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Abstract—In this paper, a novel multi-modal intelligent vehicu-
lar channel model is proposed by scatterer recognition from light
detection and ranging (LiDAR) point clouds via Synesthesia of
Machines (SoM). The proposed model can support the design of
intelligent transportation systems (ITSs). To provide a robust data
foundation, a new intelligent sensing-communication integration
dataset in vehicular urban scenarios is constructed. Based on the
constructed dataset, the complex SoM mechanism, i.e., mapping
relationship between scatterers in electromagnetic space and
LiDAR point clouds in physical environment, is explored via
multilayer perceptron (MLP) in consideration of electromag-
netic propagation mechanism. By using LiDAR point clouds to
implement scatterer recognition, channel non-stationarity and
consistency are captured closely coupled with the environment.
Using ray-tracing (RT)-based results as the ground truth, the
scatterer recognition accuracy exceeds 90%. The accuracy of
the proposed model is further verified by the close fit between
simulation results and RT results.

Index Terms—Intelligent sensing-communication integration,
Synesthesia of Machines (SoM), multi-modal intelligent vehicular
channel modeling, LiDAR point clouds, scatterer recognition.

I. INTRODUCTION

O support precise localization sensing and efficient com-

munication link establishment for smart vehicles in intel-
ligent transportation systems (ITSs), it is essential to achieve
an in-depth understanding of the surrounding environment
and high-precision vehicular channel modeling [1l]. However,
widely used approaches, which solely utilize the uni-modal
radio frequency (RF) communication information, are difficult
to achieve high-precision vehicular channel modeling, and thus
cannot support the aforementioned application related to smart
vehicles in ITSs. Fortunately, smart vehicles are equipped with
multi-modal devices, which can acquire surrounding environ-
mental information and further assist in vehicular channel
modeling [2]. To adequately utilize the multi-modal informa-
tion in the surrounding environment, inspired by human synes-
thesia, a novel concept, i.e., Synesthesia of Machines (SoM),
is proposed [3[]. SoM aims to achieve intelligent integration
of communications and sensing via artificial neural networks.
As the cornerstone of SoM research, the exploration of SoM
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mechanism, i.e., mapping relationship between physical en-
vironment and electromagnetic space, is essential. Based on
the SoM mechanism, a high-precision multi-modal intelligent
vehicular channel model can be constructed by intelligently
processing the multi-modal information from communication
devices and various sensors.

Considering the necessity of exploring SoM mechanism,
i.e., mapping relationship, some preliminary work has been
conducted. The authors in [4] proposed an environment re-
construction method and explored the mapping relationship
between light detection and ranging (LiDAR) point clouds
and path loss. The authors in [3] further explored the map-
ping relationship between the satellite image and path loss,
where environmental features were extracted. However, the
mapping relationships explored in [4], [S] were limited to
sensing and channel large-scale fading. Multipath fading, i.e.,
channel small-scale fading, is a significant factor, which affects
communication system design and presents more challenges
compared to channel large-scale fading [6]. To intuitively
characterize multipath fading, the concept of scatterers is
introduced to model the interaction between radio waves and
objects [[7]-[9]. Currently, extensive vehicular channel mea-
surements [10]—[12]] and standardized channel models [9], [13]]
have been conducted to explore spatial attributes of scatter-
ers, including their numbers and positions. By characterizing
the spatial attributes of scatterers, channel non-stationarity
and consistency can be modeled through birth-death (BD)
process and visibility region (VR) [L3]-[L16]. Based on the
Markov chain, the BD process characterizes the mathematical
relationship for the variation of the scatterer number, thus
capturing channel non-stationarity. Based on the geometry,
the VR characterizes the spatial relationship for the smooth
evolution of scatterers, thus capturing channel non-stationarity
and consistency. Nevertheless, the aforementioned two meth-
ods focus on modeling the scatterer variation/evolution sta-
tistically. Since the mapping relationship between objects in
physical environment and scatterers in electromagnetic space
is ignored, channel non-stationarity and consistency cannot
be accurately captured. This results in the inability to model
the tight interplay between physical environment and elec-
tromagnetic space. Although vehicular channel models [13]-
[16] captured the variation/evolution of scatterers and channel
non-stationarity/consistency by BD process and VR method,
they cannot meet the high-precision requirement due to the
consideration of uni-modal RF communication information.
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Fig. 1. BEV of vehicular urban crossroad simulation scenarios at Snapshot 200. Figs. (a)—(c) are scenarios in AirSim with low, medium, and high VTDs,

