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Abstract— Development and testing of multi-robot systems
employing wireless signal-based sensing requires access to suit-
able hardware, such as channel monitoring WiFi transceivers,
which can pose significant limitations. The WiFi Sensor for
Robotics (WSR) toolbox, introduced by Jadhav et al. in 2022,
provides a novel solution by using WiFi Channel State In-
formation (CSI) to compute relative bearing between robots.
The toolbox leverages the amplitude and phase of WiFi signals
and creates virtual antenna arrays by exploiting the motion of
mobile robots, eliminating the need for physical antenna arrays.
However, the WSR toolbox’s reliance on an obsoleting WiFi
transceiver hardware has limited its operability and accessibil-
ity, hindering broader application and development of relevant
tools. We present an open-source simulation framework that
replicates the WSR toolbox’s capabilities using Gazebo and
Matlab. By simulating WiFi-CSI data collection, our framework
emulates the behavior of mobile robots equipped with the
WSR toolbox, enabling precise bearing estimation without
physical hardware. We validate the framework through ex-
periments with both simulated and real Turtlebot3 robots,
showing a close match between the obtained CSI data and
the resulting bearing estimates. This work provides a virtual
environment for developing and testing WiFi-CSI-based multi-
robot localization without relying on physical hardware. All
code and experimental setup information are publicly available
at https://github.com/BrendanxP/CSI-Simulation-Framework.

I. INTRODUCTION

Development and testing of multi-robot systems using
WiFi-based sensing technologies face significant challenges
due to limited hardware availability. Real-world testing
requires specialized WiFi transceivers which require cus-
tomized drivers and quickly become outdated. This limits
the ability of researchers to develop and experiment with
new algorithms that leverage WiFi Channel State Information
(CSI) for tasks such as multi-robot localization and coordi-
nation. This work aims to lower the barrier to WiFi-based
multi-robot localization research based on WiFi CSI data by
providing an open-source simulation framework, eliminating
the need for configuring and deploying hardware setups.

Warehouse automation trends have been largely pushing
the demand for affordable, accurate, and easily deployable
multi-robot systems [2]–[5]. Indoor localization is a central
requirement for successful deployment of these systems [1],
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Fig. 1: Overview of the operation of our simulation frame-
work (green and orange blocks) in parallel with the WSR
toolbox (blue blocks) [1]. The blocks in green involve
implementations in Matlab, Gazebo, and ROS. Those in
orange involve Matlab. The WSR blocks in blue involve
implementations in C++ and Python [1]. Three steps are
included in our framework: (i) simulating raw CSI and robot
odometry data, (ii) computing phase using CSI data, and (iii)
running Bartlett’s estimator to obtain robots’ relative bearing.

[6]–[10]. Indoor deployments often rely on vision systems,
wireless beacons or Ultra-Wide Band (UWB) signals, which
can be costly and time-consuming to setup [11], [12]. Lever-
aging an existing Radio Frequency (RF) infrastructure, such
as WiFi, offers a viable alternative for indoor localization
due to its cost-effectiveness and widespread availability.

While UWB has gained considerable attention for its accu-
racy in localization, the associated regulatory restrictions and
high setup costs complicate widespread deployment [13]–
[15]. In contrast, WiFi-based localization offers a widely
available, low-cost alternative for multi-robot systems. WiFi
signals can operate in both line-of-sight and non-line-of-
sight (NLOS) conditions, making them ideal for indoor
environments where GPS signals are inaccessible. Addition-
ally, WiFi CSI provides amplitude and phase data, enabling
precise relative range [16] and bearing [13] estimation.

The WiFi CSI data, contains information about WiFi sig-
nals carrier channel and the signal propagation paths between
transceiving nodes. CSI data has been used in a wide variety
of sensing tasks, such as imaging and tracking through
obstacles [17]–[19], shape and activity detection [20]–[22],
and material sensing [23]–[25]. Despite the wide applicabil-
ity, the existing methods often overlook the challenges and
opportunities posed by mobility of transceiver nodes, limiting
their integration with robotic platforms. Moreover, these
methods make use of a wide range of different specialized
hardware and software for capturing and processing CSI data
and lack a standard framework for simulating realistic CSI.

