it by positioning
and synchronization errors due to the hovering and rota-
tion motions of the UASs, and channel-induced errors,
including phase distortion and interference. We present a
detailed quantum architecture of the proposed framework.
The proposed QSUB is versatile and can be implemented
on both quantum and classical computing architectures.

• Furthermore, to improve the accuracy of the QSUB
over non-zero AoA estimation error, a new optimized
framework Q-P-LL, based on the Nelder-Mead numerical
optimization, is presented that searches adaptively based
on the topography of the fitness landscape. We show
that Q-P-LL significantly improves the beamforming
performance by reducing the UAS prediction error. It
is demonstrated that, compared to the QSUB, Q-P-LL
performance is less sensitive to the AoA estimation error.
We show that to achieve a success probability of the
proposed Q-P-LL greater than one-half for locking to
the correct position, the quantum oracle must be called
∆(KNu

u ) times, where Ku is the number of quantum
states for individual UASs and Nu is the number of UAS
in the network.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

The system under consideration is illustrated in Fig. 1,
where the command and control signal is abbreviated as
C&C. EC stands for multi-access edge computing and pro-
vides computing capabilities and a service environment at
the edge of the network. The proposed system model en-
ables computation offloading by the user equipment. The

user equipment offloads the task of quantum computation
to the MEC server. As depicted in the figure, the quantum
computation unit is located inside the MEC unit. To minimize
the backhaul delay, the MEC server is located near the ground
base station. Let NU be the total number of distributed
UASs in a network. Let Pk(t) ≡ P(r, θ, ϕ) represents a
random position of the kth UAS at time instant t, such that
P(r, θ, ϕ) ≜ [r sin θ cosϕ, r sin θ sinϕ, r cos θ] ∈ R ⊂ RC ,
where RC represents C-dimensional Euclidean domain. Figure
1 represents a random three-dimensional hovering impact.
r = ∥P∥ ∈ [0,∞) denotes the radius and ∥ · ∥ represents the
Euclidean norm. θ ∈ [0, π] denotes the collatitude measured
with respect to the positive Z−axis. ϕ ∈ [0, 2π) denotes the
longitude measured with respect to the positive X− axis in
the XY−plane. We consider a ball geometry, mathematically
represented by RB ≜ {P ∈ R3 : ∥R3∥ ≤ R}, where R
denotes the radius of the ball. It ensures that the distance
between the nth and the kth UAVs, be such that, dk,n ≥ R,
where, n, k ∈ {1, 2, · · ·, Nu}.

The generalized beam-pattern for Nu ∈ NU optimal UASs
located at position rk

∆
= [xk, yk, zk]

T ∈ R3, k = {1, 2, ···, Nu}
and transmitting with powers P1, P2, · · ·, PNu and phases
ζ1, ζ2, · · ·, ζNu

can be expressed as

Bθ,φ (r,P, ζ) =

∣∣∣∣∣
Nu∑
k=1

Pkwk exp

[
j

(
ζk +

2π

λ
xk cosφ sin θ

+
2π

λ
yk sinφ sin θ +

2π

λ
zk cos θ

)]∣∣∣∣
,

(1)

where λ is the carrier wavelength, r =
[
rT1 , r

T
2 , · · ·, rTNu

]
∈

R3K . θ ∈ [−π, π] and φ ∈ [−π, π] represent the elevation and
the azimuthal angles, respectively.

As illustrated in Fig. 1, the rotational motion of the UAS can
be categorized into three types: yaw ξ, pitch γ, and roll Θ. We
characterize the beam distortion and misalignment as system-
induced errors, which include positioning and synchronization
errors due to the hovering and rotational motion, and channel-
induced errors, including phase distortion and interference.
These errors can be modeled as perturbations in the location
and the orientation parameters {∆x,∆y,∆z,∆θ,∆φ}, and
the phase parameter ∆ζ. The distorted beam pattern can then
be written as

B̂θ̂,φ̂

(
r̂,P, ζ̂

)
=

∣∣∣∣∣
Nu∑
k=1

Pkwk exp

[
j

(
ζ̂k +

2π

λ
x̂k cos φ̂ sin θ̂

+
2π

λ
ŷk sin φ̂ sin θ̂ +

2π

λ
ẑk cos θ̂

)]∣∣∣∣
,

(2)

where ζ̂ = ζ ±∆ζ, x̂k = xk ±∆xk, ŷk = yk ±∆yk, ẑk =
zk±∆zk, ẑk = zk±∆zk, θ̂k = θk±∆θk, and φ̂k = φk±∆φk.
Figure 3 illustrates the hovering impact on the beamforming.