respectively. Figs. (d)—(f) are scenarios in Wireless InSite with low, medium,

Our previous work in [2] attempted to utilize the multi-modal
information from communication and LiDAR devices, and
further proposed a LiDAR-aided geometry-based stochastic
modeling (LA-GBSM). However, the mapping relationship
between physical environment and electromagnetic space was
ignored, and thus the capturing of channel non-stationarity
and consistency possessed limited coupling with the envi-
ronment [2]. Therefore, it is essential to propose a multi-
modal intelligent vehicular channel model, which captures
channel non-stationarity and consistency closely coupled with
the environment, i.e., environment-channel non-stationarity
and consistency, by exploring the mapping relationship.

To fill this gap and support the design of ITSs, we propose
a novel multi-modal intelligent vehicular channel model via
SoM, which intelligently processes the multi-modal informa-
tion from communication and LiDAR devices. By using Air-
Sim and Wireless InSite [[18], a new intelligent sensing-
communication integration dataset in vehicular scenarios with
low, medium, and high vehicular traffic densities (VTDs) is
constructed. The sensing information, i.e., LIDAR point cloud,
is intelligently processed by the density-based spatial cluster-
ing of applications with noise (DBSCAN) clustering algorithm
to extract physical environment features, which are aligned
with communication information collected from electromag-
netic space. By further leveraging a typical artificial neural net-
work, i.e., multilayer perceptron (MLP), with electromagnetic
propagation mechanisms, the complex SoM mechanism, i.e.,
mapping relationship between LiDAR point clouds in phys-
ical environment and scatterers in electromagnetic space, is
explored for the first time. To model environment-channel non-
stationarity and consistency, physical environment features via
LiDAR point clouds are utilized for scatterer recognition, thus

and high VTDs, respectively.

modeling spatial attributes, i.e., numbers and positions, of
scatterers closely coupled with the environment. Using ray-
tracing (RT)-based results as the ground truth, simulation
results show that the scatterer recognition accuracy exceeds
90% in each VTD condition. The accuracy of the proposed
multi-modal intelligent vehicular model is also verified by the
close fit between simulation results and RT results.

II. MAPPING RELATIONSHIP EXPLORATION: SCATTERER
RECOGNITION FROM LIDAR POINT CLOUDS

A. High-Fidelity Dataset Construction

By using AirSim and Wireless InSite [18], we construct
a new dataset in the vehicular urban crossroad. To obtain
high-fidelity LiDAR point clouds, simulation scenarios in
AirSim are constructed via the advanced three-dimensional
(3D) modeling software with the superior rendering effect.
To collect high-fidelity scatterer information, Wireless InSite
exploits RT technology based on geometrical optics and uni-
form theory of diffraction. Similar to our previous work in
[19], physical environment in AirSim and electromagnetic
space in Wireless InSite further achieve in-depth integration
and precise alignment. In AirSim, the LiDAR equipped on
each vehicle has 16 channels, 10 Hz scanning frequency, and
240, 000 points per second, where the upward and downward
field of view (FoV) are 15° and —25°, respectively. In Wireless
InSite, the communication device equipped on each vehicle is
operated at 28 GHz carrier frequency with 2 GHz bandwidth,
where numbers of antennas at transmitter (Tx) and receiver
(Rx) are Lt = Ly = 1. Antennas are placed on the roof of
the car and bus at heights of 2 m and 3 m, respectively.

