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Abstract—Multi-User Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MU-
MIMO) is a pivotal technology in present-day wireless com-
munication systems. In such systems, a base station or Access
Point (AP) is equipped with multiple antenna elements and
serves multiple active devices simultaneously. Nevertheless, most
of the works evaluating the performance of MU-MIMO systems
consider APs with static antenna arrays, that is, without any
movement capability. Recently, the idea of APs and antenna
arrays that are able to move have gained traction among the
research community. Many works evaluate the communications
performance of antenna systems able to move on the horizontal
plane. However, such APs require a very bulky, complex and
expensive movement system. In this work, we propose a simpler
and cheaper alternative: the utilization of rotary APs, i.e. APs
that can rotate. We also analyze the performance of a system
in which the AP is able to both move and rotate. The move-
ments and/or rotations of the APs are computed in order to
maximize the mean per-user achievable spectral efficiency, based
on estimates of the locations of the active devices and using
particle swarm optimization. We adopt a spatially correlated
Rician fading channel model, and evaluate the resulting optimized
performance of the different setups in terms of mean per-user
achievable spectral efficiencies. Our numerical results show that
both the optimal rotations and movements of the APs can provide
substantial performance gains when the line-of-sight components
of the channel vectors are strong. Moreover, the simpler rotary
APs can outperform the movable APs when their movement area
is constrained.

Index Terms—MU-MIMO, Rician fading, movable antennas,
rotary antennas, particle swarm optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-User Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MU-MIMO)
technologies play a crucial role in contemporary wireless com-
munication networks such as 4G LTE Advanced [1], 5G NR
[2] and WiFi 6 [3]. In MU-MIMO networks, a base station or
Access Point (AP) equipped with multiple antennas serve mul-
tiple active devices at the same time. By utilizing beamforming
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techniques, MU-MIMO provides numerous benefits, including
diversity and array gains, spatial multiplexing capabilities, and
interference suppression. These benefits collectively enhance
the capacity, reliability, and coverage of wireless networks [4].

The vast majority of works investigating the performance
of MU-MIMO networks consider APs equipped with fixed
antenna arrays, i.e., antenna arrays with no movement capa-
bilities. Nevertheless, the idea of antenna arrays that are able
to move has gained attention among the research community,
since some recent works have shown that antenna movements
can substantially improve the quality of wireless links [5]–
[11]. Some of their contributions will be discussed in the
following subsection.

A. Related Works
The utilization of antenna arrays with movement capabilities

is not something new. For instance, authors in [12] proposed
a Direction of Arrival (DOA) estimation method that utilizes
a rotary Uniform Linear Array (ULA) of antennas. The rotary
ULA presents satisfactory performance for under-determined
DOA estimations, where the number of source signals can
be larger than the number of receive antenna elements. The
performance of point-to-point Line-of-Sight (LoS) links where
both the transmitter and receiver are equipped with a rotary
ULA was studied in [5]. Their setup is able to approach the
LoS capacity at any desired Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR).
López et. al. [6], [7] and Lin et. al. [11] proposed the utilization
of rotary ULAs for wireless energy transfer. They studied
a system where a power beacon, or AP, equipped with a
rotary ULA is constantly rotating and transmitting energy
signals in the downlink to several devices. The devices harvest
energy from the transmitted signal in order to recharge their
batteries. The authors in [8] developed and tested a prototype
for hybrid mechanical-electrical beamforming for mmWave
WiFi. Their experimental results in a point-to-point setup
showed that the optimal rotation of the antenna array can bring
significant improvements in throughput for both LoS and Non-
LoS (NLoS) scenarios.

More recently, movable antennas, which are antennas that
are able to move along the horizontal plane within a con-
strained movement area, have been proposed [9], [10]. By
exploiting the wireless channel spatial variation in a confined
region, the position of the antennas can be dynamically
changed to obtain better channel conditions and improve the
communication performance. However, their major drawback
is their difficult implementation: each movable antenna re-
quires two servo-motors, cables and slide tracks in order
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to move, which represents high deployment, operation and
maintenance costs.

UAVs operating as flying base stations [13], [14] can be
also interpreted as APs with movement capabilities. Their
most notable advantage is the several degrees of freedom
for movement, since a UAV can be positioned at any point
of the coverage area, at any height, and their position can
be easily changed as needed. However, the main drawbacks
of their utilization are their limited load capacity, very high
power consumption, and the consequent need for frequent
recharges [15].

