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Abstract—Orbital angular momentum (OAM) in electromag-
netic (EM) waves can significantly enhance spectrum efficiency
in wireless communications without requiring additional power,
time, or frequency resources. Different OAM modes in EM
waves create orthogonal channels, thereby improving spectrum
efficiency. Additionally, OAM waves can more easily maintain
orthogonality in line-of-sight (LOS) transmissions, offering an
advantage over multiple-input and multiple-output (MIMO)
technology in LOS scenarios. However, challenges such as di-
vergence and crosstalk hinder OAM’s efficiency. Additionally,
channel modeling for OAM transmissions is still limited. A
reliable channel model with balanced accuracy and complexity is
essential for further system analysis. In this paper, we present a
quasi-deterministic channel model for OAM channels in the 5.8
GHz and 28 GHz bands based on measurement data. Accurate
measurement, especially at high frequencies like millimeter
bands, requires synchronized RF channels to maintain phase
coherence and purity, which is a major challenge for OAM
channel measurement. To address this, we developed an 8-channel
OAM generation device at 28 GHz to ensure beam integrity. By
measuring and modeling OAM channels at 5.8 GHz and 28 GHz
with a modified 3D geometric-based stochastic model (GBSM),
this study provides insights into OAM channel characteristics,
aiding simulation-based analysis and system optimization.

Index Terms—Orbital angular momentum (OAM), channel
modeling, millimeter waves.

I. INTRODUCTION

Just as in rigid body motion where objects have angular mo-
mentum, electromagnetic (EM) waves also possess two types
of angular momentum: spin angular momentum (SAM) and
orbital angular momentum (OAM). In rigid body motion, SAM
is the rotation around an object’s own axis, like a spinning top,
while OAM is a wobbling motion as the object spins, similar
to the way a spinning top might tilt and wobble. For EM
waves, SAM is the quantum spin and the rotation involving
the polarization degrees of freedom of photons, whereas OAM
is the rotation of the wave’s field spatial distribution [1]—-
[3], meaning how the wave’s shape or pattern rotates in
space. SAM, achieved through polarization techniques, is
already widely used in current wireless systems to increase the
capacity and efficiency. Similarly, OAM can also be used to
enhance spectrum efficiency. OAM-carrying radio frequency
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(RF) waves with different OAM modes are orthogonal to
each other, allowing the creation of multiple independent
channels. This orthogonality enables the enhancement of spec-
trum efficiency without the need for additional power [4]-
[7]. Moreover, OAM waves can maintain this orthogonality
in line-of-sight (LOS) channels, making it more suitable for
LOS transmissions than multiple-input and multiple-output
(MIMO) systems relying on multipath propagation [8]]. Thus,
OAM for multiplexing is a promising technology for the sixth-
generation (6G) mobile communications [9], [10]. Studies
and experiments also validate that OAM technology can be
employed in practical wireless communications [11]-[13].
However, divergence and crosstalk of OAM waves severely
decrease the spectrum efficiency of OAM systems [[14], [15].
Moreover, OAM communications are sensitive to transmission
paths. The multipath environment can destroy the orthogo-
nality of OAM waves and thus leading to more complex
precoding, channel-estimation, and channel-equalization steps
[16]. A reliable channel model with balanced accuracy and
complexity is essential for further system analysis and for
solving aforementioned problems. Although there have been
some studies on solving the divergence and crosstalk problems
of OAM, there have been limited channel modelings and
measurements of OAM transmissions [17]-[19] to provide
concise and reliable references for OAM-system design and
standard construction.

There are three main types of channel models, including
parametric statistical channel models, deterministic channel
models, and quasi-deterministic channel models. Statistical
channel models [20]-[23] provide simple mathematical frame-
works and statistical parameters to describe wireless channel
characteristics, offering flexibility in modeling various con-
ditions. However, as transmission frequencies increase and
accuracy requirements grow, these models may oversimplify
complex channel behaviors due to inherent assumptions. In
6G scenarios [10], [24], statistical channel models become
increasingly inaccurate in providing reliable space-time or
angle-delay references for system analysis. They also struggle
to describe the divergence, misalignment, and orthogonality
of OAM signals. Deterministic channel models use methods
like ray-tracing [23] and finite-difference time-domain (FDTD)
[26], [27], which describe channels using deterministic func-
tions or algorithms. These models consider the physical as-
pects of the communication environment, such as propagation
paths, obstacles, and antenna characteristics, enabling precise
simulation and analysis in well-defined environments. As tech-
niques like OAM-based wireless communications and recon-
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figurable intelligent surfaces (RIS) [28]]-[31] gain traction, de-
terministic channel models are increasingly useful for design-
ing and optimizing antenna systems, beamforming techniques,
and propagation mitigation strategies. However, they have
limited applicability in dynamic or unpredictable scenarios
and require accurate environmental parameters, which may be
difficult to obtain in practice. Quasi-deterministic models, such
as the geometric-based stochastic model (GBSM) and three-
dimensional (3D) GBSM [32]-[33]], combine the advantages
of statistical and deterministic models. They incorporate geo-
metric information about the propagation environment, like the
locations of scatterers and obstacles, to simulate deterministic
propagation paths while introducing statistical variations to
account for factors like fading and shadowing. This approach
captures the stochastic nature of real-world channels, offering
a general modeling framework and realistic simulation while
maintaining computational efficiency. Therefore, in this paper,
we propose a quasi-deterministic channel model for OAM
channels.