Given the diversity of the dataset, Fig. [I] demonstrates
that we consider three VTD conditions, i.e., low, medium,
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Fig. 2. Step list taking Carl (Tx) and Car8 (Rx) at the crossing street under high VTD at Snapshot 1 as an example.

and high, and three types of streets, i.e., vertical (z-axis),
horizontal (y-axis), and crossing (xy-axis) streets. Each type
of street has 6 different transceiver links, e.g., Car5 (Tx) and
Car7 (Rx) at the horizontal street, Carl (Tx) and Car2 (Rx) at
the vertical street, and Carl (Tx) and Car8 (Rx) at the crossing
street, thus containing line-of-sight (LoS) and non-LoS (NLoS)
conditions. Each transceiver link has 1500 snapshots and each
VTD condition has the same transceiver link. There are 27, 000
snapshots at each VTD condition. Overall, the constructed
dataset contains 81,000 snapshots with high-fidelity LiDAR
point clouds and scatterer information.

B. Mapping Relationship Exploration

For clarity, a step list illustrating the exploration of the
SoM mechanism, i.e., mapping relationship between physical
environment and electromagnetic space, is presented below.

Step 1: Unlike the monostatic sensing, Tx and Rx have
different positions in vehicular communications. Therefore,
LiDAR point clouds at Tx and Rx can be concatenated to
obtain physical environment, as shown in Fig. 2J(a).

Step 2: To reduce data redundancy, the ground point is
removed by the pre-processing of concatenated LiDAR point
clouds, which are further downsampled, as shown in Fig. |Zkb).

Step 3: A typical clustering algorithm in machine learning,
i.e., DBSCAN, is leveraged to efficiently obtain physical
environment features. For clarity, Fig. Jc) shows the bird’s-
eye view (BEV) of LiDAR point clouds, which contain 18
clustering groups.

Step 4: Since the in-depth integration and precise alignment
are conducted in the constructed dataset, physical environment
and electromagnetic space can be matched in the same world

coordinate system. In Fig. 2(d), scatterers are located at the
clustering group. According to the RT mechanism, paths are
significantly affected by the transmission distance and angle.
To calculate the size and orientation of each clustering group,
its circumscribed cuboid is obtained. The height of circum-
scribed cuboid is the same as that of clustering group. The
circumscribed cuboid projection is the minimum perimeter
bounding rectangle of the clustering group projection.

Step 5: Considering the advantage of dealing with the task
of numerical inputs and numerical outputs, MLP is exploited
to achieve scatterer recognition from LiDAR point clouds, as
shown in Fig. 2fe). The input is physical environment feature
extracted by LiDAR point clouds, including the length, width,
height, center point, and orientation vector of circumscribed
cuboid and the position of transceiver. The output is scatterer
number at each clustering group. For example, in Fig. 2} the
output is a matrix with dimensions of 18 by 1. As a result, with
the help of MLP, the number of scatterers in electromagnetic
space at each clustering group of LiDAR point clouds in
physical environment can be obtained for the first time.

Step 6: To further enhance the interpretability of network
output, the propagation mechanism is considered via the VR
method. Scatterers are divided into dynamic and static scatter-
ers, which are further assigned to VR. Fig. 2Jf) shows the VR
assigned to static/dynamic scatterers, i.e., the 3D ellipsoid with
the transceiver as the focus, where major axis, minor axis, and
focal length are 2a%®/dy7(¢), 265t2/dy0(¢), and 2ct/ D (¢),
respectively. VR-related parameters are accurately obtained
via RT-based channel data [2f]. Finally, scatterers recognized
through LiDAR point clouds, which are located outside VR,
are deleted and the output number is also changed.
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By using the SoM mechanism, i.e., mapping relationship,
scatterer recognition from LiDAR point clouds is achieved.
This facilitates intelligent vehicular channel modeling with
multi-modal information from communication and LiDAR
devices, which achieves the accurate modeling of channel
parameters and the precise capturing of environment-channel
non-stationarity and consistency.

