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Abstract—Passive metal reflectors for communication enhance-
ment have appealing advantages such as ultra low cost, zero
energy expenditure, maintenance-free operation, long life span,
and full compatibility with legacy wireless systems. To unleash
the full potential of passive reflectors for wireless communica-
tions, this paper proposes a new passive reflector architecture,
termed flexible reflector (FR), for enabling the flexible adjustment
of beamforming direction via the FR placement and rotation
optimization. We consider the multi-FR aided area coverage
enhancement and aim to maximize the minimum expected receive
power over all locations within the target coverage area, by
jointly optimizing the placement positions and rotation angles of
multiple FRs. To gain useful insights, the special case of movable
reflector (MR) with fixed rotation is first studied to maximize the
expected receive power at a target location, where the optimal
single-MR placement positions for electrically large and small
reflectors are derived in closed-form, respectively. It is shown
that the reflector should be placed at the specular reflection
point for electrically large reflector. While for area coverage
enhancement, the optimal placement is obtained for the single-
MR case and a sequential placement algorithm is proposed for
the multi-MR case. Moreover, for the general case of FR, joint
placement and rotation design is considered for the single-/multi-
FR aided coverage enhancement, respectively. Numerical results
are presented which demonstrate significant performance gains
of FRs over various benchmark schemes under different practical
setups in terms of receive power enhancement.

Index Terms—Flexible reflector (FR), passive reflection, cover-
age enhancement, joint placement and rotation design.

I. INTRODUCTION

The evolution of mobile communication networks has wit-
nessed the tremendous success of multi-antenna technology,
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such as multiple-input multiple-out (MIMO) widely used in
the fourth-generation (4G) wireless networks and massive
MIMO in the fifth-generation (5G) wireless networks, due to
their substantial spatial diversity and multiplexing gains. For
the forthcoming sixth-generation (6G) era, massive MIMO
is expected to evolve towards extremely large-scale MIMO
(XL-MIMO) via scaling up the antenna number by an or-
der of magnitude [I]-[3], e.g., hundreds or even thousands
of antennas at the base station (BS), so as to support the
ambitious capabilities required by 6G [4]]. Despite achieving
the unprecedented improvement in the spatial resolution and
spectral efficiency, XL-MIMO also faces practical challenges
such as expensive hardware cost and high energy expenditure
[, [53]. To address such issues, there has been an upsurge
of interest in exploiting various sparse array architectures,
including uniform sparse array [6]-[8] and non-uniform sparse
array, such as modular, nested, and co-prime arrays [9]—[11].
Compared to the conventional compact array with neighboring
elements separated by half wavelength, sparse arrays can
achieve a larger array aperture by configuring the antenna
spacing larger than half wavelength, without increasing the
number of antenna elements. This thus provides improved
spatial resolution and degree-of-freedom (DoF) for enhancing
both communication and sensing performances.

Besides sparse array, there was extensive research on vari-
ous cost-effective and energy-efficient hardware architectures
for MIMO, such as analog beamforming, lens antenna array,
and low-resolution analog-to-digital converter (ADC) [12].
More recently, another promising approach, namely intelligent
reflecting surface (IRS) or reconfigurable intelligent surface
(RIS) aided communication has been proposed [13]-[16].
Specifically, without any active radio-frequency (RF) chains,
IRS is a metasurface consisting of a large number of passive
reflecting elements, which are capable of configuring the
wireless propagation environment proactively via adjusting
their amplitude and/or phase shifts. However, the cost of
IRS/RIS increases significantly with its size or number of
reflecting elements, especially for that operating at higher
frequency bands, which is still practically formidable for large-
scale deployment of IRS/RIS in wireless networks.

To further reduce the hardware cost and energy expendi-
ture, fully passive metal reflectors, usually made of copper,
aluminum or conductive coating, were also introduced and
have gained increasing interest. Initially, the passive reflector
was proposed as an alternative of active satellite relays, due
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to its simpler operation and maintenance [17]], [18]. In the
field of antenna design, different types of passive reflectors,
such as plane, corner and parabolic reflectors, were utilized to
fabricate the reflector antenna, which has been widely applied
to the radio astronomy, satellite tracking, and remote sensing
[19], [20]. Recently, passive metal reflectors were introduced
in wireless communications, aiming at signal/coverage en-
hancement, channel rank/diversity improvement, interference
rejection, secure transmission, and so on. For example, to com-
pensate for the severe penetration loss suffered by millimeter
wave (mmWave) communications, passive metal reflectors
were deployed to enhance the signal coverage in both indoor
[21]]-[24]] and outdoor scenarios [24], [23]. Moreover, from the
perspective of network planning, the deployment of passive
reflectors helps to reduce the number of BSs required for
area coverage, by jointly designing the placement positions of
BSs and passive reflectors [26]]. This thus significantly reduces
the deployment cost and energy expenditure, as compared to
conventional approaches such as increasing transmit power, the
number of BSs, access points (APs), relays, and/or antennas
[24]). Another appealing benefit for deploying passive reflectors
is the MIMO channel rank/diversity improvement, thanks to
the creation of additional strong multi-path components [26]—
[28]]. On the other hand, instead of facilitating the connectivity
between desired nodes, passive reflectors can also be deployed
to physically block the interference from undesired nodes [29].
Besides, customized wireless communication environment for
enhanced security and privacy can be achieved by placing the
reflector to block the channel from the legitimate transmitter
to malicious users [22], [23].

Note that compared to active BSs/APs or semi-passive IRSs,
fully passive metal reflectors possess promising advantages
such as ultra low cost, zero energy expenditure, maintenance-
free operation and long life span [26]], [28]. Moreover, passive
reflector is of high compatibility and efficient scalability,
which can be integrated into existing and future wireless net-
works transparently, without changing the network protocol.
It is also worth mentioning that the reflection wave of the
metal reflector exhibits a beam shape [20], [30], and many
efforts have been devoted to mathematically modeling the
signal reflection by passive metal reflectors. Specifically, by
fixing its normal vector, the scattered field expression of a
metal surface was derived in [30]. Furthermore, by taking
into account the factors of metal reflector size, orientation and
polarization, a more general reflection model was derived in
closed-form, followed by experiment measurements to verify
its accuracy [28]]. Nevertheless, unlike BSs and IRSs, the fully
passive architecture renders metal reflectors unable to flexibly
adjust the reflection beamforming direction.