The most important advantages of the rotary ULAs when
compared to the alternative approaches are the lower deploy-
ment, operation and maintenance costs, since each AP requires
a single servo-motor to perform the rotation of its ULA [8],
[11].

B. Contributions and Organization of the Paper

In this work1, we propose rotary APs as a low cost and low
complexity alternative to the movable antennas studied in the
literature. We also propose the combination of both techniques
into movable and rotary APs. We consider an uplink data
transmission scenario under spatially correlated Rician fading,
and we adopt the mean per-user achievable Spectral Efficiency
(SE) as the performance metric. The optimal position and/or
rotation of the APs is computed based on estimates of the
locations of the active devices and using Particle Swarm Opti-
mization (PSO). Our numerical results based on Monte Carlo
simulations show that all the approaches yield substantial
performance gains compared to the case of a static AP when
the LoS component of the channel vectors is strong. Besides, if
the movement area of the APs is not constrained, the movable
and rotary AP present the best performance, followed by the
movable AP and then the rotary AP. Conversely, in the case
of a constrained movement areas or large coverage areas, the
rotary APs outperform the movable APs.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II presents
the system and signal models, the proposed framework, the
adopted performance metric and a mathematical model for the
localization error. Section III introduces the mechanism for the
optimization of the angular position of the rotary ULAs and
the proposed location-based beamforming method to compute
the objective function. Section IV presents and discusses the
numerical results. Finally, Section V concludes the paper.

Notation: lowercase bold face letters denote column vec-
tors, while boldface upper case letters denote matrices. ai is
the i-th element of the column vector a, while ai is the i-th
column of the matrix A. IM is the identity matrix with size
M ×M . The superscripts (·)T and (·)H denote the transpose
and the conjugate transpose of a vector or matrix, respectively.
The magnitude of a scalar quantity or the cardinality of a set
are denoted by | · |. The Euclidean norm of a vector (2-norm)
is denoted by ∥·∥. We denote the one dimensional uniform

1Preliminary results of this work were published in the conference version
[16]. In that work, we studied only rotary APs. Since the optimization problem
studied in that work has only one variable (we optimize the angular position
of only a single AP), brute force search was used instead of PSO.

distribution with bounds a and b by U(a, b). We denote the
multivariate Gaussian distribution with mean a and covariance
B by N (a,B).

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an indoor2 of a building. square coverage area
with dimensions LA×LA m2. The coverage area is served by
a single Access Point (AP) equipped with a Uniform Linear
Array (ULA) of M half-wavelength spaced antenna elements,
and placed at height hAP. The default/initial position of the AP
is at the center of the coverage area, i.e., p0

AP = (x0AP, y
0
AP) =

(LA/2, LA/2).
The AP serves K active MTDs simultaneously. Let pk =

(xk, yk)
T denote the coordinates of the k-th device, assuming

for simplicity that all devices are located at the same height
hdevice [17], [18].

In this work, we compare the performance of four different
types of APs:

1) Fixed AP: the AP has no movement capabilities.
2) Rotary AP: the AP is able to rotate.
3) Movable AP: the AP is able to move on the (x, y)

directions.
4) Rotary and Movable AP: the AP can both rotate and

move across the horizontal plane.
The system model is illustrated in Figure 1. The movable APs
are able to move within a square area with dimensions LB ×
LB that is inscribed on the square coverage area, as illustrated
in Fig. 2. Finally, Fig. 3 shows illustrations of the rotary and
movable AP systems. Note that the rotary AP is equipped with
a single servo motor, while the movable AP has two servo
motors, cables and slide tracks.

A. Channel Model

We adopt a spatially correlated Rician fading channel model
[19]. Let hk ∈ CM×1 denote the channel vector between the
k-th device and the AP. It can be modeled as [20]

hk =

√
κ

1 + κ
hlos
k +

√
1

1 + κ
hnlos
k , (1)

where κ is the Rician factor, hlos
k ∈ CM×1 is the deterministic

LoS component, and hnlos
k ∈ CM×1 is the random NLoS

component.
The deterministic LoS component is given by

hlos
k =

√
βk


1

exp(−j2π∆sin(ϕk))
exp(−j4π∆sin(ϕk))

...
exp(−j2π(S − 1)∆ sin(ϕk))

 , (2)

where βk is the power attenuation due to the distance between
the k-th device and the AP, ∆ is the normalized inter-antenna
spacing, and ϕk ∈ [0, 2π] is the azimuth angle relative to the