We construct an optimization problem where distributed
beamforming where each UAS adjusts its coordinates
xk, yk, zk, rotational angles ξ, γ,Θ, and phase ζk for k ∈
{1, 2, · · ·, Nu}. With this aim, the optimization problem can
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the hovering impact and beam distortion.

Fig. 2: UASs arrangement in a ball geometry.

Fig. 3: Illustration of the hovering impact and beam distortion.

be written as the minimization of the following objective
function:

min
r,ζ

J (r,P, ζ) =

1

4

π∫
−π

π∫
−π

∥∥∥Bθ,φ (r,P, ζ)− B̂θ̂,φ̂

(
r̂,P, ζ̂

)∥∥∥2
2
dθdφ

. (3)

Remark. We like to point out that the term beam re-forming
in our work involves dynamically detecting and adapting

to the changing positions and orientations of UASs. It is
defined as reshaping the antenna’s distorted beam pattern
and minimizing the side lobes, which is impaired due to the
conditions of UAVs hovering and moving. As illustrated in
Fig. 1, the quantum-inspired C&C signals are generated by
the quantum processing unit based on the principle of the
proposed quantum computation algorithm QSUB or Q-P-LL.
To differentiate the coined term beam re-forming from the most
commonly used terms beam tracking and beam steering, we
like to emphasize that the proposed quantum-inspired beam
re-forming technique primarily focuses on correcting distor-
tion caused by UASs hovering through real-time adjustments,
ensuring a stable and accurate beam at the receiver through
the application of quantum computation. In contrast, the term
beam tracking [21], emphasizes continuous adaption to chang-
ing conditions based on the feedback from the tracking system,
such as a moving target or varying channel characteristics.
Whereas, the term beam steering is a broader concept that
includes the ability to adjust the beam direction by adjusting
the phase and/or amplitude of signals at each fixed-location
antenna element [22].

The optimization problem in (3) can be cast in a black-
box query framework. For example, given a function f :
{r̂, ζ̂} → {0, 1} on some finite set D = {r̂, ζ̂}, find r̂ ∈ r̂
and ζ̂ ∈ ζ̂ such that f(r̂, ζ̂) = 1. The hardest instance of
this problem is when f(r̂, ζ̂) = 1 only for a unique (r̂, ζ̂).
If S is the size of the search problem, we show in Section
IV, that the proposed quantum-inspired Q-P-LL can solve
this problem using O(

√
S) superposition queries, whereas

classically solving this requires O(S) queries in the worst case
and O(S)/2 queries on average.

The proposed QSUB framework is a quantum routine that
accomplishes two tasks:

• In the first stage, it identifies the best UAS links Nu ≤
NU in the given distributed network to obtain the beam-
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forming.
• During the second stage, considering the random hov-

ering distribution, it predicts the precise locations of
the active UAS links utilized in the beamforming and
feedback to the control unit for beam re-forming.

A. QSUB

Let En, n = {1, 2, · · ·, Nu},En ∈ E, is the three-
dimensional space corresponds to the nth UAS that ensembles
all the possible random states of nth UAS. We first convert the
classical search space to the quantum search space. The first
stage of the QSUB consists of labeling the states encoding
the solution of the search problem and then amplifying their
measurement probability. It involves encoding the classical
information into quantum states using amplitude encoding and
entanglement, as illustrated in Fig. 4. As depicted in Fig. 4,
To encapsulate all the possible quantum states on the Bloch
sphere, we present a generalized gate and call it a quantum
position synchronization gate (QPSG).

QPSG (p; a, b, c, d) =

(
a
√
p b

√
1− p

c
√
1− p d

√
p

)
(4)

For QPSG to be the quantum gate, it must be unitary, that
is, QPSGQ

†
PSG = I , where I is the identity matrix [23]. It

can be readily shown that for p = 0.5, a = 1, b = 1, c = 1,
and d = −1, QPSG becomes quantum Hadamard gate Hd.
Hd is utilized in the quantum circuit in QSUB and Q-P-LL to
transform the quantum states. The quantum encoding is per-
formed through a quantum circuit consisting of quantum gates.
To encode the classical information on the quantum states, we
consider rotation operators Ry and Rz , and controlled-NOT
(CNOT) quantum gates [24]. The Ry gate is a single-qubit
rotation through any angle ϕ (radians) around the y−axis.
Mathematically, Ry can be expressed as