The aforementioned works mainly deploy the passive metal
reflectors with fixed placement and orientation. This implies
that once the metal reflector is deployed, the signal scattered
field is determined. Thus, anomalous reflection to any desired
direction cannot be achieved in general, unlike the case of
IRS. To fully unleash the potential of passive reflector, in this
paper, we propose a new architecture for it, termed flexible
reflector (FR), where the placement position and rotation angle
of metal reflector can be flexibly adjusted to dynamically

alter its beamforming direction. In contrast to multi-antenna
beamforming which is achieved by dynamically controlling
the signal phase of each antenna element, or IRS reflective
beamforming by controlling the phase shift of each reflecting
element, FR adjusts the placement position and/or rotation
angle to manipulate the specular direction, i.e., the beamform-
ing direction. This thus enables a new paradigm of passive
beamforming, without relying on RF chains, phase shifters or
reflecting elements, nor complex signal processing. Moreover,
the practical implementation of FR resembles existing movable
antennas (MAs) with position adjustment [31]-[33] as well
as six-dimensional movable antennas (6DMAs) with both
position and rotation adjustment [34]-[36]. Specifically, by
mounting the metal reflector on the motor driven gimbal
that can move along a sliding track, the placement and
rotation can be adjusted by controlling the electric motors
37]. In this paper, we consider a general multi-FR aided
wireless communication system, where one-dimensional (1D)
movement and rotation of FR are considered to maximize the
minimum expected received signal power across all locations
in a given target area. The main contributions of this paper
are summarized as follows:

o Firstly, we introduce a multi-FR aided wireless com-
munication system, where a flexile adjustment of pas-
sive reflective beamforming direction is enabled by
optimizing the placement position and rotation angle
of each FR. By deriving the received signal power
at any location in terms of each FR’s placement and
rotation angle, we formulate an optimization problem
to maximize the minimum expected receive power
across all locations in a given area, subject to the
practical placement constraint to avoid overlap and
signal blockage, as well as the rotation constraint to
ensure the effective reflection.

e Secondly, to gain useful insights, we consider the
special case of movable reflector (MR) without ro-
tation. For the special scenario of single-MR aided
single target location power enhancement, the optimal
MR placement position is derived in closed-form for
electrically large or small reflector, respectively. It is
analytically shown that the MR should be placed at the
specular reflection point for electrically large reflector,
and passive beamforming direction adjustment is en-
abled via placement position optimization. Then, for
the scenario of multi-MR aided single target location
power enhancement, the placement positions of mul-
tiple MRs are jointly designed such that the receiver
is located within their beamforming main lobes. More-
over, for area coverage enhancement with a single-MR,
the minimum array factor across all locations is derived
in closed-form, and its optimal placement is obtained
accordingly. Subsequently, a sequential placement al-
gorithm is proposed for the multi-MR case.

o Thirdly, we consider the general case of FR with
both placement position and rotation angle adjustments.
Starting from the single-FR aided single target location
power enhancement, we derive the optimal rotation
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Fig. 1. Wireless communication enhanced by multiple FRs.

angle for the FR with its placement position fixed
in closed-form. Then, for the case of multi-FR, the
minimum distance between any two FRs to avoid
overlap and signal blockage is derived. Next, the
joint placement and rotation design is proposed for
the single-/multi-FR aided area coverage enhancement
scenarios. Finally, extensive numerical results are pre-
sented to demonstrate the significant performance gains
of FRs over various benchmark schemes under different
practical setups.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section [l
introduces the system model and formulates the optimization
problem to maximize the minimum expected receive power
across all locations in a given target area. Section [ stud-
ies the special case of the single/multi-MR aided coverage
enhancement. In Section [[V] joint placement and rotation
design is considered for the single-/multi-FR aided coverage
enhancement by extending MR to FR. Section [V] provides the
numerical results and relevant discussions, and this paper is
concluded in Section V1l

Notations: Scalars are denoted by italic letters. Vectors
and matrices are denoted by bold-face lower- and upper-case
letters, respectively. CM*™ represents the space of M x N
complex-valued matrices. For a vector x, ||x|| denotes its
Euclidean norm, and x” denotes its transpose. The symbol j
denotes the imaginary unit of complex numbers, with j2 = —1.
For real number x, |z] and [z] denote the floor and ceiling
operations, respectively. E (-) denotes the statistical expecta-
tion.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As shown in Fig.[ll we consider a multi-metal plate reflector
aided wireless communication system, where M FRs are
deployed to assist in the communication from the transmitter
(Tx) to the receiver (Rx) at arbitrary location in a given target
area A. The direct link from the Tx to the target area is
assumed to be negligible due to blockage. Each reflector is
assumed to have size L; X Lo, and is centered at the z-
axis. The location of the Tx is t = [z, 4;,0]". The target
area A is assumed to be a rectangular area on the x-y plane,

and its center is denoted as r. = [Z., Y, O]T. The length and
width of A are D, and D,, respectively. Thus, any location
within A can be denoted as r = [:cr,yr,O]T, with z, €
[c — Dy/2,2.+ D, /2] and y, € [y. — Dy/2,y. + Dy/2].
Moreover, the center location of reflector m is denoted as
Am = [m,0,0]", ¥Ym € M, with M £ {1,---, M}. Since
the reflectors may move along the x-axis, the notation z,,
is used to denote the center location of reflector m. The
distance between the Tx and the center of reflector m is
di (X ) = ||Qm — t]|, and that between the center of reflector
m and any location r in A is d; (Z;1) = ||r — g |-

Let w,, denote the 1D rotation angle of reflector m, and the
rotation matrix is given by [34], [38]

coSw,, —sinw,, 0
R(wp) = | sinw, cosw, 0 |. (1)
0 0 1

Denote by u (w,, ) the normalized direction vector along the
edge of reflector m under given rotation angle w,,, and n (w.,)
the corresponding normal direction vector, as illustrated in
Fig. [l Thus, we have

COS Wiy,
u(wm) =R(wpn)e; = | sinwy, |, 2)
0
— sinw,,
n(wm) =R (wm)ey, = | coswy, ; 3)
0
where e, = [1,0,0]" and e, = 0,1,0" denote the unit

vectors along the x- and y-axis, respectively. Let a; (x,,)
denote the normalized incident vector from the Tx to reflector
m, and a,. (x,,;r) denote the normalized reflection vector from
reflector m to location r. Note that to enable the effective
reflection, the Tx and Rx must lie on the same side of the
reflector. This yields the following constraint,