2In an indoor scenario, the movable AP can move on the ceiling of the
coverage area. In an alternative outdoor scenario, the movable AP would be
able to move on the top or on the façade
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the system model and the four types of
APs considered in this work, for LA = 100 m and K = 10.
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Fig. 2: Illustration of the movement area of the movable
APs (blue square). The red dot represents the position of
the movable AP.

boresight of the ULA of the AP. Meanwhile, the random NLoS
component is distributed as

hnlos
k ∼ CN (0,Rk). (3)

Note that

hk ∼ CN
(√

κ

1 + κ
hlos
k ,

Rk
κ+ 1

)
, (4)

where Rk ∈ CM×M with Tr(Rk) = βk is the positive semi-
definite covariance matrix describing the spatial correlation of
the NLoS components.

The spatial covariance matrices can be (approximately)
modeled using the Gaussian local scattering model [21, Sec.
2.6]. Specifically, the s-th row, m-th column element of the
correlation matrix is

[Rk]s,m =
βk
N

N∑
n=1

exp[jπ(s−m) sin(ψk,n)]

× exp

{
−
σ2
ϕ

2
[π(s−m) cos(ψk,n)]

2

}
, (5)

where N is the number of scattering clusters, ψk,n is the
nominal Angle of Arrival (AoA) for the n-th cluster, and σψ
is the Angular Standard Deviation (ASD).

To take advantage of its multiple antennas, the AP needs to
estimate the channel responses from the MTDs that are active.
The channel estimation is often done using pilot sequences
that the UEs transmit in the uplink and are known by the
AP [21]. In practice, the channel estimates are not perfect,
i.e., there is a channel estimation error associated to them.
The estimated channel vector of the k-th device, ĥk ∈ CM×1,
can be modeled as the sum of the true channel vector plus a
random error vector as [22]–[24]

ĥk = hk + h̃k, (6)

where h̃k ∼ CN (0, σ2
csiI) is the vector of channel estimation

errors. Note that the true channel realizations and the channel
estimation errors are uncorrelated.

The parameter σ2
csi indicates the quality of the channel

estimates. Let
ρ =

p

σ2
n

, (7)

denote the per-AP antenna transmit SNR, where p ≥ 0 is
the fixed uplink transmit power (which is the same for all
the devices) and σ2

n is the receive noise power at the APs.
We assume there are τp orthogonal pilot sequences during
the uplink data transmission phase, such that τp ≥ K. We
also assume that the duration of the uplink pilot transmission
phase is equal to τp symbols. Then, variance of the channel
estimation errors can be modeled as a decreasing function of
ρ as [22]–[24]

σ2
csi =

1

τpρ
. (8)

Note that the channel estimation error depends only on the
uplink transmit power, receive noise power and number of
orthogonal pilots, thus it is the same for all devices.

B. Signal Model

The matrix H ∈ CM×K containing the channel vectors
of the K devices transmitting their data to the AP can be
written as

H = [h1,h2, . . . ,hK ]. (9)

Then, the M × 1 received signal vector can be written as

y =
√
pHx + n, (10)

where x ∈ CK×1 is the vector of symbols simultaneously
transmitted by the K devices, and n ∈ CM×1 is the vector
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Fig. 3: Illustration of (a) Rotary AP and (b) Movable AP systems [9]. The APs are equipped with a ULA of M = 8 antenna
elements.

of additive white Gaussian noise samples such that n ∼
CN (0M×1, σ

2
nIM ).

Let V ∈ CM×K be a linear detector matrix used for the
joint decoding of the signals transmitted from the K devices.
The received signal after the linear detection operation is split
to K streams and given by

r = VHy =
√
pVHHx + VHn. (11)

Let rk and xk denote the k-th elements of r and x, respectively.
Then, the received signal corresponding to the k-th device can
be written as

rk =
√
pvHk hkxk︸ ︷︷ ︸

Desired signal

+
√
pvHk

K∑
k′ ̸=k

hk′xk′︸ ︷︷ ︸
Inter-user interference

+ vHk n︸︷︷︸
Noise

, (12)

where vk and hk are the k-th columns of the matrices V and H,
respectively. From (12), the signal-to-interference-plus-noise
ratio of the uplink transmission from the k-th device is given
by

γk =
p|vHk hk|2

p
∑K
k′ ̸=k |vHk hk′ |2 + σ2

n∥vHk ∥2
. (13)

The receive combining matrix V is computed as a function
of the matrix of estimated channel vectors Ĥ ∈ CM×K ,
Ĥ = [ĥ1, . . . , ĥK ]. In this work, we adopt Zero Forcing (ZF)
combining3. The receive combining matrix is computed as [26]

V = Ĥ(Ĥ
H

Ĥ)−1. (14)

3MMSE combining is the optimal linear receive combining scheme.
However, its implementation requires statistical knowledge of the noise and
interference [21]. Besides, the performance difference between ZF and MMSE
is negligible in the high SNR regime [25].

