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Abstract—With the rapid increase in mobile subscribers, there
is a drive towards achieving higher data rates, prompting the use
of higher frequencies in future wireless communication technolo-
gies. Wave propagation channel modeling for these frequencies
must be considered in conjunction with measurement results.
This paper presents a ray-launching (RL)-based simulation in a
complex urban scenario characterized by an undulating terrain
with a high density of trees. The simulation results tend to
closely match the reported measurements when more details are
considered. This underscores the benefits of using the RL method,
which provides detailed space-time and angle-delay results.

Index Terms—5G, channel simulation, ray-launching, urban
scenario, EMF exposure

I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless communication technologies are permeating
through our lives. The proliferating number of mobile service
subscribers triggered a demand for higher bandwidths and
larger capacities that ensures good quality of service (QoS)
and quality of experience (QoE) for the end users. As a
result, mobile wireless technologies addressed this demand by
pursuing higher frequencies within the radio spectrum. In fifth
generation (5G), for instance, new operating frequencies were
defined in the sub 6 GHz and the 24.25 GHz to 71.0 GHz
millimeter wave (mmWave) frequency ranges, also known
as frequency range 1 (FR1) and frequency range 2 (FR2).
Consequently, a better understanding of radio waves and their
channel propagation models at these frequencies is essential
to optimize network planning and deployment of base stations
(BSs). It is also pertinent for comprehending the nature of
electromagnetic field (EMF) exposure in a given environment,
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a topic that has stirred public concerns with the deployment
of 5G technologies in recent years.

There are mainly two approaches to gain insights of the
channel propagation. One of the simplest and fastest methods
is to directly use empirical channel models, which are based
on statistical models summarized from a large number of
measurement campaigns in different environments, e.g., urban,
suburban, or rural areas, and thus they prove useful as efficient
channel approximations. However, they tend to be more accu-
rate in environments similar to those from which the models
were derived. Moreover, they are not capable of providing
precise channel parameters information such as delay and
angular spreads.

The second approach to examine wave propagation deter-
ministically is using geometrical optics (GO)-based methods
such as ray-tracing (RT) and ray-launching (RL). These sim-
ulations can numerically solve Maxwell equations to predict
all the possible paths between a transmitter and a receiver.
Based on 3D environments, field strength, time delay, angle
of departure (AoD) and angle of arrival (AoA) for each paths
will be precisely derived involving different wave propagation
phenomena. Therefore they have widespread applications. The
cost, however; is a significant computational effort and long
computation times, such as IHE-RT in [1] which utilizes image
method. For instance, to identify reflection paths, an image of
the receiver point is generated relative to all planes in the
scenario. Connecting the transmit point to this image point
will generate a intersection with the plane, which becomes
the reflection point. As expected, considering more complex
geometries, bigger scenarios, and higher reflection orders esca-
lates computational efforts. The other RL algorithm considers
a large number of rays launched from a transmit point and
shoot into the scenario. Upon intersecting with a plane, the
hit point and the direction of the reflected ray are obtained
and calculated. Unlike RT methods, the receiver in RL is
modeled as a sphere with certain radius. If this reflected ray
can hit the receiver sphere, it will be considered as a valid
reflection path and this process is also named as shooting and
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bouncing rays (SBR) method [2]. To speed up the calculations,
investigations have been conducted on various acceleration
strategies. Authors in [3] employ the vertical-plane-launch
(VPL) algorithm to divide a 3D simulation area into horizontal
and vertical planes. Additionally, leveraging NVIDIA OptiX
[4] for parallel computing on GPUs, the program mentioned in
[5] focus only on multiple reflections. The newly developed
ray-launcher based on [1] also utilizes NVIDIA OptiX and
is used in this work, which has accelerated computation times
significantly. For reference, a small urban area model, consist-
ing of 2,557 polygons as in Fig. 1b, requires only about 4.5
seconds to compute for each frame, making it an extraordinary
fast RL tool. The simulation includes consideration of line of
sight (LOS) transmissions, up to second-order reflections, and
diffractions.