Conventional approaches to WiFi-based localization lever-
age Received Signal Strength Information (RSSI), which
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quantifies the magnitude of the incoming signal [26]–[28].
However, this method has limited sensitivity (displacements
larger than 1m are typically required) and is prone to noise
[1], [29], [30]. Modern WiFi Network Interface Cards (NICs)
using 802.11n/ac/ax standards, also known as WiFi 4 and
up, capture CSI to optimize signal transmission in the NICs
internal operations [31], [32]. CSI data contains characteristic
information about the wireless channel and the propaga-
tion paths, enabling an analysis of environment properties
[13]. This information essentially provides an estimation
of the real Channel Frequency Response (CFR) H(t) in
Equation (1), where X(t) and Y (t) are the transmitted and
received signals, respectively [22], [33].

Y (t) = H(t)X(t) +N (1)

Custom drivers (e.g., for the Intel WL5300 on the WiFi
Sensor for Robotics (WSR) toolbox [1], [34]) or kernel-level
code changes tailored to specific NICs (e.g. the Nexmon
Patching Framework on a Raspberry Pi 4B [35]) are needed
to obtain the CSI data captured by NICs for any custom
developments. This paper contributes an open-source realistic
physics-based simulation framework as shown in Figure 1
that replicates the operation of mobile robots equipped with
the hardware and software systems of the WSR toolbox, fa-
cilitating planning experiments and studying scenarios where
the WSR toolbox is deployed.

II. THE WSR TOOLBOX

The WSR Toolbox published in 2022 is a novel, proven,
and open-source solution to obtaining WiFi-CSI-based bear-
ing estimations on moving robots [13]. The toolbox en-
ables real-time WiFi-CSI-based localization, rendezvous, or
mapping purposes. It performs the hardware and software
operations onboard, in real-time, and scalable for multi-robot
systems [1], [13]. By leveraging the robot’s motion, WSR
toolbox captures WiFi-CSI data using a virtual antenna array.

The hardware setup is based on an Intel WL5300 NIC that
is operated using customized drivers to extract the CSI data.
This NIC is installed on a single-board computer (SBC) that
is mounted on ground or aerial robots. The WSR Toolbox
offers a unique set of tools for creating a virtual antenna array
using a single antenna element in a Synthetic Aperture Radar
(SAR)-based approach. In this approach, a single antenna is
mounted on a mobile robots and captures multiple different
signals while traversing a trajectory, as shown in Figure 2.
This differs from a physical antenna array where all of the
antenna elements can capture a single transmitted signal,
in that multiple transmissions are required. However, both
approaches can be leveraged to effectively capture the signal
phase at multiple different locations. In the virtual antenna
array setup, the robotic hardware needs to capture accurate
odometry to compute the exact geometry of the resulting
virtual antenna array resulting from its motion [13].

The transmitting nodes require an efficient method for
transmitting and receiving packets required for capturing
the CSI information, in order not to saturate the channel
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Fig. 2: Creating a virtual antenna array by moving a single
antenna element on a mobile robot in a SAR-based approach.
This example shows a circular array with a 30 cm radius
and a transmitting node 4m apart to establish the far-field
assumption considered in the WSR toolbox developments.

bandwidth. The WSR toolbox employs a round-robin proto-
col similar to the Time-Division Multiple Access (TDMA)
algorithm, where each node j only transmits a packet after it
receives a packet from node i that was specifically intended
for node j. To cancel noise, the toolbox utilizes a pair of
forward and backward packets that are broadcast almost
simultaneously [13]. Each packet is therefore given a frame
number, to couple the data from the different nodes during
processing, lowering the reliance on accurately assigned
timestamps. The custom driver in the WSR toolbox exports
30 of the 48 subcarriers, which during processing get inter-
polated to the central subcarrier of the channel [1], [36].

Our simulation framework is shown along with the WSR
toolbox in Figure 1. After the capture of CSI and odometry
data, these data streams get parsed and processed to obtain
the WiFi phase data and robot’s displacement. This data is
combined to generate the Angle-of-Arrival (AOA) profile,
which will be discussed in detail in Section III-C. The AoA
profile is a 2D matrix representing the relative paths that a
wireless signal takes between a transmitting and a receiving
node, across all possible incoming directions of the signal.
These directions consist of the azimuth angle in 2D and also
contain the elevation in 3D experiments. The strongest signal
direction, known as AoAmax, is then considered as the final
estimated bearing angle between the nodes and can be given
a likelihood score based on the AoA profile magnitude at
AoAmax. The WSR toolbox thus controls the coordinated
packet transmission and captures all processing steps leading
to the AoA profile with the final bearing estimate [13].