C. Proposed Framework

In this subsection, we describe our proposed framework
for the optimization of the rotation and/or position of the
AP and uplink data transmission. Inspired by the three-phase
scheduled random access scheme from [27], our framework
has the following phases:

1) Active MTDs, i.e., MTDs seeking to send data to
the network, transmit non-orthogonal uplink pilots for
activity detection.

2) The AP identifies the set of active MTDs and, utilizing
some indoor localization techniques, obtains estimates
of the locations of the active MTDs.

3) The AP assumes pure LoS propagation and utilizes the
estimated locations of the MTDs and location based
beamforming to compute its optimal rotation and/or
position.

4) The AP broadcasts a common downlink feedback mes-
sage to assign each user an orthogonal pilot sequence.

5) The MTDs transmit their orthogonal pilot sequences and
data during multiple time slots. The uplink orthogonal
pilots are used to compute the CSI estimates shown in
(6) for each coherence time interval, which are then used
to compute the ZF receive combining vectors in (14).

The proposed framework is illustrated in Fig. 4. Note that
phase 5 extends over T time slots. Within each time slot, the
K active devices transmit simultaneously. Each time slot is as
long as the channel’s coherence time interval and contains τc
symbols. The first τp symbols of each time slot are used for
the transmission of the orthogonal pilot sequences, while the
remaining τd = τc − τp symbols are utilized for uplink data
transmission. The numerical results presented in this work,
that is, the mean per-user achievable SE presented in Section
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Fig. 4: Illustration of the proposed framework for optimization of the rotation and/or position of the AP and uplink data
transmission.

II-D, correspond to the uplink communication performance
achieved in the data transmission.

D. Performance Metrics

We adopt as the performance metric the per-user mean
achievable uplink Spectral Efficiency (SE). The achievable
uplink SE of the k-th device is [26]

Rk =
τd
τc
EH{log2(1 + γk)}. (15)

Then, the per-user mean achievable uplink SE is obtained by
averaging over the achievable uplink SE of the K devices, i.e.,

R̄ =
1

K

K∑
k=1

Rk. (16)

E. Localization Error Model

We adopt the same localization error model that was utilized
in our previous work [16]. Considering that all the devices are
at the same height hdevice, the imperfect positioning impairment
refers to the uncertainty on the location of the devices only
on the (x, y) directions. Let pk = (xk, yk) denote the true
location of the k-th device, and p̂k = (x̂k, ŷk) denote the
estimated location. The localization error vector associated to
the k-th device can be modeled as

ek = pk − p̂k = (xe,k, ye,k), (17)

where

xe,k = xk − x̂k, (18)
ye,k = yk − ŷk (19)

are the x and y components of the localization error vector,
respectively.

Aiming at generality (that is, in order to not introduce any
additional assumption or bias related to indoor localization
in our system model), we model the localization error as a
bivariate Gaussian distribution, since it is the least informative
distribution for any given variance [28]. The localization error
has mean µ = [0 0]T and covariance matrix Σ = σ2

eI2 [29].

Then, the x and y components of the localization error vector
follow a Normal distribution:

xe,k, ye,k ∼ N (0, σ2
e). (20)

III. OPTIMIZATION OF THE POSITION AND ROTATION

In each time slot, K distinct devices are active. For each
subset of K locations of active devices, there is a distinct
optimal rotation and/or optimal position for the AP.