The generation and reception of high-purity OAM beams are
fundamental for OAM channel measurement and modeling. In
lower frequency bands, a vector network analyzer (VNA) and
high-purity OAM generation antennas can be used to measure
OAM channels. However, at higher frequencies, such as in
millimeter bands, RF equal-phase cables exhibit significant
signal attenuation, causing received signals to fall below the
VNA’s sensitivity threshold. Thus, for OAM channel mea-
surement in high-frequency bands, a high-power OAM beam
generator with a robust amplifier and a highly sensitive OAM
wireless signal receiver are essential. Using a uniform circular
array (UCA) for OAM beam generation introduces stringent
requirements for synchronizing RF channels across all UCA
elements. This synchronization is crucial for maintaining phase
coherence of the transmitted signals, ensuring the generation of
highly pure OAM beams. Failure to maintain phase coherence
compromises the purity of the OAM beams, leading to inac-
curacies in OAM channel measurement and modeling. This
is also one of the most significant problems to be solved. To
address this major challenge, we developed an 8-channel OAM
generation device with synchronized RF channels operating at

a central frequency of 28 GHz, ensuring the integrity of the
generated OAM beams. Paired with our 8-channel millimeter-
wave receiver, this setup facilitates accurate measurement of
OAM channels.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows:

1) Development of 8-Channel OAM transmitting and
receiving systems for 28 GHz band: This work de-
velops an 8-channel OAM generation device operating
at a central frequency of 28 GHz, designed to maintain
synchronized RF channels, thereby ensuring the integrity
and purity of the generated OAM beams. A robust am-
plifier and a highly sensitive 8-channel millimeter-wave
receiver are developed to facilitate accurate OAM channel
measurements at high frequencies.

2) Comprehensive Measurement and Modeling in 5.8
GHz and 28 GHz Bands: This study measures and mod-
els OAM channels in both 5.8 GHz and 28 GHz bands,
introducing the measurement systems and scenarios, pro-
cessing measurement data, and calculating second-order
stochastic properties and average path losses.

3) A new 3D-GBSM for the OAM channel: This paper
presents a modified 3D-GBSM for OAM channels, which
describes various stochastic properties such as path loss,
time-of-arrival (ToA), direction-of-departure (DoD), and
direction-of-arrival (DoA) for each multipath component
(MPC). This paper also provides a simulation channel
generation scheme based on the measured data and
proposed OAM channel model, aiding further analysis
and optimization of OAM-based wireless communication
systems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section [l gives
the system model for OAM channel measurement and model-
ing. Section [l introduces the OAM channel sounder systems.
Section [[V] describes the channel measurement scenarios for
both 5.8 GHz and 28 GHz bands. The channel measurement
data processing steps are introduced in Section[Vl Based on the
processed data, a 3D-GBSM for OAM channels is developed
in Section [VIl Section [VII] proposes the steps for simulation
channel generation. In Section [VIII] the channel measurement
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and simulation results are given. The conclusion is given in
Section [Xl