Ry (ϕ) =

(
cos ϕ

2 − sin ϕ
2

sin ϕ
2 cos ϕ

2

)
. (5)

Similary, Rz represents the single-qubit rotation around the
z−axis through any angle ϕ and can be expressed as

Rz (ϕ) =

 exp
(
−j ϕ

2

)
0

0 exp
(
j ϕ
2

)  . (6)

Remark. In accordance with the quantum superposition prin-
ciple, as depicted in Fig. 4, similar to the classical computa-
tion, the number of quantum states is described by the list of
KNu

u amplitudes, one for each possible length-log2(K
Nu
u ) bit

string [25].

Define a unitary matrix U such that U†U = I . Let, at
time instant t0, the UAS system under test be in any random
initial quantum state |sj⟩ , j = {1, 2, ···,KNu

u }, with respective
probability Pr,j . The ensemble of pure quantum states can be
defined as {Pr,j , |sj⟩}.

QSUB search through a space of KNu
u quantum amplitudes

in the quantum search space S. Let the quantum search
problem has exactly SM ∈ Sopt solutions, such that, Sopt =
{S(1)opt,S

(2)
opt, · · ·,S

(SM )
opt } ∈ S; 1 ≤ SM ≤ KNu

u . As illustrated

in Fig. 4, the KNu
u number of quantum amplitudes are stored

in log2(K
Nu
u ) qubits. Therefore, any arbitrary instance of the

search problem can be expressed by a function f , which
corresponds to the quantum state si ∈ S, takes an integer
i, in the range 0 to KNu

u − 1, such that, f(i) = 1 if si ∈ Sopt
is the optimal solution and f(i) = 0 if si is not the optimal
solution to the quantum search problem.

Intuitively, the quantum circuit represented in Fig. 5, is the
unitary operation defined as

|si ⟩ |q ⟩ → |si ⟩ |q ⊕ f (si) ⟩ (7)

where |si ⟩ represents the index register, |q ⟩ denotes the
single qubit which flips if f(si) = 1, and remains unchanged
otherwise.

Remark. More precisely, the quantum circuit presented in Fig.
5, can determine the optimal quantum state Sopt corresponds
to the optimal classical state Ei by checking whether si is
a solution to the optimal beamforming problem by preparing
|si ⟩ |0 ⟩, applying to the circuit O, and then determining the
output of O to see if the qubit q has been flipped to quantum
state |1⟩

We define the density operator as

ρQ =

KNu
u∑

j=1

Pr,j | sj⟩⟨sj | (8)

After the evolution occurred, at time t1, the UAS system
will be in the random state U |sj⟩ with probability Pr,j .
Therefore, the evolution of the density operator ρQ can readily
be described as [26]

ρQ =

KNu
u∑

j=1

Pr,j | sj⟩⟨sj |
U→

KNu
u∑

j=1

Pr,jU | sj⟩⟨sj |U† = UρQU
†

(9)
The quantum states obtained after encoding classical state

space using quantum amplitude encoding and entanglement,
are applied to the quantum circuit, as illustrated in Fig. 5,
to identify the optimal solution Sopt. The conceptual circuit
implementation of the QSUB is depicted in Fig. 5. Inspired
by Grover’s algorithm [27], and as illustrated in Fig. 5, the
QSUB involves the operation of inversion about the mean. GC

denotes the quantum circuit inspired by Grover’s algorithm. In
Fig. 5, Hd is the Hadamard transformation matrix is defined
as

Hd =
1√
2

0 1

0
1

[
(−1)0∧0

(−1)0∧1

(−1)1∧0
(−1)1∧1

]
(10)

Applying a Hadamard transform to all the qubits represent-
ing quantum states, followed by a conditional phase shift,
increases the amplitude of the optimal quantum state and
decreases the amplitude of the others.

Following Eq. (10), with KNu
u number of total quantum

states, the Hadamard matrix for the system under consideration
can be expressed as
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Fig. 4: Encoding classical information into quantum states using amplitude encoding and entanglement. In this mapping of
classical to the quantum state, the quantum circuit is constructed assuming r = ∥P∥ = 1 with hovering resolution rr = 0.25
m whereas θ ∈ [0, π] and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π) have hovering resolutions, rθ and rϕ, of 45 degrees.

Fig. 5: QSUB routine: Quantum circuit to implement the search algorithm for optimal UASs placement prediction.