Let (x0AP, y
0
AP) denote the initial position of the AP, and let

θ ∈ [0, π] denote its rotation. The AP and its position with
respect to an active MTD, before and after its movement and
rotation, is illustrated in Fig. 5. The position of the AP after
its movement can be written as

x′AP := x0AP +∆xAP, (21)

y′AP := y0AP +∆yAP. (22)

The angle between the k-th device and the AP after the rotation
of the AP is given by

ϕ′k := ϕk + θ. (23)

These three variables can be jointly optimized. The optimiza-
tion problem can be written as

maximize f(xAP, yAP, θ | p̂k,∀k)
subject to lB ≤ xAP, yAP ≤ uB ,

0 ≤ θ ≤ π,

(24)

where f(·) is the objective function to be maximized, and lB
and uB are, the lower and upper bounds, respectively, for the
movements of the AP in both x and y directions. The mech-
anism utilized to obtain the objective function is described in
Section III-A. Considering that the movable APs can move
only within a square with dimensions LB ×LB , inscribed on
the square coverage area with dimensions LA×LA, the lower
and upper bounds for both xAP, yAP are respectively given by

lB =
LA − LB

2
, (25)

uB =
LA + LB

2
. (26)
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Fig. 5: Illustration of the ULA of an AP and its position and rotation with respect to one active MTD (a) before movements
(b) after movements. The green circle represents the true location of the device, and the blue circle represents the estimated
location.

A. Location-Based Beamforming

In this subsection, we present the mechanism utilized to
compute the objective function f(·), which is maximized using
PSO. Given the estimates of the locations of all active MTDs,
that is, p̂k, ∀k, we adopt a location-based beamforming [30]–
[33] approach to determine f(·) as a function of the position
and rotation of the AP4.

Based on p̂k, ∀k, the AP computes the estimates for the
distances and azimuth angles between the AP and the MTDs,
i.e. d̂k and ϕ̂k, ∀k. Then, it computes pseudo channel vectors
assuming pure LoS propagation as

hpseudo
k =

√
β̂k


1

exp(−j2π∆sin(ϕ̂k))

exp(−j4π∆sin(ϕ̂k))
...

exp(−j2π(S − 1)∆ sin(ϕ̂k))

 . (27)

Note that the estimated large-scale fading coefficient β̂k is
computed as a function of the estimated distances d̂k assum-
ing a known channel model. Receive combining vectors are
then computed as a function of the pseudo channel vectors
according to (14). Finally, the objective function is obtained by
computing the predicted mean-per user achievable SE utilizing
the pseudo-channel vectors from (27) and the corresponding
receive combining vectors in (13), (15) and (16). The objective
function corresponds to the predicted mean per-user achievable

4We assume that the same set of active devices transmit data over multiple
consecutive coherence time intervals. In this case, the optimization is per-
formed solely based on the predicted LoS component of the channel vectors
because it is deterministic, that is, it is constant over several coherence time
intervals. If we perform the optimization of the rotation and/or position of
the APs based on the estimated Rician channels, we would need to do it on
every coherence time interval, which would be impractical considering the
mechanical limitations of the rotary/movable AP.

SE, which is predicted assuming assuming full LoS propaga-
tion, versus the rotation and/movement of the AP5.

Considering a single network realization, i.e., a single set
of locations of K active MTDS, we numerically evaluate the
objective functions to be optimized. In Fig. 6, we show the
objective function for the case of a rotary AP, which is the
predicted mean per-user achievable SE versus the rotation of
the AP. Moreover, Fig. 7 shows the objective function for
the case of a movable AP, which is the predicted mean per-
user achievable SE for all the points of the square coverage
area. Note that both objective functions present several local
minimum and maximum points. Thus, it is not possible
to obtain the optimal points utilizing, for instance, convex
optimization techniques [34]. For this reason, in order to obtain
the optimal rotation and/or position of the AP, we employ
Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO)6, which will be presented
in the next subsection.

B. Particle Swarm Optimization

PSO [35, Ch. 16] is an optimization algorithm highly
effective for tackling problems where discovering the global
maximum or minimum of a function is challenging. This
algorithm operates with a population of candidate solutions,
referred to as agents or particles, which are moved within the
search space based on their current positions and velocities.
Each particle’s trajectory is influenced by its own best-known
position, as well as the global best-known position in the

5Note that this location based beamforming approach, which relies on the
pseudo-channel vectors from (27), is utilized only to compute the optimal
rotation and/or position of the AP. The final performance metrics consider
channel estimates that are obtained with pilot sequences transmitted in the
uplink. The real mean per-user achievable SE is then computed using the
estimated channel vectors in (13) and (14).

6The obtained solution is not proven to be optimal, but PSO has been
used in numerous non-convex optimization problems showing near optimal
performance.
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Fig. 6: Objective function of the rotary AP, for LA = 100 m,
M = 16, and K = 10.