Notation : Matrices and vectors are denoted by the cap-
ital letters and the lowercase letters in bold, respectively.
“” represents the Hadamard product and “®” denotes the
Kronecker product. The notations “(-)*” and “(-)#> denote the
conjugation and Hermitian of a matrix or vector, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This work can be mainly divided into three parts as shown
in Fig. [[ including 5.8 GHz OAM channel measurement and
data processing, 28 GHz OAM channel measurement and data
processing, and 3D-GBSM for OAM channel modeling. For
channel measurement and data processing, we will introduce
channel sounder systems, measurement scenarios, and mea-
surement data processing. We use a common VNA and a
pair of OAM antennas to measure the OAM channel at 5.8
GHz. To address the significant signal attenuation, we develop
a high-power OAM beam generator and a sensitive OAM
wireless receiver for 28 GHz channel data measurement. The
measurement scenarios include indoor corridor LOS, through-
wall non-line-of-sight (NLOS), and outdoor LOS scenarios at
5.8 GHz. We also measure the OAM channel at 28 GHz
in indoor corridor LOS and through-wall NLOS scenarios.
Data processing involves using the space-alternating gener-
alized expectation-maximization (SAGE) algorithm to extract
MPC parameters, followed by second-order statistics and path
loss calculations. Based on the measured data and calculated
statistics, we model a 3D-GBSM for the OAM channel. In the
following sections, we will introduce our work in detail.

III. OAM CHANNEL SOUNDER SYSTEM

As shown in Fig. [2lin page 4, we use two different sounder
systems to measure the OAM channels at 5.8 GHz and 28 GHz
respectively. At 28 GHz, we use two OAM antennas and a
Rohde & Schwarz ZVA 40 VNA to measure the OAM channel.
At 28 GHz, since RF equal-phase cables exhibit significant
signal attenuation, resulting in received signals falling below
the sensitivity threshold of the VNA, we use a pair of UCAs
along with our designed 28 GHz 8-chain transmitting and
receiving systems to measure the OAM channel. The details
are provided below.

A. OAM Channel Sounder at 5.8 GHz

Figure illustrates the OAM channel sounder at 5.8
GHz, which mainly consists of two OAM antennas and a
VNA. The OAM generation and receiving antennas used in
our measurement can transmit four-mode OAM waves with
equal divergence angle [36]]. These antennas consist of a center
patch antenna and three concentric UCAs to carry 0, —1,
—2, —3 OAM modes from center to outer rings, respectively.
Each UCA is carefully optimized to control the different mode
OAM waves to propagate along the same divergence angle
as 18 degrees. The antenna gains are above 8 dBi for all
modes. Measured results show that the four-mode OAM waves
with equal divergence angle can be well generated. Rohde &
Schwarz ZVA 40 VNA is used in 5.8 GHz OAM channel

measurement, which has a frequency range from 10 MHz to
40 GHz. Its frequency resolution is 1 Hz and can measure up
to 60001 points. The dynamic range of this VNA is above 140
dB for 2 to 20 GHz.

B. OAM Channel Sounder at 28 GHz

Figure shows the OAM channel sounder operating at
28 GHz. It primarily consists of two OAM antennas, custom
28 GHz 8-chain transmitting and receiving systems, and two
laptops. We use a pair of UCAs, each with eight quasi-Yagi
antennas, for the transmit and receive antennas. Each quasi-
Yagi antenna has a gain of 7.7 dBi and a bandwidth of around
10 GHz. The antennas are arranged in a UCA with a radius
of 55 mm, using a Rogers 4003 dielectric substrate with a
constant of 3.55 and a thickness of 0.8 mm. These antennas
support up to eight OAM modes simultaneously, from —3 to
4.

At 28 GHz, RF equal-phase cables cause significant signal
attenuation, lowering the received signals below the VNA
sensitivity threshold. To measure the OAM channel in high-
frequency bands, we developed a high-power OAM beam
generator and a sensitive OAM wireless receiver. The OAM
beam generator includes a 28 GHz 8-chain transmitter, a 27-
32 GHz local oscillator, a hot-swappable power supply, and an
integrated debugger sub-board. The calibrated signal strengths
of the transmitter’s eight chains range from —0.24 to —0.02
dBm, with a maximum difference of 0.22 dB. Similarly, the
OAM receiver consists of an 8-chain receiver, local oscillator,
power supply, and debugger sub-board. Air interface testing
verified the transmitter and receiver’s functionality, showing
signal strengths from —46.18 to —47.46 dBm across the eight
chains, with a maximum difference of 1.28 dB, well within
the 3 dB limit. Two laptops with our developed drivers and
GUISs are used to set measurement parameters and record data.