Q
(
|0 ⟩⊗ log2(KNu

u )
)
= |s ⟩ = α |sA⟩+ β| s 1

A
⟩

:=
1√

2log2(K
Nu
u )

log2(KNu
u )−1∑

s=0

|s ⟩
(
|0⟩ − |1⟩√

2

), (11)

where |α⟩ and |β⟩ are the normalized quantum states of the
UASs defined as

|α ⟩ ≡ 1√
KNu

u −M

∑
s/∈SM

|s ⟩; |β ⟩ ≡ 1√
M

∑
s∈SM

|s ⟩.

(12)
It is to be noted that the state |α⟩ corresponds to the sum over
all s which are not the solutions, whereas |β⟩ corresponds to
the sum over all s which are the solution to our problem of
finding the optimal UASs.

We define a matrix A such that

A =


2−Nu log2 Ku 2−Nu log2 Ku · · · 2−Nu log2 Ku

2−Nu log2 Ku 2−Nu log2 Ku · · · 2−Nu log2 Ku

...
...

. . .
...

2−Nu log2 Ku 2−Nu log2 Ku · · · 2−Nu log2 Ku


(13)

It can readily be shown that multiplying any quantum state by
A will generate a state where each term will be the average of
all the terms. Let Sopt ∈ S be the optimal state or the solution
of the quantum search problem. The objective function is:

f (E,Θ) =
1

Nu

Nu∑
j=1

∥Ej −Θj∥2 (14)

The term H
⊗ log2(KNu

u )
d is expressed as

H
⊗ log2(KNu

u )
d = Hd ⊗Hd ⊗ · · · ⊗Hd︸ ︷︷ ︸

log2(K
Nu
u )terms

(15)
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TABLE I: Notations

Parameter Description
NU Number of distributed UASs in a

network

Nu ≤ NU Number of UASs utilized for
beamforming

E Classical search space

S Quantum search space

Ku Number of quantum states a UAS
can attain; Ku ∈ S

GC Grover iteration circuit

Sopt ∈ S Solution space

re Euclidean distance (error)

Θ Target (actual) coordinates

rr Resolution of r ∈ R describing the
ball geometry

rΩ Resolution of ϕ and θ describing
the ball geometry

kk,n Distance between the kth and the
nth UAS

IQ Number of iterations

Recall that Sopt = {S(1)opt,S
(2)
opt, · · ·,S

(SM )
opt } ∈ S; 1 ≤

SM ≤ KNu
u , is the solution space that contains all the

possible solutions to the search problem. Following this, and
as illustrated in Algorithm 1, in the proposed QSUB and Q-
P-LL frameworks, it is important to apply the quantum oracle
with the oracle qubit initially in the state (|0⟩ − |1⟩)/

√
2. As

illustrated in Fig. 4, if any UAS state s is not the optimal
solution to the search problem, then applying the oracle to
the state s does not change (|0⟩ − |1⟩)/

√
2. On the contrary,

if s is a solution to the problem of finding the optimal UASs
locations, then |0⟩ and |1⟩ are interchanged by the action of the
quantum oracle, generating a final state −|s⟩(|0⟩ − |1⟩)/

√
2.

The action of the quantum oracle can then be defined as

|s ⟩
(
|0⟩ − |1 ⟩√

2

)
→ (−1)f(s)

∣∣∣ s⟩( |0⟩ − |1 ⟩√
2

)
. (16)

The pictorial representation of the proposed QSUB is il-
lustrated in Fig. 5. Two-dimensional geometric section of the
Hilbert space. The vectors shown in the figure are geometric
representations of the quantum states in a Hilbert space.
|ω⟩ represents the present superposition state of the quantum
system whereas |s⟩ is the desired quantum state (solution).
Ux(sj) represents the unitary operation which reflect the state
sj over the axis denoted by the vector x. The dimension
of the Hilbert space is KNu

u . The objective is to maximize
the probability of measuring the desired state |s⟩. The state
|ω⟩ includes all the computational basis states with equal
coefficients, such that, all the computational bases have equal
probabilities of being measured.