Fig. 7: Objective function of the movable AP, for LA = LB =
100 m, M = 16, and K = 10.

search space. These local and global best positions are updated
with each iteration, aiming to direct the swarm of particles
towards the optimal solution.

The PSO was first introduced in [36], designed to simulate
social behaviors such as the motion in bird flocks or fish
schools. It has been applied to a variety of optimization prob-
lems in communication systems, such as optimal deployment,
node localization, clustering, and data aggregation in wireless
sensor networks [37]. Additionally, it has been utilized in
antenna design to achieve a specific side-lobe level or to
determine the positions of antenna elements in a non-uniform
array. In communication systems, it has also proven useful
in computing the optimal precoding vector to maximize the

TABLE I: Parameters of the PSO Algorithm

Symbol Parameter

f(·) Objective function
xi Position of the i-th particle
vi Velocity of the i-th particle
w Inertial weight
c1 Cognitive constant
r1, r2 Random numbers between 0 and 1
c2 Social constant
pb,i Personal best of the i-th particle
gb Global best

throughput of a multi-user MIMO system [38], optimizing
scheduling in the downlink of multi-user MIMO systems
[39], and initializing channel estimates for MIMO-OFDM
receivers that simultaneously perform channel estimation and
decoding [40].

The parameters of the PSO algorithm are listed in Table
I. Moreover, a pseudo-code for the PSO algorithm is listed
in Algorithm 1. The inertial weight w controls the particle’s
tendency to continue in its current direction. Parameters c1 and
c2 are the acceleration coefficients, and controls the influence
of the personal and global best positions, respectively. The
termination criterion might be a pre-determined maximum
number of iterations, a certain threshold of the objective
function f(·), or any other criteria related to the optimization
problem.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present Monte Carlo simulation results to
compare the performance achieved by the four different types
of APs studied in this work.

A. Simulation Parameters

The power attenuation due to the distance (in dB) is
modelled using the log-distance path loss model as

βk = −L0 − 10η log10

(
dk
d0

)
, (28)

where d0 is the reference distance in meters, L0 is the
attenuation owing to the distance at the reference distance (in
dB), η is the path loss exponent and dk is the distance between
the k-th device and the AP in meters. The attenuation at the
reference distance is calculated using the Friis free-space path
loss model and given by

L0 = 20 log10

(
4πd0
λ

)
, (29)

where λ = c/fc is the wavelength in meters, c is the speed of
light and fc is the carrier frequency, as already defined in 2.

Unless stated otherwise, the values of the simulation pa-
rameters adopted in this work are listed in Table II. We
assume far-field propagation conditions between all the APs
and all the MTDs (please refer to Appendix A). Moreover,
the adopted parameters for the PSO algorithm are listed in
Table III. Considering the selected values of M and hAP,
the communication links between the AP and any device
experience far-field propagation conditions.
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Algorithm 1 Particle Swarm Optimization for x, y, and θ

1: Initialize swarm:
2: for each particle i in the swarm do
3: Initialize position pi = (xi, yi, θi) randomly
4: Initialize velocity vi = (vxi

, vyi , vθi) randomly
5: Initialize personal best position pb,i = (xb,i, yb,i, θb,i) to the initial position
6: end for
7: Initialize global best position gb = (xgb, ygb, θgb) to the best initial particle position
8: while Stopping criterion is not met do
9: for each particle i in the swarm do

10: for each dimension (x, y, θ) do
11: Update velocity:
12: vxi = wvxi + c1r1(xb,i − xi) + c2r2(xgb − xi)
13: vyi = wvyi + c1r1(yb,i − yi) + c2r2(ygb − yi)
14: vθi = wvθi + c1r1(θb,i − θi) + c2r2(θgb − θi)
15: end for
16: Update position:
17: xi = xi + vxi

18: yi = yi + vyi
19: θi = θi + vθi
20: if f (pi) is better than f (pb,i) then
21: Update personal best: pb,i = (xi, yi, θi)
22: if f (pb,i) is better than f (gb) then
23: Update global best: gb = (xb,i, yb,i, θb,i)
24: end if
25: end if
26: end for
27: end while
28: return global best position gb = (xgb, ygb, θgb)

The noise power (in Watts) is given by σ2
n = N0BNF ,

where N0 is the power spectral density of the thermal noise
in W/Hz, B is the signal bandwidth in Hz, and NF is the noise
figure at the receivers. For the computation of the correlation
matrices Rk, ∀k, we consider N = 6 scattering clusters,
ψk,n ∼ U [ϕk − 40°, ϕk + 40°], and σψ = 5° [19].