(a? (Zm)n (wm)) (af (Zm;T)n (wm)) <0. “)

The signals reflected by two or more times by any FR are
assumed to be negligible due to the high path loss. The ratio of
the receive power P, (2, wm;r) at location r to the transmit
power P; via reflector m is given by
0 (T, W3 T) A2

_ 5
P, ir(amdy (o) dy @) )

P, (Imvwm;r)

where A denotes the signal wavelength, and o (2, wm;T)
denotes the radar cross section (RCS) of reflector m observed
at location r, given by [28]

0 (T Win; T) = Omax? (T, Wi T) X ©

sinc? (wl_/lA (:Cm,wm;r)) ,
where 0oy = 47L2L2/)\% denotes the maximum possible
RCS value, 7 (T, wm;r) is a factor no greater than one,
L1 2 Ly /) denotes the wavelength-normalized length of the
reflector, A (Zpm,wymit) 2 (ay (2m;r) — ay (zm))” 1 (wp,) is
the projection of the deflection vector (a, (x,;r) — a; (.,))



along the edge of reflector m, and sinc (x) = sin (z) /2. More-
over, the expected receive power at a small region centered at
location r is

M 2

P.(r)=E Z Py (T, Winj 1)l

m=1

Pt A2

2D

m=1

xmawwu

M
= EE:}%(xmawm»
m=1
(7

where ¢, denotes the signal phase of the path via reflector
m, with ¢,,’s being independent and identically distributed,
and f (2, wm;T) 2 701%?52;6’1?&2”.

We aim to maximize the minimum (worst-case) expected
receive power over all locations in a given target area A,
by jointly optimizing the placement positions {:cm} _, and
rotation angles {wm}m:1 of the M FRs. The optimization
problem can be formulated as (by discarding the constant
terms)

M
P1
(P1)  max, miy mz::lf(9cm,wm,r)
St |Tm — an| > 0, Ym,n € M, m #n,

(af (@m) 0 (wm)) (af (zm;r)n(w

where d™i% denotes the minimum distance to avoid the overlap
and s1gnal blockage between FRs m and n. Problem (P1)
is challenging to be directly solved due to the following
two reasons. First, the objective function is the minimum
power value across a continuous area, which is difficult to be
explicitly expressed in terms of the placement positions and
rotation angles of FRs. Second, problem (P1) is a non-convex
optimization problem, due to the non-concave objective func-
tion and non-convex constraints.

NJ) <(l VWLT,
®)

III. MOVABLE REFLECTOR

To gain useful insights for solving (P1), we first study the
special case of MRs, by considering their fixed rotation angles
Wm = 0, Vm.

A. Single Target Location Power Enhancement

In this subsection, we consider the special case of single
target location power enhancement, where the scenarios of
single- and multi-MR are respectively studied.

1) Single-MR Case: As illustrated in Fig. 2l a single-MR
is deployed to assist in the communication from the Tx to Rx,
where the reflector index is omitted for brevity. Besides, the
location r is omitted in the notations for the case of single
target location. The distance between the Tx and the center
of the reflector is d; () = ||q — t|| = /(z — z¢)2? + yZ, and
that between the center of the reflector and Rx is d,. (z) =
lr —q| = /(zr — 2)%? 4+ y2. The normalized incident and
reflection vectors are a; () = 194=% 1 ) [z — z¢, —y;, 0"

T Ta—t ~ (= T
and a, (z) = u::gu — 4 11) [z, —z,yr,0]", respectively.
With the direction vector aiong the edge of the reflector

[1,0,0]", we have A(z) = (a,(z) —a; () u =

u =

v

Txt

Fig. 2. Single target location power enhancement by a single-MR.

mrfz

EnE) d,(z) Besides, the factor 7 (x) is given by 7 (z) =
/d2 (x) [28]). In this case, the function f () is expressed as

o (x)

T = Fmam =
Y7 oo [Tz T )
(@) di () ™ (“” < 4@ & )) |
fi(x) fa(x)

Thus, problem (P1) is reduced to
max f ().

It is observed from (@) that the function f (z) consists of
two terms f; (x) and fs (x), where f (x) accounts for the
factor 7 (z) and the concatenated path loss from the Tx to
Rx via the reflector, and fo (z) can be interpreted as the
array factor. Fig. [ illustrates the values of f(z), fi (%)
and fo (z) versus the placement position x, by considering
L, = 10 and L; = 0.1, regpectlvely The locations of the
Tx and Rx are t = [0, —50]" m, and r = [100, —150]"
respectively. It is observed that for electrically large reﬂector
with L1 = 10, fo (x) composed of the sinc function exhibits
significant variations as the placement position z changes,
as compared to fi (x). By contrast, for electrically small
reflector with L; = 0.1, the impact on f (x) by fi (x) is
more significant than that by fs («). This is expected since
the sinc function tends to be one when L is very small.

Proposition 1: When L; > 1, the optimal solution to (IQ)
is

(10)

*
T —xt+yt+yr (xp — 1) (11)
Proof: Please refer to Appendix [Al [ ]
A closer look at Fig. 2] shows that sinf, = % and
sinf, = fl:—(;gg, where 6; and 6, denote the incident and

reflection angles, respectively. By substituting (I1)) into sin 6;

and sin#,., we have sinf; = sinf, Lo 2t .
- ) (xr—21)?+(ye+yr)®
This implies that for electrically large reflector, the reflector

should be placed at the specular reflection point with 6, = 6,.

On the other hand, for electrically small reflector, the
placement position variation has a negligible impact on f (),
which is expected since the reflector tends to be isotropic. In
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Fig. 3. Values of f (z), f1(x) and f2 () versus the placement position
x, where the red circle and red dashed line indicate the optimal placement
positions obtained by the closed-form and numerical result, respectively.

this case, the placement position x is designed to maximize
f1 (z). The problem can be equivalently formulated as

(@—w)®+32) (-2 +42) . a2

min
xT

Lemma 1: The optimal solution to (I2) can be obtained by
solving the following equation
a.x® + bea® + cox + d. = 0, (13)

(z7 +v7) +
= (@7 +y0) et

where a. = 3, b, = — (bar +4x,), ¢ =
2 (2} +y?) + 6wyxy, and d. =
2 (¢ + y7) x|, respectively.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix [Bl [ ]

Since (I3) is a cubic equation, it can be solved in closed-
form. Then, the optimal placement position corresponds to the
solution with the minimum objective function.