III. MULTI-MODAL INTELLIGENT VEHICULAR CHANNEL
MODELING

In this section, a high-precision multi-modal intelligent
vehicular channel model by scatterer recognition from LiDAR
point clouds is proposed to support the design of ITSs. The
channel impulse response (CIR) is given as (I)), where Q(¢)
is Ricean factor. nCR(t), n**2(¢), and n¥"(¢) are power
ratios of ground reflection, static cluster, and dynamic cluster
components with nGR(¢) + n**2(t) + n¥n(t) = 1. hLoS(1),
hSR(t), kit (t), and h33)" (t) are complex channel gains of
LoS, ground reflection, static cluster, and dynamic cluster
components. 7205 (t), TR (t), 7542 (¢), and Tdyn(t) are de-
lays of LoS, ground reflection, static cluster and dynamic
cluster components. N, (¢t)/M.(t) and Ng(t)/Ms(t) are num-
bers of static/dynamic clusters and numbers of rays within
static/dynamic clusters, respectively. The detailed generation
process of channel parameters in (T) is similar to our previous
work in [2].

Channel non-stationarity and consistency are the typical
channel characteristic and feature, which can be captured
via BD process and VR method [13]]-[16]. However, since
the BD process and VR method model the mathematical
relationship and spatial relationship for the scatterer variation,
respectively, the tight interplay between physical environment
and channel non-stationarity/consistency cannot be captured.
To overcome this limitation and support applications related to

smart vehicles in ITSs, the proposed approach exploits multi-
modal information from communication and LiDAR devices to
achieve scatterer recognition from LiDAR point clouds based
on the explored mapping relationship. As a consequence,
environment-channel non-stationarity and consistency are cap-
tured. For clarity, Fig. [3] illustrates the difference between the
BD process, the VR method, and the proposed approach. For
the proposed approach, scatterers recognized by LiDAR point
clouds essentially correspond to the certain object, such as
vehicle, tree, and building, in the proposed approach, which
is different from the BD process and the VR method.

In the proposed approach, at the initial time, the scatterer
recognition is implemented by LiDAR point clouds based
on the mapping relationship. Similar to [2], scatterers are
divided into static and dynamic scatterers, which are fur-
ther clustered into static and dynamic clusters. Unlike [2],
scatterers recognized by LiDAR point clouds correspond to
certain objects in physical environment. This leads to accurate
channel parameters, including number Ng/N./My/M., delay

st 0 and angle a3t /65t Ja dyn/ﬁdyn thus facilitating
mu1t1 modal intelligent vehlcular channel modehng

As time evolves and physical environment changes, there
are different LiDAR point clouds at different time instants.
Through the scatterer recognition from LiDAR point clouds
and the capturing of tight interplay between physical envi-
ronment and electromagnetic space, scatterers change with
LiDAR point clouds. As a result, environment-channel non-
stationarity in the time domain is mimicked. Furthermore,
LiDAR point clouds in physical environment at adjacent
time instants are similar. In this case, recognized scatter-
ers from LiDAR point clouds are also similar at adjacent
time instants, thus capturing environment-channel consistency
in the time domain. To further model environment-channel
non-stationarity and consistency in the frequency domain, a
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Fig. 4. Scatterer recognition accuracy under different VTDs and streets.

Fig. 5. Probability heat map of scatterer recognition number error.
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By intelligently processing multi-modal information from
communication and LiDAR devices, the scatterer recognition
from LiDAR point clouds is achieved based on the explored
mapping relationship. In this case, environment-channel non-
stationarity and consistency can be captured, thus achieving 15
high-precision multi-modal intelligent vehicular channel mod-

eling. o1 g };
i
5

Ground truth
N
o

o

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS
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Detailed equipment parameters, e.g., scanning frequency,
FoV, carrier frequency, and bandwidth, for LiDAR point
clouds and scatterer acquisition are given in Section II-A. In  Fig. 6. Comparison of scatterer recognition number and ground truth.
neural network training, the hyper-parameter setting is listed in
Table [} The dataset is divided into the training set, validation
set, and test set, in the proportion of 3 : 1 : 1. In Figs. 4-6, the ! 0
accuracy, error probability heat map, and number of scatterer 08
recognition are given to demonstrate high-precision scatterer
recognition. The scatterer recognition accuracy of the proposed
approach is further compared with that of the existing random
generation approach in Fig. 7. To validate the accuracy of the
proposed multi-modal intelligent vehicular model, simulation
results and RT-based results are compared in Fig. 8. Note
that, as the RT technology generates channel data according
to the geometrical optical and uniform theory of diffraction,
RT-based results are of high precision and are leveraged to
validate the proposed model. Hedum VTO