III. Q-P-LL: OPTIMIZED QSUB

Next, we formulate an optimization problem to minimize
the error in QSUB. It can be written as

Λ = min
b∈RKo∈S

fQSUB (b) (17)

Algorithm 1 QSUB
Input: Number of UASs in the network: Nu

Input: Number of quantum states of a UAS: Ku

Input: Iterations: IQ
Input: Oracle O to perform the transformation:
O|s⟩q⟩ = |s⟩q ⊕ f (s)⟩
Initialize: Quantum states: |0⟩ = |0 ⟩⊗ log2(K

Nu
u ) |0⟩

Initialize: Optimal performance: FMax ← −∞
Define: Empty list: Optimal Combination CNu

opt = [ ]

1: UAV Index = list(range(1, NU + 1))
2: Generate an iterator that produces tuples of length Nu

representing all possible combinations of Nu UAVs, i.e.,
{cNu

1 , cNu
2 , · · ·, cNu

M } ∈ C, from the list UAV Index:
C =itertools.combinations(UAV Index, Nu)

3: for j = 1 to Nu do
4: Obtain the CQI submatrix Ht,cNu

j
∈ Ht corresponding

to the combination cNu
j

5: Obtain the weight vector:

wt,cNu
j

=
HH

t,c
Nu
j

||HH

t,c
Nu
j

||

6: Calculate SINR: F
7: if F > FMax then
8: CNu

opt = cNu
j

9: FMax = F
10: end if
11: end for
12: return CNu

opt

13: while i ≤ IQ do
14: Apply H

⊗
log2(K

Nu
u )

d to the first log2(K
Nu
u ) qubits to

obtain the initial quantum superposition:
Q
(
|0 ⟩⊗ log2(KNu

u )
)

15: Apply HdX to the last qubit to retain the superposition
state introduced by Hd

16: for j = 1 to
√
2log2(K

Nu
u ) do

17: Apply the phase inversion operation: Uf (I
⊗

Hd)
18: Apply the inversion about the mean operation: −I +

2A
19: end for
20: Measure the qubits
21: i← i+ 1
22: end while
23: return Eopt

where R represents the set of real numbers. Ko ∈ Z+ denotes
the number of optimization variables in vector b ∈ RKo . Z+

is the set of positive integers. fQSUB : RKo → R. Similar
to the Nelder-Mead optimization algorithm, the proposed
optimization problem maintains a simplex P containing Ko+1
vertices, with each vertex in P having associated with it the
value of the objective function at the respective vertex [28].

In the optimization of QSUB, the vertices, bj ∈ RKo , j =
{1, 2, · · ·,Ko + 1}, are sorted according to their respective
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(a) Performance comparison (σAoA = 0).

(b) Performance comparison (σAoA = 5).

Fig. 6: Q-P-LL versus QSUB: Distribution of the Euclidean
error.

objective function values

fQSUB (b1) ≤ fQSUB (b2) ≤ · · · ≤ fQSUB (bKo+1) (18)

At each iteration value, the optimization problem attempts to
replace the worst point bKo+1 by first computing the centroid
BC , expressed as

BC =
1

Ko

Ko∑
j=1

bj (19)

whereas, the trial vertices b (η) ∈ RKo can then readily be
calculated as

b (η) = (1 + η)BC − ηbKo+1 (20)

where η ∈ R denotes the coefficient associated with a
particular step in the optimization process. It is important to
note that, as represented in the Algorithm 2, (20) corresponds
to the reflection, expansion, contraction, and shrink steps with
respective coefficient rc ∈ R, ec ∈ R, cc ∈ R, sc ∈ R [29].

As depicted in Algorithm 2, if the reflection, expansion, and
contraction steps fail to obtain an improvement on the worst
point bKo+1, then Algorithm 2 performs a shrink step, with
shrink vertices obtained as

P (k)← P (0) + sc (P (k)− P (0)) (21)

However, if the reflection, expansion, and contraction steps are
successful in replacing the worst point bKo+1, then the average
simplex objective function value can readily be obtained as

f̄Q−P−LL =
1

Ko + 1

Ko+1∑
j=1

fQSUB (bj) (22)

Algorithm 2 illustrates the Q-P-LL framework.

Algorithm 2 Q-P-LL: Optimized QSUB
Input: Objective function: f (E,Θ); Oracle O to perform
the transformation: O|s⟩q⟩ = |s⟩q ⊕ f (s)⟩
Input: Reflection, Expansion, Contraction, and Shrink
coefficients: rc, ec, cc, sc; Population of simplex P
Input: Tolerance: T ; Iterations: IQ; Simplex points: Ns

Initialize: Quantum states: |0⟩ = |0 ⟩⊗ log2(K
Nu
u ) |0⟩

1: Apply H
⊗

log2(K
Nu
u )

d to the first log2(K
Nu
u )

qubits to obtain the initial quantum superposition:
Q
(
|0 ⟩⊗ log2(KNu

u )
)