It is observed from Fig. [3] that the optimal placement
positions obtained by the closed-form well match with those
obtained by numerical results for both electrically large and
small reflectors. Moreover, the reflector placement position
optimization brings considerable performance gain of several
tens of dB for electrically large reflectors. Such a significant
gain motivates us to focus on electrically large reflectors in
the following.

2) Multi-MR Case: Next, we consider the case of single
target location power enhancement assisted by multiple MRs.
In this case, problem (P1) is reduced to

M
Z f(@m)

max
LE S —— (14)
st |Tm —xp| > d,‘?l”,ll, Ym,n € M, m # n,

where dﬂi‘,‘l = L, corresponds to the minimum distance to
avoid the overlaps of MRs.

Before solving (I4), we first study the property of the
function g (A) £ sinc? (7LA). The null-to-null beam width
can be obtained by letting 7LA = +m, which is given by
2/L. The main lobe width is then defined as half of the null-
to-null beam width, i.e., the range of main lobe is [—%, %} s
and G £ ¢ (%) ~ 0.4 is the value at the endpoint of
the beamforming main lobe. Moreover, the value of g (A)
monotonically decreases within the main lobe as |A| increases.
Thus, for electrically large reflectors, the reflector should be
placed such that the corresponding |A| is as small as possible.

Motivated by the above discussions, the placement positions
of reflectors are designed such that the Rx is located within
their beamforming main lobes. Specifically, for fs (), the
placement positions z corresponding to the boundary points
of the beamforming main lobe can be obtained by letting
2:—@? - % = :I:i, and the solution can be found
numerically, denoted as zy; and zy,., respectively. It is worth
mentioning that the projection A decreases as the reflector
moves from the Tx to Rx, and thus z;, < xp;. In particular,
when the placement position is out of [y, xy], the reflector
contributes little to the receive power, and thus this case is not
considered here. To ensure that |A (z,,)| of reflector m is as
small as possible, the reflector m should be placed close to
x* given in (II). Thus, the actual number of reflectors to be
deployed is

- A Ty — T*
M = 1
{ Ly JJF{ Ly J+ ’

(15)
and the placement position of reflector m, 1 < m < M , 18

o = — {%J Li+(m—1)L;.  (16)

B. Area Coverage Enhancement

In this subsection, we consider the case of area coverage
enhancement.

1) Single-MR Case: For the target area illustrated in
Fig. M let ry = [2o—D./2,y.+D,/2", ry =
[Ze — D2/2,ye — Dy/2)", tur = [2c + Da/2,y. + D, /2",
and vy = [2vc+ Dy/2,y.— D,/ 2]T denote the upper left,
lower left, upper right and lower right corners of A, re-
spectively. In the case of single-MR aided area coverage
enhancement, problem (P1) becomes

max Iniil Omaxf1 (z;1) fa (x57). 17)

x re



For any given reflector placement position z, let Ay ()
and A, (z) denote the maximum and minimum projection
values in the target area A, given by

T, — T — X

Apax () £ max

R R R
(18)

T, — X T — X

Apin (2) £ Ini;ll — )
re 2 2
V- 42 J@—a)’ + o
19)
For electrically large reflector, problem (17)) is approximated

as

max min

s A) £ sinc? (nL1A) .
z Amin(w)SASAmax(w) f2 (x7 ) SHe (ﬂ— ! )

(20)
The null points of f5 (x;A) can be obtained by letting
7l1A = +zm, 2 € Ny, ie, A = +z/L;. For any given
placement position x, if there exist one or more null points
in the range [Amin (2) , Amax ()], the minimum value within
the target area is zero. Otherwise, the minimum value in the
target area occurs at Apin () or Apax (2). Thus, we have
min sinc? (wilA) =
Amin () <SA<Apax(z)
0, if 3z Ny, sit. £2/L1 € [Amin (), Amax (7)],
min {sinc2 (ﬂ'ilAmin (x)) ,sinc? (ﬂ'ilAmaX (a:))} ,
otherwise.
21
With (21)), the optimal solution to (2Q)) can be effectively ob-
tained via the one-dimensional search. Furthermore, the search
region can be reduced by noting that the specular reflection
direction should point towards the target area. Specifically,
as the reflector moves towards the target area, the specular
reflection direction first points towards the lower left corner of
A, ie., ry, and finally points towards the upper right corner,
i.e., ry,. The minimum and maximum placement positions
are then determined by regarding the lower left and upper
right corners as the single target location, respectively. With
Proposition [T} we have

D
Tlower = Tt + LD <xc - == - It> P (22)
Yt +Ye — 5

D,
Lupper = Lt + Yt D (xc + - xt) . (23)
Yo+ Yo + 3 2

Thus, the search region of the placement is reduced to
[Z1owers Tupper). The main procedures for solving problem (20)
are summarized in Algorithm 1

2) Multi-MR Case: Furthermore, we consider the case of
area coverage enhancement with multiple MRs. The receive
power at any location r within .4 can be expressed as

M pa?
PT (I') = Z (Z;T)ga'maxfl (Im;r)fQ (ZCm,I') .
m=1

For electrically large reflector, problem (P1) is approximated

(24)

as

min
reA

max

M
\X Z Jo (m;1)
{Zm a1 m=1

st. |xm — xn| > L1, Ym,n € M, m # n.

(25)

Algorithm 1 Reflector Placement Position Optimization for
()

1: Initialization: Set the region of the reflector placement
position @ € [Zigwer, Tupper] based on 22) and 23).

2: For any candidate placement position x, calculate the
maximum projection value Ay« (2) and the minimum
projection value A, (z) based on (I8) and (19), respec-
tively.

3. Obtain the minimum value of sinc? (WilA) within A
based on @I).

4: Choose the z that gives the maximum value in (20) as the
optimal placement position.

Even for the simplified problem (23), it is still difficult to be
directly solved. To tackle this issue, we propose a sequential
placement algorithm, where any location of the target area can
be covered by the beamforming main lobe of one reflector.