Despite its versatility, operating the WSR toolbox has
been limited due to the obsoleting required WiFi NIC and
the complexity of the corresponding software. The WL5300
NIC limits Ubuntu usage up to version 18.04 with Linux
Kernel 4.15, which has been End-Of-Life (EOL) since mid
2018. Moreover, this version of Ubuntu is no longer actively
maintained and is incompatible with recent software tools.



III. PROPOSED SIMULATION FRAMEWORK

Our proposed simulation framework operates in parallel to
the WSR Toolbox in three distinct steps: (i) obtaining raw
CSI and robot odometry data, (ii) computing signal phase and
robot displacement data, and (iii) running Bartlett’s estimator
to compute relative bearing. We develop a new set of tools
using MATLAB, ROS1, and Gazebo Classic, as shown in
Figure 1. ROS allows MATLAB to interface directly with
the simulated nodes in Gazebo and simulate the CSI in
real-time. We opted for the use of Gazebo given its tight
integration with ROS, however, any robotic simulator that
operates over ROS can be incorporated into this framework.
This section will cover how the CSI is simulated and provide
comprehensive details on a major noise factor which is
the Carrier Frequency Offset (CFO). The bearing estimation
using Bartlett’s estimator is explained as well as the software
pipeline that provides the backbone to this framework.

The CSI received at node i and broadcast by node j is
denoted as hij(t) and shown in Equation (2) [37]. We model
the WiFi carrier wave as a monochromatic electromagnetic
wave, given its constant radio frequency. The carrier wave
equation is based on the signal wavelength λ and the
Euclidean distance dij(t) between the transceiving nodes.
It is important to note that dij = dji and is therefore always
written as dij . The span of time between t = t0 to t = tend
encompasses the entire duration of the robot trajectory that
is used to form the geometry of the virtual antenna array.

hij(t) =
1

dij(t)
e−2πi

dij(t)

λ (2)

A. Carrier Frequency Offset (CFO)

In real-world scenarios, the received signal phase is af-
fected by Carrier Frequency Offset (CFO), which arises due
to slight deviations in the configured carrier frequency of the
transceiving antennas [1], [36]. In our framework, we model
the CSI from node i to j impacted by CFO as ĥij(t), as
shown in Equation (3) [1], [13], [22], [33], [36].

ĥij(t) =
1

dij(t)
e−2πi(

dij(t)

λ + CFOij(t)+Ni)

ĥji(t) =
1

dij(t)
e−2πi(

dij(t)

λ − CFOij(t)+Nj)
(3)

Our model of the CSI contains a time-varying phase
offset CFOij(t) and a noise N . The CFO-based phase offset
is modeled as equal components but with opposing signs
for ĥij(t) and ĥji(t) based on the principle of channel
reciprocity. This offset can be removed by multiplying the
signals received at the two nodes.

h2
ij(t) = h2

ji(t) = ĥij(t) · ĥji(t) (4)

B. Simulating the CSI data

We replicate the most prominent factors in the CSI phase
by referring to the data that we capture in real experiments,
given that phase is used in our bearing estimation later on.

Omnidirectional 
WiFi antenna

UP Squared SBC 
with WL5300 NIC

OpenCR Controller

(a) Real robot with onboard WiFi module. (b) Simulated robot.

Fig. 3: We use Turtlebot3 Waffle robots in our simulation
and real setups to collect data. (a) Real robot with onboard
UP Squared SBC, Intel WL5300 NIC, and WiFi antenna. (b)
Simulated robot with the WiFi antenna at the model’s center.

These include the CFO, the Sampling Time Offset (STO),
and the White Gaussian Noise (WGN).

The sampling time does not consist of precise discrete
intervals but contains small time deviations, termed Sampling
Time Offset (STO). The STO across all our real experiments
measures on average 300 µs, with an expected sampling
period of 10 ms. The STO is applied in a stochastic manner to
the CSI in Equation (3) in the simulation framework, creating
distinct CSI data for each node.