In this paper, we will focus on the FR1 frequencies, and in
particular the 3700-3800 MHz band. Authors in [6] measured
the synchronization signal - reference signal received power
(SS-RSRP) within the RPTU Kaiserslautern private campus
network (PCN) and made their measurements dataset publicly
available. The terrain, as shown in Fig. 1a, is rather undulating,
which can be observed from the yellow stair markers. Besides,
it is lush with vegetation throughout the campus. This paper
does not concentrate on the accuracy or proximity of our
simulation results to the reported measurements. Instead, it
illustrates how detailed channel information can be extremely
beneficial in complex environments, presents methods for
handling simulation data, and outlines approaches to address
the issue of vegetation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. It starts with
an overview of related works in Section II. The simulation
and measurement environment and parameters are briefly
described in Section III. Section IV introduces the results from
our simulation and compares it to the reported measurements.
A concise discussion of the findings follows in Section V.
Finally, conclusions are provided in Section VI.

II. RELATED WORKS

In the spectrum allocated for 5G planning [7], the 3300-
3800 MHz band is particularly noteworthy within the sub-6G
range because it has been widely adopted around the globe. On
the one hand, numerous studies have been published that ad-
dress measurement campaigns in urban outdoor environments
operating at 5G FR1. In [8], 5G channel measurements were
conducted on a university campus in China at 3.5 GHz with
a bandwidth of 30 MHz and the typical channel parameters
were derived. Large-scale fading at same center frequency in
an urban-macro scenario were measured and analyzed in [9].
Whereas in [10], small-scale fading effects were also included
and the channel quality was investigated in terms of error
vector magnitude (EVM). In fact, for greater representatives
and to derive wave propagation channels, studies mentioned
above conducted measurements in flat terrains and open areas
unlike the scenario represented by the measurements in [6]
that we base our analysis on.

TABLE I: Applied simulation environment parameters based
on the measurement scenario according to [6]

Description Value
Carrier frequency 3.75 GHz

TX antenna position 49°25’25.5”N 7°45’14.7”E
and 49°25’25.2”N 7°45’15.4”E

TX antenna height 22 m
TX output power 20 W
TX antenna gain 12.5 dBi

TX HPBW, azimuth: 65◦, elevation: 22◦
orientation (from north to east) and tilt 330◦, 10◦ and 124◦, 1◦

RX antenna height 20 cm
RX antenna gain 4 dBi

RX antenna pattern Omni-directional
and polarization vertical

On the other hand, using simulation techniques to gain in-
sights of the wireless channel propagation and EMF exposure
patterns has also been addressed by several studies. In [11], an
estimation of the EMF exposure levels for the indoor scenario
of a commercial passenger airplane was achieved using a 3D
RL-based algorithm. The impact of reduced power levels due
to EMF exposure limits for 5G indoor scenarios was studied
with the help of a RT approach in [12]. Authors in [13]
provided a comprehensive assessment of EMF exposure in
shopping malls, representing a high node density scenario in
an indoor environment, by means of measurements as well as
3D RL-based simulations.

III. SIMULATION AND MEASUREMENTS DESCRIPTION

In [6], three outdoor remote radio headss (RRHs) in total are
deployed and their respective SS-RSRP is measured. Among
them, the BS with physical cell ID (PCI) 54 is selected for
comparison because it is located in the central area of the cam-
pus as seen in Fig. 1a. Each RRH comprises two transmitters
located in close proximity, each transmitter is equipped with
a 2-port sector antenna that supports 2x2 massive multiple
input multiple output (MIMO) and operates in the 3.7-3.8
GHz frequency range. The azimuth and elevation half-power
beamwidth (HPBW) of these antennas are detailed in Table I,
thereby covering the two sectors depicted in yellow and red
as shown in Fig. 1a. This surrounding is characterized by the
most complex building structures, varied topological slopes,
and an abundance of trees in its vicinity. The user equipment
(UE) ID is privately assigned within the PCN. The UE can
navigate along various paths around the campus. Simulations
are conducted based on the same scenario, with building
geometry imported from OpenStreetMap (OSM) as depicted in
Fig. 1b. In this scenario, the existence of vegetation is initially
not considered and the simulation parameters are based on
those listed in Table I. Given the relatively narrow bandwidth,
it is assumed that the channel is non-selective within this
frequency range, and thus, only 3.75 GHz is simulated as the
center frequency.