Let «, denote the optimized placement position of MR m,
and r,, ; and r,, , denote the locations corresponding to left
and right endpoints of the beamforming main lobe with respect
to (w.r.t.) MR m, respectively, as illustrated in Fig. [T in the
appendix. For the proposed sequential placement algorithm,
the parameters are determined in the following order,

ry, — I; — rig (I‘Qﬂ«) — $§ — rog (I'gyr) — e (26)

Specifically, by choosing the upper right corner r,, as the
location corresponding to the right endpoint of the beamform-
ing main lobe w.r.t. the first MR, we have ry , = r,,. Then,
for MR m, the placement position z,,, is designed such that
A (T mr) = ie.,

2L,

Tm,r — Tm Tm — Tt

1
- = @n
\/(zmm - xm)Q + yrQn,r \/(iUm - iUt)Q + ytz 2Ly

where x,,, and y,,, denote the z- and y-coordinate of
rp,,r, respectively, and the solution, z,, can be obtained
numerically. With x7,, the projection of r;; w.r.t. MR m, i.e.,
A (zf,;ry), is obtained. When A (z},;1y) € L—i, ﬁ},
the lower left corner can be covered by the beamforming
main lobe of MR m, and the sequential placement is ended.
Otherwise, the next MR is then deployed. To this end, the
location corresponding to the left endpoint of the beamforming
main lobe w.r.t. MR m needs to be determined, as shown in
the following lemma.

Lemma 2: A location corresponding to the left endpoint of
the beamforming main lobe w.r.t. MR m can be expressed as

J— T J—
'm, = ['rm,la Ym,l =

T
D 1
|:Ir7yc + Ty:| ; if A('r:narul) < _2—I/1’
D, T 1 (28)
|:$c - TayT] , if A (:C:n;rul) > —2—131 and
1

A(z); < ——,
(2 Tu) oL

where x, and y, are the values within (z.— D,/2,
zc+ D;/2) and (y. — Dy/2,y.+ D,/2), respectively, and



Algorithm 2 Sequential Placement Algorithm for Solving (23)
1: Initialize rq , = ry,, and let m = 1.
2: repeat
3:  For given ry, ,, solve the equation @7, and denote the
solution as z},.
4:  For given x7,, solve the equation (9), and denote the
solution as 1y, ;.

5: Tmt1,r = I'myl-

6:  Update m = m + 1.

7: until rj; is covered by the beamforming main lobe of one
MR.

A (aF,;r) denotes the projection of the upper left corner
r,; w.r.t. MR m.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix [ |

Furthermore, the unknown parameter in Lemma [2| can be

obtained by solving the equation A (7, Tm,1) = — 57 ie.,
Tl — L), Xy, — Tt B 1
\/(:vm,l —zx )+ i \/(;vfn — ) + 2 2L
(29)

Subsequently, the (m + 1)-th MR is placed such that r,, ;
is covered by the right endpoint of the beamforming main
lobe w.r.t. MR m + 1, ie., r'yy1, = Iy, . Similarly, the
parameters x},, 11 and ry, 41 can be obtained. Note that when
Ty i1 —xfn] > L, the placement strategy constitutes a
feasible solution. Otherwise, one cannot find a solution to
ensure that any location of the target area is covered by the
beamforming main lobe of one MR.

Finally, the sequential placement is completed until the
lower left corner r;; is located within the beamforming main
lobe of one reflector. The main procedures of the proposed se-
quential placement algorithm are summarized in Algorithm

IV. FLEXIBLE REFLECTOR

In this section, we study the general FR-aided coverage
enhancement.

A. Single Target Location Power Enhancement

1) Single-FR Case: For the single target location power
enhancement by a single-FR, we have

__c (z,w)
di (x) d? (x)

_n@w)
di (x) d? (x)
————

fi(z,w)

f(z,0)

= Omax X

sine? (L1 A (z,w)), (30)

J2(z,w)

and problem (P1) is reduced to
max f(z,w)

s.t. (a;;r (z)n (w)) (ar;r (x)n (w)) <0,

where the notation of location r is omitted.

(€19

To tackle the non-convex problem (1)), for any given place-
ment position z, the rotation angle is optimized to maximize
the following problem

max sinc® (7L A (z,w))
“’ (32)
st. (af (z)n(w)) (af (z)n(w)) < 0.
Then, by substituting the obtained solution, denoted as
w* (), into the objective function of (31, the placement
position optimization yields the following problem

max f (z,w* (z)). (33)
Proposition 2: An optimal solution to problem (32) is
;(IT—I)—;(x—It)
w* (r) = arctan (— d-(@) T dtim) .
a-(@) Ir + @) Yt
(34
Proof: Please refer to Appendix |

Note that after rotation by angle w* (z), the new incident
—a/ (z)(-n(w () _

angle is ét = 9t + w* ((E), and COS(ét) = W =
T ~
—%. Besides, the new reflection angle is 6, = 6,. —
x ' iy — al@(-nw (@) _ _al(war(z)-1
w* (2), and cos(9r) = Mm@ = ~Tar@-ad@l-
Thus, we have cos(6;) = cos(f,.), i.e., simple rotation achieves
the manipulation of specular direction pointing towards the Rx.
With the rotation angle (34), and after some manipulations,

the objective function in (ZI)) is reduced to
n(z,w* (2))
/ (IaW* (I)) = Omaxf1 (I,W* (I)) = Umaxm

cos? (0, — w* (7))

la, (x) — a, (=)||”
Ol

= J =
" df (2) d7 (@) " Ad} (x) d? (x)
t t (35)
Thus, problem (33) can be equivalently expressed as
2
max ||aT (.T) A (‘T)” (36)

v Ad; () d7 (x)

Since the resulting objective function is a highly compli-
cated function w.r.t. placement position z, the one-dimensional
search is applied to efficiently obtain the optimal FR placement
position THg.

2) Multi-FR Case: For multi-FR aided single target loca-
tion power enhancement, problem (P1) is reduced to

M
Z f (*Tma Wm)
m=1

max
{IM=Wm}m:
' : (37)
st [rm —xn| > di, Ym,n € M, m#n,

(a) (zm)n(wm)) (&F (zm) 0 (W) <0, Vm,T.

To solve this problem, we first analyze the minimum dis-
tance to avoid the signal blockage, given in the following
lemma.

Lemma 3: For any given placement position and rotation
angle pair (z,w), the minimum distance to avoid the signal
blockage is

Ll, if w=0.

d(z,w) = { max (d; (z,w),d, (r,w)), otherwise, (38)



Algorithm 3 Multi-FR Design for Solving (37)
. Initialize Q = (), 277 = 2] = 25y, and let i = j = 1.
: while ¢ < [(M 4+ 1) /2]
. Q=Qua;.
Calculate w* (z;") based on (34).