Next, we observe noise in the CSI phase after the CFO
cancellation. This can be caused by a plethora of factors,
including but not limited to, antenna inconsistencies, signal
interference, or changing signal multi-path. We assume this
noise to be stochastic WGN and capture it using the Signal-
to-Noise Ratio (SNR) by comparing the real CSI phase
to the theoretical signal phase. The SNR differed between
experiments but was found to be around 3 dB, which is
applied in the simulation framework to both nodes.

Lastly, we add two components to model CFO, a constant
and a time-dependent component. The constant part consists
of ∆f observed in the real data, and the variable part is
modeled as a sinusoidal that best fits the observed real data.

C. Estimating relative bearing

An antenna array allows for capturing an incoming ra-
dio signal at multiple different locations. Moving a single
antenna to multiple locations can create a virtual antenna
array. This, however, requires multiple WiFi transmissions in
a Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR)-based approach [38], [39].
The transmission problem can be simplified if we consider
distances dij that are much larger than the size of the antenna
array, which constitutes the receiving robot’s trajectory. This
far-field assumption enables us to approximate the incoming
signal waves as planer waves. Each element of the antenna
array receives the signal from approximately the same direc-
tion, as shown in the experiment setup depicted in Figure 4.

The Angle of Arrival (AoA) profile Fij(t) contains infor-
mation on the direction of the incoming radio signals and
captures the wireless signal’s relative paths from robot i to
robot j. In 2D space, the AoA profile consists of the azimuth
angle θ on the interval [−180, 180] degrees. In 3D space, the
AoA profile also includes the elevation angle ϕ, which ranges
in [−90, 90] degrees. The AoA profile can be calculated with
varying precision. We use 1-degree intervals similar to [1],



[13]. Considering the far-field assumption and the relative
displacement required to create a virtual antenna array, a
higher resolution often will not yield much more accuracy.

As input to the Bartlett’s estimator for obtaining the rela-
tive bearing, we require information about the shape of the
virtual antenna array [40]. The steering vector contains the
carrier signal’s phase changes over the elements of the virtual
antenna array. We define the steering vector as a(θ, ϕ)(t),
and calculate it for the specified resolution of azimuth θ
and elevation ϕ angles. The steering vector as shown in
Equation (5) consideres the displacement of the robot in
spherical coordinates (di(t), φi(t), ξi(t)), where di(t) is the
Euclidean displacement of node i between t0 and t.

ai(θ, ϕ)(t) = e−2πi
di(t)

λ sin θ sin ξi(t) cos(ϕ−φi(t))+cos ξi(t) cos θ

(5)
As shown in Equation (6), the captured CSI data is then

projected onto the various steering angles to compute the
AoA profile of the received signal CSI along each virtual
antenna element [40]. The peaks in the resulting AoA profile
correspond to the directions from which the strongest signals
are arriving, thus enabling the estimation of relative bearing.

Fij(θ, ϕ) =

∣∣∣∣∣
tend∑
t=t0

h2
ij(t)a

2
i (θ, ϕ)(t)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(6)

D. Software pipeline architecture

Our software pipeline is designed to provide a flexible,
extendable, and realistic simulation framework that integrates
MATLAB with Gazebo via ROS, using ROS1 Noetic and
Gazebo Classic on Ubuntu 20.04. Central to the framework is
the ROS Core, enabling communication between Gazebo and
MATLAB through the ROS Toolbox. Control of the robots in
Gazebo is identical to that of the real robots, as they interact
with the same odometry publisher and trajectory subscriber.
Moreover, MATLAB is used to spawn multiple robots in
Gazebo and calculate the signal interaction between them.

MATLAB manages the publishers and subscribers and
ensures the robots follow the right trajectory. The pipeline
incorporates all CSI and odometry processing steps leading
up to running the Bartlett’s estimator and obtaining the
estimated bearing angle. We store the simulated data in the
same format as the real data. This enables our simulation
framework to be able to process the real data, and the WSR
toolbox to be able to process the simulated data for cross-
referencing and validation.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

The real experiments implement the WSR toolbox on
UP Squared Single-Board Computers (SBCs) with the Intel
WL5300 NIC. We installed the software on Ubuntu 18.04, as
the obsolete WiFi NIC used by the toolbox is not compatible
with any newer Ubuntu versions. The robots are controlled
using ROS1, specifically version Melodic Morenia, which
is compatible with Ubuntu 18.04. The scripts to start the
trajectory and the CSI collection on both robot nodes are
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Fig. 4: In our experiment setup we use one static robot
and one moving robot traversing multiple linear and circular
trajectories. The azimuth angle θ between the two robots is
shown, measured with respect to robot i’s reference frame.

activated over a Secure Socket Shell (SSH) connection from
a third device. This connection is established using an addi-
tional USB WiFi transceiver, as the custom drivers for CSI
collection impair the normal WiFi transmission capabilities
of the NIC.