B. Simulation Results and Discussions

The locations of the devices are uniformly randomly gener-
ated in the coverage area, i.e., xk, yk ∼ U [0, LA]. We generate
average performance results for networks of K devices by
averaging the per-user mean achievable SE over multiple
network realizations. In other words, the numerical results
correspond to the expected SE performance gains for networks
of K devices in the considered setup. For each network
realization, the achievable SE of the K devices is obtained
by averaging over several channel realizations, i.e. distinct
realizations of the channel matrix H. In the case of movable
APs, we evaluate the performance achieved with different sizes
of the movement area, i.e., different values of LB . Note that,
in practice, the movement area of the movable APs cannot
be very large owing to size and costs constraints. Moreover,
moving an AP over long distances might take a considerable
amount of time (which can be longer than the coherence

TABLE II: Simulation parameters [17], [19], [41].

Parameter Symbol Value

Total number of antenna elements M 16
Number of active MTDs K 10
Length of the side of the square area LA 100 m
Uplink transmission power p 100 mW
PSD of the noise N0 4× 10−21 W/Hz
Signal bandwidth B 20 MHz
Noise figure NF 9 dB
Length of the pilot sequences τp 10 samples
Length of the time slot τp 200 samples
Height of the APs hAP 12 m
Height of the UEs hUE 1.5 m
Carrier frequency fc 3.5 GHz
Normalized inter-antenna spacing ∆ 0.5
Path loss exponent η 2
Reference distance d0 1 m

TABLE III: Parameters of the PSO Algorithm [42].

Symbol Parameter Value

w Inertial weight [0.1, 1.1]
c1 Cognitive constant 1.49
c2 Social constant 1.49
Nvars Number of variables [1, 2, 3]
|A| Swarm size min{100, 10Nvars}
Nmax Maximum number of iterations 200Nvars
Nstall Maximum number of stall iterations 20
ϵ Function tolerance 10−6
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time of the wireless channel7), even when high-speed servo
motors are utilized. Thus, the numerical results for the case of
LB = LA = 100 m, that is, when the movement area covers
the whole coverage area, are hypothetical results that represent
an ideal scenario and are utilized here solely for benchmark
purposes.

Fig. 8 shows the mean per-user achievable SE versus the
Rician factor. In the case of an AP equipped with a static
antenna array or a movable AP with a very constrained
movement area, we observe that the achievable SE decreases
with the Rician factor, while it increases with κ when we adopt
a rotary AP or a movable AP with a large movement area.
Note that the performance gains obtained with the optimal
rotations or movements become very significant when the LoS
component is very strong. As expected, the best performance
is achieved with the movable and rotary AP, since it has
three degrees of freedom for the movements. However, it
features the most complex and expensive setup. The movable
AP, which has two degrees of freedom for the movement,
outperforms the rotary AP only when the movement area
covers the whole coverage area. It is very interesting to observe
that the rotary AP outperforms the movable AP in the case of
LB = 25 m, which corresponds to a very large movement
area.

Fig. 9 shows the mean per-user achievable SE versus the
dimensions of the movement area for κ = 10 dB, i.e., a
situation where the LoS component of the channel vectors
is very strong. When LB → 0 m, the performance obtained
with the movable AP converges to the performance obtained
with the static one, while the performance obtained with the
rotary and movable AP converges to the performance obtained
with the rotary AP, as expected. As we increase the size
of the movement area, the performance gains obtained with
the movement of the antenna array becomes noticeable. We
observe again that the rotary and movable AP always presents
the best performance. When adopting the movable AP, we need
a considerably large movement area (LB > 25 m) in order to
achieve the same performance that can be obtained by simply
rotating the antenna array. Note also that the performance
improvement obtained by increasing the size of the movement
area is negligible for LB ≥ 50 m.

Fig. 10 shows the mean per-user achievable SE versus the
variance of the localization error. We observe that all the
optimal rotations and movements of the APs bring noticeable
performance improvements even when the accuracy of the
localization information is poor. However, the performance
gains on the achievable SE when compared to the case of a
fixed AP decay rapidly for σ2

e ≥ 10 dB. We again observe
that the best performance is achieved by the movable and
rotary AP, followed by the movable AP and then the rotary
AP. Nevertheless, note that increasing the accuracy of the
localization information to sub-cm or mm levels do not yield
performance improvements.