2: Apply HdX to the last qubit to retain the superposition
3: for j = 1 to

√
2log2(K

Nu
u ) do

4: Apply the phase inversion operation: Uf (I
⊗

Hd)
5: Apply the inversion about the mean operation: −I+2A
6: end for
7: while i ≤ IQ do
8: P ← sort (P): such that

f
(
E

(i)
0 ,Θ

)
≤ ··· ≤ f

(
E

(i)
j ,Θ

)
≤ ··· ≤ f

(
E

(i)
Ns

,Θ
)

9: Evaluate: mP ← 1
Ns

Ns−1∑
j=0

P (j)

10: Evaluate: rP ← mP + rc (mP − P (Ns − 1))
11:
12: if f

(
E

(i)
0 ,Θ

)
< f

(
E

(i)
rP ,Θ

)
< f

(
E

(i)
Ns−1,Θ

)
then

13: P (Ns − 1)← rP
14: else
15: if f

(
E

(i)
rP ,Θ

)
≤ f

(
E

(i)
0 ,Θ

)
then

16: Evaluate: eP ← rP + cc(rP −mP)
17: if f

(
E

(i)
eP ,Θ

)
≤ f

(
E

(i)
rP ,Θ

)
then

18: P (Ns − 1)← eP
19: else
20: P (Ns − 1)← rP
21: end if
22: else
23: tf ← True

24: if f
(
E

(i)
rP ,Θ

)
≥ f

(
E

(i)
Ns−2,Θ

)
then

25: Evaluate: cP ← ecrP + (1− ec)mP

26: if f
(
E

(i)
cP ,Θ

)
< f

(
E

(i)
rP ,Θ

)
then

27: P (Ns − 1)← cP ; tf ← False
28: end if
29: end if
30: if tf = True then
31: for k = Ns − 1 down to 1 do
32: P(k)← P(0) + sc (P(k)− P(0))
33: end for
34: end if
35: end if
36: end if
37: if

(∣∣f (
E(i),Θ

)
− f

(
E(i−1),Θ

)∣∣ ≤ T ) then
38: return Eopt = E(i)

39: end if
40: end while
41: return Eopt
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Fig. 7: Density.
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Fig. 8: Performance comparison of Q-P-LL relative to QSUB.

IV. COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS OF THE Q-P-LL

To find the optimal state |φopt⟩, we apply the quantum
oracle O for the transformation such that O generates a
phase shift of −1 to |φopt⟩ whereas leaves all other states
{s|s ∈ S, s ̸= |φopt⟩} invariant. With oracle O applies
exactly b times with exactly b number of unitary operations
U1, U2, · · ·, Ub interleaved between the oracle operations.

Let δb be the deviation caused by the oracle after b steps,
and is defined as

δb ≡
∑
j

∥∥∥|φ j
b⟩ − |φb⟩

∥∥∥2 (23)
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Fig. 9: Performance illustration of the proposed Q-P-LL for
different numbers of UASs.

where |φ j
b⟩ is given by

|φ j
b⟩ = UbOUb−1O · · · U1O |φ int⟩ (24)

and
|φ b⟩ = UbUb−1 · · · U1 |φ int⟩ (25)

Notifying that,

δb+1 ≡
∑
j

∥∥∥Ojφ
j
b⟩ − |φb⟩

∥∥∥2
=

∑
j

∥∥∥Oj

(
|φ j

b⟩ − |φb⟩
)
+ (Oj − I) |φb⟩

∥∥∥2 (26)

Utilizing the inequality ∥x+ y∥2 ≤ ∥x∥2+ ∥y∥2+2 ∥x∥ ∥y∥,
it can readily be shown that ρb+1 satisfies (27). Utilizing the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the inequality can be expressed
as illustrated in (28). Substituting ⟨s| by exp(iθ |s ⟩) yields
⟨sj |φj

b⟩ =
∣∣∣ ⟨sj |φj

b⟩
∣∣∣. Following this, it can shown that∥∥∥φj

b⟩ − sj

∥∥∥2 = 2− 2
∣∣∣⟨sj ∣∣∣φj

b ⟩
∣∣∣ ≤ 2−

√
2. (29)

It yields
∑
j

∥∥∥|Oj φ
j
b⟩ − |sj⟩

∥∥∥2 ≤ √2 (√2− 1.
)
KNu

u . Fol-

lowing this, we δb can be expressed as (30).