This real experimental setup is paralleled in simulation
using our framework described in Section III. Similarly,
ROS1 is used to match the setup of the real experiments.
However, we opted for the latest version, ROS1 Noetic, on
top of the latest compatible version of Ubuntu, which is
version 20.04. This was installed on an HP EliteDesk 800
G2 MT (2015), based on an Intel®Core™i7-6700, quad-
core 3.40GHz processor without dedicated graphics. The
MATLAB interface performing the CSI signal calculations
was deployed on a second machine, an HP ZBook Studio
G5 (4QH37ES) (2018), based on an Intel®Core™i7-8750H
CPU, hexa-core 2.20GHz with Quadro P1000 dedicated
graphics. This second device runs MATLAB 2023b on top
of Windows 11, with the ROS Toolbox Add-on installed
to communicate with the Gazebo simulation. Despite dis-
tributing the computational load, we manually reduce the
maximum update frequency of ROS to slow down the clock
of Gazebo to be able to capture at 100Hz, matching that
of the real set-up. This simulated CSI is thus captured in
simulation-time, and stored in the same format as the real
experiment data. Given that the simulated and real robots
contain identical publishers and subscribers on ROS, we can
interact with real and simulated robots the same way.

All real experiments are performed at WiFi channel 108
with 30 subcarriers, with the same channel being used to
calculate the simuated CSI. This channel contains a 20 MHz
frequency range at 5.530-5.550 GHz, with a center frequency
of 5.540 GHz. The center subcarriers are found to be the
most accurate on the real hardware, of which subcarriers 12
to 19 are used to interpolate the true center subcarrier 15.5.

A. Stationary experiments

We first conduct an experiment in which both nodes are
kept stationary to examine the wireless channel behavior in
the absence of movement. This experiment was repeated
three-times with a measurement interval of 100 Hz, for



durations of 10, 30, 60, 120, and 300 s. In the simulation,
the CSI was modeled using CFOij(t) = ∆ft, where ∆f
is a constant representing the frequency offset between two
unsynchronized antennas. This introduces a linear phase shift
in the CSI with a slope ∆f , in addition, WGN is added to
the simulation to replicate real-world noise conditions.

We calculate the value of h2
ij using Equation (4), which

yields a consistent channel phase over time in both the
simulation and the real experiments, despite the presence of
minor noise. Given that the signal phase after CFO removal
remains constant with minimal noise, we infer that CFO
is the primary factor influencing the raw captured CSI, as
described in Equation (3). Assuming that CFO is a constant
factor represented solely by ∆f , as implemented in the
simulation, we can determine it from the real and simulated
data. However, this approach did not yield the constant
true phase, but rather periodic waves throughout the data,
suggesting that the CSI in reality is more complex than
just a constant offset. Unwrapping the phase data exposed a
sinusoidal-like wave, further emphasizing the periodic nature
observed. Based on these findings, we consider a simple but
realistic model for the CFO as depicted in Equation (7).

CFOij(t) = ∆ft+ c1 sin(c2t) (7)

B. Mobile experiments

We deploy two Turtlebot3 Waffle ground robots as shown
in Figures 3 and 4, one as a mobile (i) and one as a
static (j) node. The two nodes are [3.858, 0.929] m apart
in [x, y] directions in the reference frame of node i. This
corresponds to a relative bearing of 2.8 rad or 165 degrees.
The robots are deployed in an open environment on a flat
2D surface and with direct Line-of-Sight (LOS). The mobile
node drives linear or circular trajectories. Moreover, data
is gathered from both nodes while they are static in their
initial position to gain additional insight into the CSI without
movement used in Section III-A. We consider circular and
linear trajectories of 30 cm radius and 30 × 2π cm length,
respectively. Each trajectory is performed in 10 seconds at
a velocity of about 0.188 m/s. Bearing estimations require a
trajectory of at least two times the size of the carrier signal
wavelength, which equates to about 12cm at 5 GHz [13].
The odometry and CSI data are both captured at sample
rates of 100 Hz. This results in a datapoint every 0.0019 m,
well within the minimum sample threshold of λ