In a RL simulation, each ray undergoes specific attenuation,
phase shift, and delay as it travels from the transmitter to
the receiver, as a result of various propagation phenomena.
The channel frequency response is calculated according to



(a) (b)

Fig. 1: Environment characteristics of RPTU Kaiserslautern campus. (a) Measurement scenario from Google Maps. (b)
Simulation scenario from Blender.

Equation (1), in which n = 1, ...N represents the different
multi-paths. GT , GR are the transmitter and receiver antenna
gains, respectively. The complex directional pattern of the
transmitter and receiver antennas are CT and CR, respectively.
Whereas, ΩT,n and ΩR,n represent the simulated AoD and
AoA of a given path n. The full polarimetric transmission
matrix is given by Tn and the time delay is τn. c0 is the
speed of light and fc is the center frequency.

H(f) =

√
(

c0
4πfc

)
2
GRGt ·

N∑
n=1

CR(ΩR,n) · TnCT (ΩT,n)e
−j2πfτn

=

N∑
n=1

Ane
−j2πfτn .

(1)
Where An represents the complex amplitude of the nth

multi-path. The final received power can be determined by
coherently summing up all the path contributions based on
Equation (1).

IV. MEASUREMENTS AND SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, the results of the RL simulation and the
reported measurements, where the UE follows the same route
indicated by the orange arrow in Fig. 1b, are presented. We
will sequentially demonstrate how to deal with this complex
scenario and take into account more and more levels of detail
into our simulation.

A. Case I: Simulation without trees

Fig. 2 displays the normalized received power, with the
maximum simulated received power being in -41 dBm and
the maximum measured received power being -82 dBm. It
is evident that the simulated received power is considerably
higher than the measured values, attributed to the absence of
occlusion from tall trees in this simulation scenario, thereby
allowing for LOS paths in between. However, this figure still

Fig. 2: Normalized received power from measurements and
RL simulation

demonstrates the alignment of the trend between the simulated
and measured results. This implies that the simulation results
can be readily applied to optimize a BS’s communication link
to a UE in urban environments. As the UE travels through
the city, the BS can dynamically adjust its output power in
response to the simulation outcomes. Moreover, this difference
in the received power between our simulation and reported
measurements could also vary according to other factors such
as different weather conditions. However, it can be effectively
calibrated by another neighboring BS.

Despite the absence of trees in this scenario, the simulation
results also provide valuable insights into EMF exposure
issues. As suggested by the International Commission on Non-
Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) in [14], it is impera-
tive that the EMF exposure (electric field strength, magnetic
field strength, power density or specific absorption rate (SAR))
limit must not be exceeded under any circumstances, necessi-
tating the consideration of worst-case scenarios. Considering
the significant seasonal foliage density variations, with trees



Fig. 3: Comparison of the measured and simulated received
power with additional details (trees and blockers)

being lush in summer and barren in winter, and given the ease
of trees felling and planting, excluding the attenuation effect
of trees would represent a worst-case scenario in assessing
EMF exposure risks.

B. Case II: Simulation with trees

As illustrated by the actual scenario in Fig. 1a, trees in the
vicinity of the measurement route are exceptionally dense and
form a continuous cover. Therefore, to align the simulation
more closely with the real-world environment, the inclusion of
dense trees is necessary. These trees have been incorporated
into the simulation environment, represented by the green
cuboids in Fig. 4a. The UE path is still represented by the
orange arrow. Due to their density, we assume that these trees
do not allow any propagation paths and are treated as simple
blockers. A comparison between the simulation results based
on this environment and the actual reported measurements,
as seen by the green and orange lines in Fig. 5 respectively,
reveals that the simulated received power is getting closer with
the measured values in contrast to Fig. 2. However, it can
be observed that at the beginning of the path, the simulated
received power still significantly exceeds the measured value.
This discrepancy is attributed to the presence of a strong first-
order diffraction path, as depicted by the red line with arrow in
Fig. 4a. Towards the end of the UE route along the street, the
simulated received power slightly underestimates the measured
values. This is due to the tall trees acting as blockers on
both sides, which over-suppress the signal paths. In reality,
certain paths can still penetrate between the trunk or through
the foliage and reach the UE.