3

1
2
3
4
55 oz =af +d(af, w0 (z])).
6
7
8
9

. Update ¢ =1 + 1.
: end while
: while j < [(M + 1) /2]
: Q=QuU :17;
10:  Calculate w* (x;) based on (34).
Iz =z —d(z;,w* (17]_))
12z Update j = j + 1.
13: end while
14: Q = Q\afp.
15: Calculate the objective function values (33) of all candi-
date placement positions within 2.
16: Select the placement positions with M largest values as
the optimized FR placement positions.

where d; (z,w) £ % (cosw —tanf; sinw +

d, (z,w) = % (cosw + tan 6, sinw + ﬁ) , respectively.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix [El [ |
Then, the deployment of multi-FR will utilize the result
given in Section [V-ATl i.e., FRs are placed close to TER»
without giving rise to the signal blockage. Meanwhile, the
rotation angle of each FR is adjusted such that the reflective
beamforming points towards the Rx. Let €2 denote the set of
candidate placement positions for the deployed FRs. The main
procedures are summarized in Algorithm 3

1)and

cos 04

B. Area Coverage Enhancement

In this subsection, we consider the FR-aided area coverage
enhancement.
1) Single-FR Case: For the single-FR aided area coverage
enhancement, problem (P1) becomes
max min T,w;T
T reA f( IRl ) (39)
s.t. (af (z)n(w)) (al (z;r)n(w)) <0, Vr.

Similar to Section [I[=B1l for any given placement position
z and rotation angle w, the maximum and minimum projection
values within A are respectively defined as

Amax (T,w) £ rlfle%i( (ar (z;1) —ay (x))Tu (w), (40)
Amin (7,w) £ min (a, (z;r) — a; (x))Tu (w). 41)

rcA

In the following, we propose an efficient rotation design.
Specifically, for any given placement position x, the maximum
and minimum projection values without rotation (i.e., w = 0)
can be obtained based on (I8) and (19), respectively, with the
corresponding area locations denoted as ryax () and v, (),
respectively. In order to balance the array factor within A,
the rotation angle is designed such that A (x,w; ryax (2)) =

—A (2,w; rmin (x)), ie., the boundary points rpyax (z) and
I'min () enjoy the identical array factor. Thus, we have

(ay (3 Tmax (7)) + ap (23 Tmin (7)) — 2a; (2)) u (w) = 0.
(42)
Based on the result in Proposition2] the rotation angle is given
_ [ar (T rmax (%)) +ar (T rmin (z)) —2a¢ ()]
by w(z) = [a,‘<z;rmax(m)>+aT(m;rmm(z»—zat(w)];)-
Then, by substituting w (z) into and , the maximum

and minimum projection values within A for given placement
position = and rotation angle w (x) can be obtained, denoted
as Apax (z,w (2)) and Ay (2, w (2)), respectively.

For electrically large FR, problem (39) is reduced to

fg (CL‘; A) .

The detail for solving (43) is similar to that for solving (20),
which is omitted for brevity.

2) Multi-FR Case: For the case of area coverage with
electrically large multiple FRs, problem (P1) is reduced to

arctan (—

max 43)

min
€T Amin(w7w(1))§ASAmax(wxw(m))

M
max  min Z fo (T, wm; T
{1m7wm}%:1 reA m=1 ( e )
st |Tm —xn| > d, Ym,n € M, m #n,

(af (zm) 1 (wm)) (&7 (Tm;T) 0 (W) <0, Vm,T.

(44)

Motivated by the multi-MR design in Section we

propose a sequential placement and rotation design. Let 7,

and w}, denote the optimized placement position and rotation

angle of FR m, and r,,, ; and r,, , follow the same definitions

as in Section The parameters are then determined in
the following order,

ri, > Swl =ry(re,) >y S wh = (45)

Specifically, by letting r; , = r,,, the placement position
of the first FR is designed such that the concatenated path loss
from the Tx to ry , is minimized, i.e.,

x] = argmin fp1 (z;11,,) £ df (z) df (x;r1,). (46)

Then, for FR m, when the placement position z, is
obtained, the rotation angle w,, is designed such that

1

2Ly
The solution to (7)) can be obtained numerically and denoted
as wy,. Furthermore, one location corresponding to the left

endpoint of the beamforming main lobe w.r.t. FR m can be
determined by solving the following equation,

1
2L,
Subsequently, the placement position of FR m 4+ 1 is

selected to reduce the concatenated path loss from the Tx
to T'ypy1, = Iy, and its rotation angle is designed such
that r,,, ; is covered by the right endpoint of the beamforming
main lobe w.r.t. FR m + 1. Finally, the sequential placement
and rotation design is ended until the lower left corner r;; is
covered by the beamforming main lobe of one FR. The main
procedures are summarized in Algorithm [l

(47)

A (x:n, Wm rm,r)

A(xy,, whitm) = (48)



Algorithm 4 Sequential Placement and Rotation Algorithm

for Solving (@4}

1: Initialize rq , = ry,, and let m = 1.
2: Obtain the optimized placement position of FR 1 based
on (4.
3: repeat
For given r,,, and x7,, solve the equation @1, and
denote the solution as w,.
5. For given z}, and w},, solve the equation #8), and

denote the solution as r, ;.

6: Tmt+1,r = I'myl-

7. ifm=1

8 L1 = Tm — d(leﬂU;J

90 ay =k +d (e, wh)

10 else

11 if o7, =2,

12: T =, —d(zh,,wr).
13: T =)

14 else

15 Tyl = Ty

16 zh o =ah, +d (), why).
17 end if

18 end if

19 if fpl (x;+1;rm+l7r) < fpl (merl; rm+1,r)
20: Tl = Tpyy-

21 else

22: Thi1 =T} .

23:  end if

24:  Update m = m + 1.
25: until r;; is covered by the beamforming main lobe of one
FR.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, numerical results are provided to evaluate
the proposed MR and FR designs. Unless otherwise stated,
the carrier frequency is f. = 2.4 GHz. The wavelength-
normalized length and width of the reflector are L; = 10
and Lo = 5, respectively.