δb =
∑
j

∥∥∥(|φ j
b⟩ − |sj⟩

)
+ (|sj⟩ − |φb⟩ )

∥∥∥2
≥

∑
j

∥∥∥|φ j
b⟩ − |sj⟩

∥∥∥2 +∑
j

∥|sj⟩ − |φb⟩∥2

− 2
∑
j

∥∥∥|φ j
b⟩ − |sj⟩

∥∥∥ ∥|sj⟩ − |φb⟩∥

. (30)

Application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields∑
j

∥∥∥|φ j
b⟩ − |sj ⟩

∥∥∥ ∥|sj⟩ − |φb⟩∥

≤
√∑

j

∥∥∥|φ j
b⟩ − |sj⟩

∥∥∥2 ∑
j

∥|sj⟩ − |φb⟩∥2
(31)

Following (31), it yields

δb ≥

∑
j

∥|sj⟩ − |φb⟩∥2 −
∑
j

∥∥∥|φ j
b⟩ − |sj⟩

∥∥∥2
2

. (32)

For any normalized quantum state vector |φb⟩ and set of
KNu

u orthonormal basis vectors |s⟩, the application of Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality yields∑

j

∥|φ b⟩ − |sj⟩∥
2 ≥ 2

√
KNu

u

(√
KNu

u − 1

)
. (33)

Combining (29) and (33), yields δb ≥ cKNu
u for large KNu

u .

Here c is a constant which yields c <

(√
2−

√
(2−

√
2)

)2

.

It follows

b ≥ 1

2

√
KNu

u

(√
2−

√
2−
√
2

)2

. (34)
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δb+1 ≤
∑
j

(∥∥∥|φ j
b⟩ − |φb⟩

∥∥∥2 + 4
∥∥∥|φ j

b⟩ − |φb⟩
∥∥∥ |⟨sj |φb⟩ |+ 4 |⟨φb |sj⟩ |2

)
(27)

δb+1 ≤
∑
j

∥∥∥∣∣∣Ojφ
j
b⟩ − |φb⟩

∥∥∥2 + 4

√∑
j

∥∥∥∣∣∣Ojφ
j
b⟩ − |φb⟩

∥∥∥2√∑
k

|⟨φb |sk⟩ |2 + 4. (28)

For an observation to generate a solution to the position-locked
loop problem with a probability of at least one-half, we must

have
∣∣∣⟨sj ∣∣∣|φ j

b ⟩
∣∣∣2 ≥ 1

2 ;∀j. Therefore, to achieve a success
probability of the Q-P-LL at one-half for locking the correct
position to the problem of beam re-forming, the oracle must
be called ∆(KNu

u ) times.

V. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

The tolerance T is set to 10−3. The operating frequency
is set to 3.5 GHz. In obtaining the results, while selecting
the optimal UASs, the spacing between the selected UAVs
can be set a bit larger to gain higher beamforming resolution
but is ensured that there should not be any aliasing. Figure
6 illustrates the performance comparison of the two proposed
frameworks, i.e., QSUB and Q-P-LL for different σAoA values.
The distribution of the Euclidean distance re is analyzed for
Nu = 4. As illustrated, the limitation of QSUB is that it
can only handle cases with negligible estimation error with
σAoA → 0. Compared to the QSUB, the Q-P-LL is especially
useful for the beam re-forming under the influence of the AoA
estimation error.

In Fig. 7, the probability of re is plotted for QSUB and Q-
P-LL for different σAoA values. The curves are also shown on
a logarithmic scale from which it is evident that the Q-P-LL
has a definite upper bound on the re corresponding to σAoA

values.
To analyze the proposed QSUB and Q-P-LL further and

make it easy to identify patterns and outliers, Fig. 8 shows the
spread (variability) and central tendency of re as a function of
σAoA. As can be seen clearly, as the value of σAoA increases,
the spread of re increases significantly. Importantly, it is also
evident that Q-P-LL performs well, and when compared to
QSUB, does not vary much with σAoA.

The performance of the Q-P-LL as a function of the number
of UASs Nu is depicted in Fig. 9. Interestingly, it can be
observed that, for small values of σAoA, the Euclidean distance
decreases with increasing the number of UASs, however, as
the standard deviation increases beyond 2.5, the error increases
significantly with the number of UASs. Another observation
that can be inferred from the results is that although the error
increases with the number of USAs, the number of outliers
also decreases.