In Fig. @] the scatterer recognition accuracy in each cluster-
ing group of LiDAR point clouds with different VIDs and LowvTD oy cossaton, (s 08
streets. The scatterer recognition accuracy is computed by
P=1- Nﬁ,:‘l“ , where Ng.ror 18 the sum of differences between
the recognized scatterer number and the ground truth, and Fig. 7. Comparison of the proposed approach and the random generation
Nap is the sum of the ground truth. In Fig. [] the scatterer —approach in [2].
recognition accuracy in the aforementioned nine conditions
exceeds 90%, with an average value of 90.87%.
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Fig. 8. Comparison of PDPs. (a) RT-based results. (b) The proposed multi-modal intelligent channel model with the mapping relationship exploration. (c)
The LA-GBSM without the mapping relationship exploration in [2]. (d) The uni-modal standardized channel model in [20].

TABLE I
HYPER-PARAMETER SETTING.
Parameter \ Value
Batch size \ 16

Starting learning rate | 1x1073
Learning rate scheduler | Every 4 epochs
Learning-rate decaying factor | 0.9
Epochs | 200
Optimizer \ ADAM
Loss function [ MSEloss

Fig. [ illustrates the probability heat map of scatterer
recognition number error in the same nine conditions as Fig. ]
From Fig. [} it can be seen that the cases where the scatterer
recognition number differs from the ground truth by either 0
or 1 accounting for approximately 90% of the instances.

Fig. [f] compares the scatterer recognition number and
ground truth with different VTDs. Although there are many
scatterers in the clustering group, the scatterer recognition
accuracy exceeds 90%. Due to the highest number of scatterers
in high VTD, the scatterer recognition accuracy is the lowest.

Fig. [7] compares the scatterer recognition accuracy of the
proposed approach and the random generation approach in
[2] with different VTDs. In the random generation approach,
the scatterer number in each clustering group is randomly
generated according to the derived number distribution in
[2]. Binary classification is calculated by the recognition
accuracy of whether there are scatterers on the clustering
group. The regression is calculated by the recognition accuracy
of the scatterer number on the clustering group. The proposed
approach achieves an accuracy improvement of over 29.13%
compared to the accuracy of the random generation approach.

As the power delay profile (PDP) represents the power of
received multipath components, which can be described by
scatterers, with propagation delays, Fig. [§] compares PDPs of
RT-based results, the proposed multi-modal intelligent channel
model with the mapping relationship exploration, the LA-
GBSM without the mapping relationship exploration in [2],
and the uni-modal standardized channel model in [20]. The
transceiver link is Carl (Tx) and Car8 (Rx) at the crossing
street with high VTD. For a fair comparison, key parameters,
such as carrier frequency, bandwidth, antenna number, and
vehicular velocity, remain the same. Owing to the accurate



scatterer recognition from LiDAR point clouds and the explo-
ration of mapping relationship, the simulated PDP based on
the proposed multi-modal intelligent channel model closely
matches with the RT-based PDP. The close match between
the simulated and RT-based PDPs together with the smooth
evolution of PDPs over time demonstrate the high-precision
modeling of environment-channel non-stationarity and consis-
tency in the proposed model. However, the simulated PDPs
of ignoring mapping relationship exploration [2] and utilizing
uni-modal information [20] cannot match RT-based results.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has proposed a novel multi-modal intelligent ve-
hicular channel model via SoM to support the design of ITSs.
In the proposed model, the SoM mechanism, i.e., mapping re-
lationship between physical environment and electromagnetic
space, has been explored based on a new dataset. With the help
of multi-modal information from communication and LiDAR
devices, by leveraging LiDAR point clouds for scatterer recog-
nition, environment-channel non-stationarity and consistency
have been modeled. Simulation results have demonstrated that
the proposed approach has achieved a scatterer recognition
accuracy of over 90% and has exhibited an improvement of
over 29.13% compared to the random generation approaches.
By further capturing environment-channel non-stationarity and
consistency, the accuracy of the proposed multi-modal intelli-
gent vehicular channel model has been validated by comparing
RT-based and simulation results.
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