A. Single Target Location

Fig. @ shows the receive power of the Rx versus the
placement position z for MR, where the locations of the Tx
and Rx are t = [0,—50]" m and r = [100,—150]" m,
respectively. It is observed that the receive power exhibits
significant variations as the placement position changes, and
the performance gap between the maximum and minimum
receive power is up to tens of dBm. This demonstrates the
necessity of placement optimization for MR. It is also observed
that when L; >> 1, the derived placement position in (II)
gives a quite accurate approximation of the optimal placement
position to maximize the receive power at the Rx.

Fig. [5l shows the receive power versus the placement posi-
tion x and rotation angle w for FR, where the receive power
below —160 dBm is truncated to —160 dBm for convenience
of presentation. It is observed that a significant performance
gain can be achieved by adjusting the placement position and

-60

_80,

—1001

—1201

—140

Receive power (dBm)

—1601

—-180
0 20 40 60 80 100

Fig. 4. The receive power versus the placement position = for single-MR
aided single target location power enhancement, where the placement position
given in ([I) is marked by the red circle.

w (degreee)

0 20 40 60 80 100
x(m)

Fig. 5. The receive power versus the placement position = and rotation angle
w for single-FR aided single target location power enhancement, where the
optimal placement position and rotation angle pair (z*,w*) is marked by the
red circle.

rotation angle. Moreover, for the considered setup, different
from the MR that is placed at the specular reflection point,
the FR is preferable to deploy in the vicinity of z-coordinate
of the Tx.

Fig. |6l shows the receive power versus the movable region
size. For comparison, the following two benchmark schemes
are considered: 1) Fixed-position reflector (FPR): the reflector
placement position is fixed at * = xz;; 2) Fixed-position
rotatable reflector (FPRR): the reflector is capable of adjusting
the rotation angle, while its placement position is fixed at
@ = z;. The locations of the Tx and Rx are t = [0, —150]"
m and r = [100,—60]" m, respectively. It is observed that
the FR achieves the best performance, and the receive power
for both the FR and MR improves as the movable region
size increases. This is expected since the MR is of high
probability to move to the specular point for a larger movable
region size, and the FR is more likely to be close to the
optimal placement position. By contrast, the receive power
for both the FPR and FPRR remains unchanged as the region
size increases, which is due to the fact that the FPR and
FPRR cannot exploit the spatial design DoF of placement.
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Fig. 7. The receive power versus the transmit power for multi-MR and multi-
FR aided single target location power enhancement.

Moreover, the FPRR yields a much higher receive power than
FPR, thanks to the additional rotation angle adjustment. In
particular, considerable performance gain is achieved by FPRR
over the MR for a relatively small movable region size, which
may provide a satisfied scheme for the case of the restricted
movable region.

As a further comparison, Fig. [7 shows the receive power
versus the transmit power. For the cases of multi-MR and
multi-FR, the number of reflectors is M = 5. It is observed
that multi-FR achieves a higher receive power than single-FR,
and a similar result can be observed for the case of MR. This
is due to the fact that more power is captured and reflected
by multiple reflectors. It is also observed that compared to the
case of the single reflector, the performance gain of FR over
MR is more significant in the case of multiple reflectors. This
is expected since the multi-FR is able to obtain the full array
factor at multiple placement positions, by flexibly adjusting
the rotation angle.

B. Area Coverage Enhancement

Fig. [8] shows the minimum receive power versus the length
of the target area D, by considering the single reflector, where
the receive power below —130 dBm is truncated to —130 dBm

10

=70

_g0 &%

—90{
—1001
—1101

—1201

—1301

The minimum receive power (dBm)

—140

10 15 20 25 30 35 40
The length of the target area, Dy (m)

Fig. 8. The minimum receive power versus the length of the target area.

for convenience of Tpresentation. The center of the target area
is r. = [100, —75]" m, and its width is fixed as D, = 10 m.
The location of the Tx is t = [0, —50]" m. The benchmark
schemes of FPR and FPRR are considered, where the reflector
is placed above the midpoint between the Tx and area center,
ie., x = (x; + x.) /2. It is observed that the minimum receive
power of the FR outperforms those of other three schemes for
a relatively small area length, thanks to its flexible placement
and rotation adjustment. Besides, the minimum receive power
of FPR is always equal to zero (i.e., —130 dBm), this is
because its null-to-null beam cannot cover the whole target
area. It is also observed that as D, increases, the minimum
receive power of FPRR, MR and FR decreases and eventually
drops to zero successively. The above result indicates that the
FR is able to increase the coverage area size as compared
to other three schemes, by fully exploiting the spatial design
DoFs of placement and rotation.

Fig. O shows the reflection gain at different Rx locations
for multi-MR aided area coverage enhancement, where the
reflection gain at location r is defined as > fo (z;r). The
center of the target area is r. = [100, —150]" m, and its length
and width are D, = 100 m and D, = 50 m, respectively. For
comparison, the benchmark scheme where the reflectors are
equally placed within the range [z, x,, + D, /2] is considered.
Based on Algorithm 2] the number of required reflector is
M = 7. It is observed from Fig. Bla) that for the proposed
sequential placement scheme in Algorithm 2] any location
of the target area enjoys a reflection gain larger than 0.4,
which is value of the endpoint of the beamforming main
lobe. This implies that with the proposed sequential placement
algorithm, any location of the target area can be covered by the
beamforming main lobe of at least one reflector. By contrast,
for the benchmark scheme, there exist many coverage holes
with zero reflection gain, as can be seen in Fig. [Ofb).

Fig. shows the cumulative distribution function (CDF)
of the receive power within the target area for the case of
multiple reflectors. The number of MRs and FRs required
for coverage are 7 and 6, respectively. As a comparison, the
benchmark scheme of multi-MR in Fig. [9] is considered. For
the benchmark scheme of multi-FR, the FRs are equally placed
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VI. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed a new paradigm of passive reflective
beamforming enabled by FR, which enables a flexible beam-
forming direction via both placement position and rotation
angle adjustments. The minimum expected receive power
over all locations within a given target area was maximized

by jointly optimizing FRs’ placement positions and rotation
angles. To gain useful insights, the special case of MR was
first considered by fixing its rotation angle, where the single-
and multi-MR aided coverage enhancement were respectively
studied. Moreover, the MR design was extended to the general
case of the single- and multi-FR aided coverage enhancement.
Numerical results showed that the proposed FR scheme sig-
nificantly outperforms benchmark schemes in terms of receive

power enhancement.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION[I]

When L; is much larger than the signal wavelength, the sinc
function changes rapidly, as shown in Fig.[B(a). To this end, the
optimization problem (I0) can be approximated to maximize

the array factor f; (), yielding the following problem
max sinc? <7Tl_/1 ( )) .