7In this work, we consider a static scenario where the MTDs do not move.
However, in dynamic environments where MTDs or people/objects are moving
faster than the AP movement, the coherence time of the channel would be
shorter than the moving speed of the AP.

Finally, Fig. 11 shows the mean per-user achievable SE
versus the dimensions of the coverage area, for M = 16 and
K = 10. As expected, the achievable SE decreases with LA for
any of the considered setups due to the increased path-losses.
We also observe that rotating and/or moving the AP always
improves the mean per-user achievable SE compared to the
case of a fixed AP. Nonetheless, when the movement area is
very constrained, specifically LB = 1 m, the performance im-
provement obtained by moving the AP on the horizontal plane
is very small. Therefore, a larger movement area is essential
to achieve substantial improvements in spectral efficiency. It is
noteworthy that the rotary AP always outperforms the movable
APs with LB = {1, 2.5, 5} m, and it can even outperform the
movable AP with LB = 25 m when LA > 95 m, which
corresponds to a setup with a large movement area. This
finding demonstrates that rotating the AP provides greater
improvements in the mean per-user achievable SE compared
to moving the AP along the horizontal plane, even when the
movement area on the horizontal plane is relatively large.
Finally, note that the best performance is always achieved
by the rotary and movable AP, which has more degrees of
freedom at the cost of the most complex setup.

Overall, the optimal movements and rotations of the APs
bring substantial improvements in the mean per-user achiev-
able SE when the LoS components of the channel vectors is
strong. When the movement area is not constrained, the best
performance is achieved by the movable and rotary AP (which
has three degrees of freedom for movement), followed by the
movable AP (two degrees of freedom) and then by the rotary
AP (one degree of freedom). Nevertheless, the movements of
the APs on the (x, y) directions need to be constrained in
practice due to size, costs, complexity and latency limitations.
Moving the AP along large distances might induce very high
latency. When the movements of the APs are constrained, the
rotary APs outperforms them, while simultaneously presenting
a significantly lower size, complexity, and deployment and
maintenance costs.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we compared the performance of movable
APs, which are able to move on the horizontal plane using
two servo motors, cables and slide tracks, with rotary APs,
which are APs simply equipped a single servo motor that can
rotate on its own axis. We also proposed the combination of
both schemes into movable and rotary APs, which are APs that
can move on the horizontal plane and also rotate. The optimal
position and/or rotation of the APs is computed based on
estimates of the locations of the active MTDs and using PSO.
Our numerical results show that the movable APs outperform
the rotary APs when their movement area is large enough,
but at the cost of a bulkier setup with higher maintenance
and deployment costs. When the movement area of the APs is
constrained, the rotary APs perform better and also correspond
to a simpler and cheaper system. All the proposed techniques
offer significant performance gains in terms of mean per-
user achievable SE when compared to static APs when the
LoS component of the channel vectors is strong, and all the
schemes are robust against imperfect location estimates.
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Fig. 8: Mean per-user achievable SE versus the Rician
factor κ, for σ2

e = −10 dB.
Fig. 9: Mean per-user achievable SE versus dimensions
of the movement area, for κ = 10 dB and σ2

e = −10 dB.

Fig. 10: Mean per-user achievable SE versus variance of
the localization error considering κ = 10 dB.

Fig. 11: Mean per-user achievable SE versus dimensions
of the coverage area, for κ = 10 dB and σ2

e = −10 dB.

APPENDIX A
FAR-FIELD PROPAGATION CONDITIONS

The Fraunhofer distance determines the threshold between
the near-field and far-field propagation, and is given by dF =
2D2/λ [43], where D is the largest dimension of the antenna
array, λ = c/fc is the wavelength, c is the speed of the light
and fc is the carrier frequency. In the case of an ULA with
M antenna elements spaced by half-wavelength, the length of
the ULA is DULA = (M − 1)λ/2.

Considering that a device can be located right bellow an AP
in an indoor setting, the minimum height of the AP required
to ensure far-field propagation conditions for all the devices
is given by

hmin
AP = dF + hdevice

=
2

λ

(
(M − 1)

λ

2

)2

+ hdevice

=
λ

2
(M − 1)2 + hdevice. (30)

Considering fc = 3.5 GHz, M = 16, hdevice = 1.5 m, we
obtain DULA = 0.64 m and dF = 9.64 m. Thus, the minimum
height of the APs is hmin

AP = 11.14 m.
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