2 = 0.0271
m at 5.54 GHz for successful bearing estimation [1]. Three
and ten repetitions are performed for each of our real and
simulated experiments. The CFO is added with ∆f = 10.0,
c1 = 10000, c2 = 200, and with a uniformly distributed time
difference between RX and TX of magnitude ϵt = 100 ns.

V. RESULTS & DISCUSSION

Figure 5 shows the CSI phase data after canceling the CFO
in the real and simulated signals as described in Equation (7).
The uniformly distributed random term of ϵt as described in
Section IV-B account for the noise in the simulated data.
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(a) Real and simulation experiment, 30 cm radius circular trajectory.
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(b) Real and simulation experiment, 30× 2π cm linear trajectory.

Fig. 5: Carrier signal phase obtained from both simulation
and real experiments after cancellation of CFO. Each data
point corresponds to a sample taken at 100 Hz frequency. The
real and simulation data match closely for both trajectories.

Figure 6 demostrates that the real and simulated experi-
ments can accurately estimate the bearing angle when a cir-
cular trajectory are used. The real experiments show slightly
higher irregularity in the grating lobes caused by factors
not equivalently replicated by the simulation. Additional
peaks in the AoA profiles of real experiments can result
from multipath signals. Moreover, the extra noise visible
in Figures 6c and 6d can also be caused by errors in the
odometry and location, where the simulation uses accurate
odometry. These factors cause a slightly lower confidence in
the AoA peak observed in real experiments.

We observe mirrored bearing estimations from linear tra-
jectories in both the simulation and the real experiments.
This phenomenon occurs when the antenna array contains
ambiguity in the form of two equally likely bearing estima-
tions mirrored over the linear trajectory path [13]. In order
to obtain accurate azimuth angle estimations, the trajectory
should ideally be circular on a plane or a line that contains
the transmitter, confirming findings reported in [13], [41].

The simulated data is based on the theoretical carrier signal
equation using accurate odometry, which is also used in the
steering vector for Bartlett’s estimation. This accuracy in
the odometry information potentially gives the simulation an
edge in accuracy over the real experiments. In future work,
we plan to leverage our simulation framework to enhance the
modeling of real-world multi-paths propagation of signals,
and a more realistic method to add noise to the odometry.
This can include a more detailed model-based approach like
the one considered in this work, or a data-driven approach
where a variety of environmental settings and scenarios are
considered in the real world in order to train a neural network



(a) Simulation experiments 30 cm circle radius trajectory. (b) Simulation experiments 30× 2π cm linear trajectory.

(c) Real experiments 30 cm circle radius trajectory. (d) Real experiments 30× 2π cm linear trajectory.

Fig. 6: The AoA profiles resulting from Bartlett’s estimation for both circular (a,c) and linear (b,d) trajectories. We perform
10 iterations on simulation (a,b) and 3 iterations on real (c,d) experiments. The AoA profiles shown here are the average of
experiment repetitions in each case. While the circular trajectory results in a unique bearing estimate, the linear trajectory
returns two mirrored possibilities. Real AoA profiles demonstrate more noise compared to those obtained from simulation.

that can replicate the corresponding noise and multipath
effects on the theoretical data.

VI. CONCLUSION

We present a simulation framework that leverages Gazebo
and Matlab to replicate the operation of the WSR toolbox
delivering WiFi-CSI processing as a sensing technology in a
realistic environment. We validate our simulation framework
against real experiments in a constant laboratory environment
and by using a set of basic trajectories that create a virtual
antenna array. Signal properties, including CFO, STO, and
noise, present in real experiments are replicated using a
systematic approach in simulation. Assessment of our exper-
imental and simulation results demonstrate a slightly more
confident bearing estimation in simulation compared to real
experiments due to less noisy conditions. The mobile receiver
node is found to accurately estimate the bearing of the static
transmitter in both the real and simulation experiments. We
conclude that our single-path-based CSI simulation closely
matches the multi-path real experiment CSI in LOS sce-
narios. This work effectively extends the suite of available
sensors in simulation environments for localization purposes,
going beyond camera and LiDAR systems. In our future
work, we plan to update the hardware systems for capturing
CSI data to more commonly available devices. By integrating
the CSI collection software into a ROS package where the
data becomes available over ROS, we will aim to ensure
that the software framework is easily deployable to facilitate
seamless experimentation and development between real and
simulation experiments.
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[36] S. Sen, B. Radunović, R. R. Choudhury, and T. Minka, “You are facing
the Mona Lisa: Spot localization using PHY layer information,” 2012.