It is known that the function sinc () achieves the maximum

value at z = 0. Thus, problem ([@9) can be maximized by let-
= 0. With g = [2,0,0]", t = [z,,5,0]"

i (49)

T, —
[r—all fla—t

ng =g = Ta—t]
and r = [z,,y,,0] , we have
T —0.  (50)

Ty — X
Vi -0tz @ —a)’ +4?

It can be seen that the solution x is within [z, 2..]. After some

1.0 77
Multi-FR Y
-—- Multi-MR i . )
0.8{ —-- Multi-FR, benchmark scheme I manipulations, we have
----- Multi-MR, benchmark scheme **** I y y
0.61 (] Tr— X T —Tt b
[T I ]
[a)] h ] . .
© 04l /.’ ! and the optimal placement is
. / H
! t
/o = mt —Y (n ). )
0.2 1 / ! Yt + Yr
./‘ ! . Lo
Jrd / This thus completes the proof of Proposition [Il
-85 -80 -75 ~-70
APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA[]

Fig. 10. The CDF of the receive power within the target area.
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Since the objective function of (I2) is differentiable, the ex-
treme points can be obtained by letting its first-order derivative

w.r.t.  equal to zero, which yields

within [x¢, . + D, /2], and the rotation angles are designed
similar to Algorithm] It is observed that the proposed multi-
FR and multi-MR schemes are superior to their counterparts
in the benchmark schemes, as expected. Moreover, FR in
general yields a better area coverage performance compared
to MR, even with a smaller number of reflectors, thanks to the

additional design DoF of rotation.

2 ((wr — x)2 + yf) (acx3 +box? +cor + dc) =0, (53)

where a., b., c., and d. are given below (I3)). It is observed
that (z, — z)* + y2 > 0, and thus (33) is equivalent to (I3).

The proof of Lemma [l is thus completed.
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Fig. 11. An illustration of the coverage area, where the yellow part of the
target area has been covered by the beamforming main lobes of the first m
MRs, and r,,, ; and ry, - denote the locations corresponding to left and right
endpoints of the beamforming main lobe w.r.t. MR m, respectively.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA 2]

Depending on the relationship between A (2% ;r,;) and
—ﬁ, we have the following two cases.

Case 1: A(x},iru) < —ﬁ, i.e., the upper left corner
r,; is not covered by the beamforming main lobe of MR m,
as illustrated in Fig. [[Tla). Then, a location corresponding to
the left endpoint of the beamforming main lobe is chosen as
[Tr, ye + Dy/2]T, where z. — D, /2 < 2, < . + D, /2.

Case 2: A(x),;rw) > —i and A (zf,;ry) < —i,
i.e., the upper left corner r,,; is covered by the beamforming
main lobe of MR m, as illustrated in Fig. [[T(b). In this case, a
location corresponding to the left endpoint of the beamforming
main lobe is chosen as [z, — D, /2, yT]T, where y. — D, /2 <
Yr < Yo+ Dy /2.

By combining the above two cases, the proof of Lemma
is thus completed.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2]

Since the objective function of problem (32) is maximized
when A (z,w) = 0, we show that for any given placement
position zx, there always exists a rotation angle satisfying the
constraint of (32) such that A (z,w) = 0. Specifically, to
ensure that A (z,w) = 0, we have

[a, () —a; (z)], cosw + [a, (z) — a; ()], sinw =0, (54)

12

Tx t

Fig. 12. A illustration of the minimum distance to ensure that the signal
reflected by any location of the FR can reach the Rx.

where [a, (z) — a; (x)], denotes the i-th element of the de-
flection vector (a, (z) —a; (x)). A solution to (34) can be
obtained by letting

[ar () — a; (z)],

T @ A @l 55)
i, @) —a @),
lar (z) —a (z)||
The rotation angle is then given by
_ [ar (z) —ay (2)];
w = arctan (— [ar (a:) a (@]2) s (56)
ie., (34).
Moreover, with (36), the normal direction vector is
a, (z) — ay ()
= - 57
M) = e @ —a @) 7
Thus, we have
AT (o) () — (2 @) ar (@) —af (@) 2 ()
||aT (JI) —az ((E)” (58)
(a;;r (x)a, () — 1)

(@) —ar (@)l

Since al (z) a, (z) < 1, we have a] (z) n (w) > 0. Similarly,
al (r)n(w) < 0. Then, the rotation angle given in (36)

achieves A (z,w) = 0, while satisfying the constraint of (32).
The proof of Proposition [2] is thus completed.

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF LEMMA 3]

The proof of Lemma [3] includes the following two cases.

Case 1: w = 0. In this case, the minimum distance to avoid
the signal blockage is that avoids the overlap of reflectors, i.e.,
d(z,w) = Ly.

Case 2: w # 0. To avoid the signal blockage between
adjacent FRs, the inter-FR distance should ensure that the
signal from the Tx can reach any location of the FR, and the
signal reflected by any location of the FR can reach the Rx.
Specifically, we first derive the minimum distance to ensure
that the signal reflected by any location of the FR can reach the



Rx. As illustrated in Fig.[12] for given FR with the placement
position and rotation angle pair being (x,w), the location
% Ccos w, % sinw}T
Denote by q, . [x + % cosw, 0| the projection point
of q, onto the z-axis. For the standard uniform plane wave
(UPW) model, let e denote the intersection point between the
x-axis and the signal arriving at the Rx via q,.. Thus, to avoid
the signal blockage, any location of another FR should locate
above the straight line formed by q, and e. In particular, the
minimum distance satisfying the above condition occurs when
q, — q; is perpendicular to q; — q,, as illustrated in Fig.
Thus, based on the geometric relationship, the minimum
distance is given by d, (z,w) = |le—q| + ||d —e|| =
% (cosw + tanf, sinw + ﬁ .

On the other hand, the minimum distance ensuring
that the signal from the Tx can reach any location
of the FR is similarly obtained, given by d;(z,w) =
L,

1
2 cos 04
for brevity. Thus, to minimum distance to avoid the signal
blockage is d (x,w) = max (d; (z,w) , d, (z,w)).
By combining the above two cases, the proof of Lemma
is thus completed.

of the right endpoint is q, = q + [
}T

The details are omitted

(cosw —tan#; sinw +
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