The Q-P-LL is tested in terms of accuracy in the produced
radiation pattern. The results are generated on 5682 trials.
The statistical analysis of the results derived from this test
is presented in Table II. From the results obtained, it can be
observed that the Q-P-LL implementation shows impressive
performance regarding the main lobe steering as the mean

(a) Beamforming traces after Stage I at different instants using conven-
tional MRT scheme (without QSUB and Q-P-LL applied) (σAoA = 0).

(b) Performance comparison (σAoA = 0).

(c) Performance comparison (σAoA = 2.5).

(d) Performance comparison (σAoA = 5).

Fig. 10: Beam re-forming and performance comparison of
QSUB and Q-P-LL for different σAoA.
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TABLE II: Q-P-LL Performance measurement: Beam diver-
gence of the main lobe and side lobe.

#UAS Divergence of main lobe Divergence of nulls
4(σ̂AoA = 0) 1.38◦ 1.90◦

4(σ̂AoA = 1) 2.98◦ 2.12◦

4(σ̂AoA = 2.5) 4.01◦ 2.97◦

6(σ̂AoA = 0) 0.87◦ 0.98◦

6(σ̂AoA = 1) 1.03◦ 1.05◦

6(σ̂AoA = 2.5) 1.81◦ 2.76◦

8(σ̂AoA = 0) 1.03◦ 2.01◦

8(σ̂AoA = 1) 1.07◦ 3.72◦

8(σ̂AoA = 2.5) 5.23◦ 7.63◦

value of the main lobe divergence is significantly less even for
high σAoA values. Interestingly, it can be seen that the perfor-
mance improves as the number of UAS increases from 4 to 6,
however, it decreases, as the number of UAS increases from
6 to 8. This can also be seen in terms of Euclidean distance
error as shown in Fig. 9. This phenomenon can be attributed to
the fundamental problem of quantum computation of deciding
how many copies of an unknown mixed quantum state are
necessary and sufficient to determine the state. In quantum
computation, this is due to the problem of finding an opti-
mal quantum measurement for the generalized quantum state
discrimination task, which includes the problem of finding an
optimal measurement for maximum success probability [30].
As can be seen, our proposed Q-P-LL provides a promising
and acceptable solution to the beamforming impairments in
IoT communication networks.

The beam re-forming comparison of QSUB and Q-P-LL is
illustrated in Fig. 10 for different σAoA. Note that, the AoA
estimation error σAoA can be reflected by beam distortion.
However, comparing QSUB with Q-P-LL, we observe that
the received beam for Q-P-LL is more concentrated around
the receiver, thereby, validating the superior performance of
Q-P-LL. A comparison with the conventional maximum ratio
transmission (MRT) scheme is illustrated in Fig. 10a. As
depicted in Fig. 10a, the conventional MRT alone is not
suitable for the UAS network as the hovering distorts the beam.

The complexity analysis of the Q-P-LL is presented in Fig.
11. The Q-P-LL is characterized by a lower complexity when
compared with the classical oracle. As illustrated, Q-P-LL
significantly reduces the computational complexity, and this
effect is more pronounced as the number of UAS increases.

VI. CONCLUSION

This work considered a quantum computation approach
to the problem of collaborative beamforming and beam re-
forming for a distributed UAS-assisted network. For the pro-
vision of opportunistic access to achieve higher SINR perfor-
mance, we first proposed a QSUB framework that relies on
Grover’s quantum search algorithm that identifies the optimal
links to generate beamforming and then adapts the UASs
according to their random states due to the hovering. Although
QSUB was shown to perform well under random hovering
conditions, it was found that the performance is sensitive to
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Q-P-LL: rΩ=  1π/60, #UAS=4
CO: rΩ=   1π/6, #UAS=4
Q-P-LL: rΩ=  1π/6, #UAS=4
CO: rΩ=   1π/60, #UAS=8
Q-P-LL: rΩ=  1π/60, #UAS=8
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Q-P-LL: rΩ=  1π/6, #UAS=12

Fig. 11: Complexity analysis of Q-P-LL compared to the
classical oracle for different Nu and rΩ; Ω ∈ {θ, ϕ}.

the AoA estimation error. Finally, to overcome the impact
of the AoA estimation error, we presented a new optimized
framework Q-P-LL, and it was demonstrated that Q-P-LL
significantly minimizes the impact of the AoA estimation error
without increasing the complexity. Both frameworks, QSUB
and Q-P-LL, overcome the adverse impact of the random
hovering of the UASs and do not require channel information.
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