[37] D. Tse and P. Viswanath, “Fundamentals of Wireless Communication,”
2005.

[38] J. P. Fitch, Synthetic Aperture Radar, ser. Signal Processing and
Digital Filtering. New York, NY: Springer New York, 1988. [Online].
Available: https://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-1-4612-3822-5

[39] C. A. Wiley, “A Paradigm for Technology Evolution,” IEEE Transac-
tions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. AES-21, no. 3, pp.
440–443, 1985.

[40] P. Stoica and R. L. Moses, Spectral analysis of signals. Pear-
son/Prentice Hall, 2005.

[41] S. Kumar, S. Gil, D. Katabi, and D. Rus, “Accurate Indoor
Localization With Zero Start-up Cost,” 2014. [Online]. Available:
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/2639108.2639142.

https://onlinelibrary-wiley-com.proxy-ub.rug.nl/doi/full/10.1049/iet-cta.2014.0019 https://onlinelibrary-wiley-com.proxy-ub.rug.nl/doi/abs/10.1049/iet-cta.2014.0019 https://ietresearch-onlinelibrary-wiley-com.proxy-ub.rug.nl/doi/10.1049/iet-cta.2014.0019
https://onlinelibrary-wiley-com.proxy-ub.rug.nl/doi/full/10.1049/iet-cta.2014.0019 https://onlinelibrary-wiley-com.proxy-ub.rug.nl/doi/abs/10.1049/iet-cta.2014.0019 https://ietresearch-onlinelibrary-wiley-com.proxy-ub.rug.nl/doi/10.1049/iet-cta.2014.0019
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0278364913500364
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0278364913500364
https://inria.hal.science/hal-02427991
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/224611702
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/224611702
http://doi.acm.org/10.1145/2816795.2818072.
https://doi.org/10.1145/3210240.3210328
https://github.com/ansresearch/exposing-the-csi
https://github.com/ansresearch/exposing-the-csi
https://doi.org/10.1145/3300061.3345442
https://www.usenix.org/conference/nsdi20/presentation/ha
http://www.nec-labs.com/trackio.
http://www.scirp.org/Html/34169.html http://www.scirp.org/Journal/Paperabs.aspx?paperid=34169 https://www.scirp.org/journal/paperinformation.aspx?paperid=34169
http://www.scirp.org/Html/34169.html http://www.scirp.org/Journal/Paperabs.aspx?paperid=34169 https://www.scirp.org/journal/paperinformation.aspx?paperid=34169
http://www.scirp.org/Html/34169.html http://www.scirp.org/Journal/Paperabs.aspx?paperid=34169 https://www.scirp.org/journal/paperinformation.aspx?paperid=34169
https://link-springer-com.proxy-ub.rug.nl/article/10.1007/s10514-018-9760-3
https://link-springer-com.proxy-ub.rug.nl/article/10.1007/s10514-018-9760-3
https://standards.ieee.org/beyond-standards/the-evolution-of-wi-fi-technology-and-standards/
https://standards.ieee.org/beyond-standards/the-evolution-of-wi-fi-technology-and-standards/
https://www.wi-fi.org/
https://dl-acm-org.proxy-ub.rug.nl/doi/10.1145/1925861.1925870
https://dl-acm-org.proxy-ub.rug.nl/doi/10.1145/1925861.1925870
http://heise.de/-3538660
https://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-1-4612-3822-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/2639108.2639142.

	Introduction
	The WSR Toolbox
	Proposed simulation framework
	Carrier Frequency Offset (CFO)
	Simulating the CSI data
	Estimating relative bearing
	Software pipeline architecture

	Experiments
	Stationary experiments
	Mobile experiments

	Results & discussion
	Conclusion
	References