C. Case III: Manual blocking

By integrating real-world environmental factors, the simu-
lation results can be further refined. As illustrated in Fig. 4b,
the actual environment features a building on the left with a
RRH transmitter on the rooftop. Adjacent to it on the right is a
building associated with the diffraction path mentioned in the

subsection IV-B, which is depicted by a red dashed line in Fig.
4b. However, it can be spotted that the building on the left is
constructed on a lower level, indicating the terrain in this area
is not flat. Nevertheless, acquiring precise information about
terrain undulations is always challenging. Normally, assistance
from the Land Bureau or other governmental agencies would
be required to obtain accurate terrain models. Even in the
absence of terrain information, this issue can be adequately
addressed as follows. The imported building models in Fig.
4a are based on the same ground level, and only the height
information of the buildings can be obtained. Nevertheless,
utilizing RL simulation, specific interaction points can be
obtained. Given the variance in ground elevation, the altitude
of the RRH transmitter atop the left building is not higher
than the right building, therefore, the diffraction path can be
excluded reasonably. By manually removing this path, the
simulation result, as shown by the violet curve in Fig. 5, align
more closely with the measured results, particularly evident in
the initial positions of route.

V. DISCUSSION

Multiple positions for a UE traveling in the campus area
have been measured and simulated. Measurement results over
the territory are illustrated in Fig. 5a, whereas simulated results
for the entire area, without any trees, are depicted in Fig.
5b. As expected, all simulated results in Fig. 5b exceed the
measured values, particularly for the positions in the upper left,
which are close to the RRH and possess a strong LOS path.
Across the 168 positions evaluated, the root mean square error
(RMSE) between simulated and measured results is calculated
to be 43.4 dB, significantly higher than the measured values
but the overall trend still aligns as shown in Section III.A.
Following the incorporation of trees as described in Section
III.B, the simulated results, presented in Fig. 5c, exhibit a
reduction in the RMSE to 9.9 dB, closely approximating the
measured values. Further adjustments to block certain paths
considering reality, as outlined in Section III.C, result in the
simulated outcomes depicted in Fig. 5d, achieving an RMSE
of only 7.5 dB when compared to the measurements.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, the benefit of utilizing the RL method for
simulating the received power in the sub-6 GHz band has
been demonstrated. A complex scenario within the university
campus of RPTU Kaiserslautern, characterized by uneven
terrain and an abundance of trees, was intentionally chosen.
Simulations were initially conducted for scenarios without
considering any trees. Although the simulated received power
was higher than that measured, the former followed the overall
trend of the latter. Subsequently, trees were incorporated as
blockers, bringing the simulation results closer to the measured
ones, albeit with some discrepancies. By leveraging detailed
RL outputs to identify interaction points and manually remov-
ing paths that could not exist in reality, the simulation results
were significantly aligned with the measured data. Further
simulations across various positions achieved an overall RMSE



(a) (b)

Fig. 4: (a) Simulation scenario from Blender with trees. (b) Reality of the buildings from Google Maps. The dashed red line
represents the strong diffraction path, which is similarly depicted as the solid red arrow line in (a).

Fig. 5: (a) Measured received power. (b) Simulated received
power without any trees. (c) Simulated received power with
trees. (d) Simulated received power with trees and manually
blocking.

of 7.5 dB, which closely approximates the measurements.
This step-by-step improvement highlights the necessity of
incorporating a higher level of detail within the RL simulation
scenario to achieve simulation results that closely reflect the
actual measurements.
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