Key system parameters include:

1) ADC and DAC accuracies: 16 bits

2) ADC sampling frequency: 250 MHz

3) DAC sampling frequency: 510 MHz

4) Baseband gains of transmit and receive power amplifiers:
32 and 31 dB, respectively

5) RF gains of transmit and receive power amplifiers: 21
and 13 dB, respectively

6) Quantization accuracy: 16 bits

7) Clock accuracy: 0.1 ppm

More specifically, the 28 GHz 8-chain transmitter, devel-
oped by our research group, generates OAM beams for channel
measurements. It has 8 synchronous RF channels operating
at 28 GHz, interfacing with 8 UCA elements to generate
multiple OAM modes. The transmitter integrates mixing and
amplification functions and uses embedded sensors for real-
time monitoring of parameters such as voltage, current, and
temperature. Digital power management, PC-based monitor-
ing, and active heat dissipation are also included. Achieving
multi-channel synchronization at 28 GHz is very challenging.
Hence, we use a hybrid compensation approach combining
digital and analog techniques to ensure channel coherence
and OAM beam purity. Embedded processors enable real-time
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adjustments based on sensor data, and an integrated amplitude-
phase compensation IP core adjusts phase and amplitude
using calibration data. The 28 GHz 8-chain receiver is similar
to the transmitter, with mixing and amplification, advanced
synchronization, and real-time monitoring via sensors. It also
includes digital power management, PC monitoring, and active
heat dissipation. The 27-32 GHz local oscillator features a
low phase noise phase-locked loop and a two-stage amplifier.
It includes an external reference signal input and a built-in
100 MHz reference clock, outputting signals in the 27-32
GHz band. Configurable via software, it supports simultaneous
output of synchronous baseband signals from 62.6 MHz to 8
GHz, with dual output ports for different signal amplitudes and
active heat dissipation. The integrated debugger sub-board has
USB to RS232 and SWIM interfaces, enabling independent
debugging and downloading of the single-chip microcomputer
on the millimeter-wave sub-board without powering the entire
board.

IV. CHANNEL MEASUREMENT SCENARIOS

The modeling scenarios include indoor corridor LOS,
through-wall NLOS, and outdoor LOS scenarios at 5.8 GHz.
We also measure the OAM channel at 28 GHz in indoor
corridor LOS and through-wall NLOS scenarios. The corre-
sponding channel data measurement schematic diagrams are
shown in Fig. [3] Detailed scenario descriptions are presented
as below.

Indoor corridor LOS scenario: As depicted in Fig. 3(a)}
the corridor comprises cement walls on both sides, a marble
floor, and a foam board ceiling. With a width of 2.4 meters and
a height of 3.5 meters, it provides a controlled environment
for channel measurement. The distance between the transmitter
and receiver is set as 9.6 m at 5.8 GHz and ranges from 4
to 12 meters at 28 GHz, with the transmitter positioned at
distances of 0.8 meters and 1.6 meters from each side wall.
Antennas for transmitters and receivers at both 5.8 and 28
GHz have a height of 1 meter. When operating at a central
frequency of 5.8 GHz, the bandwidth is set at 100 MHz,
utilizing 51 sweeping points. At a higher frequency of 28
GHz, a bandwidth of 1 GHz is utilized. The measurement
scheme includes 20 sweeping points for the 4 meter distance,
50 sweeping points for distances of 6, 8, and 10 meters, and
60 sweeping points for the 12 meter distance.

Indoor through-wall scenario: In this scenario, a concrete
wall with a thickness of 30 cm is used as the propagation
obstacle as in Fig. The distance between transmitter and
receiver antennas is 1.15 m at 5.8 GHz and varies from 0.4
to 3.7 meters at 28 GHz. Antennas are positioned at a height
of 1 meter. Operating at 5.8 GHz, the bandwidth is set to
100 MHz. A consistent measurement approach utilizing 51
sweeping points is adopted. For the higher frequency of 28
GHz, the bandwidth is set as 1 GHz, with 30 sweeping points
applied across all distances.

Outdoor LOS scenario: As depicted in Fig. channel
measurements in an outdoor environment at 5.8 GHz are
conducted over distance of 12 m. The central frequency is
at 5.8 GHz, with a bandwidth of 100 MHz. A total of 51
sweeping points are measured in this scenario.
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Fig. 3. Measurement Scenarios.

V. CHANNEL MEASUREMENT DATA PROCESSING

The measurement data processing procedure is shown in
Fig. [l Main steps are similar for data analyzing at both
5.8 GHz and 28 GHz, including the MPC extraction process,
second-order statistic calculations, and calculating the average
path loss. The difference is that for OAM channel at 5.8
GHz, the input data are CTFs directly output from the VNA.
However, for OAM channel at 28 GHz, CTFs need to be
calculated from the received IF data of the 28 GHz received
system. Detailed steps are given in the following of this part.

A. SAGE Algorithm for Estimating Channel Parameters

Based on the CTFs recorded by the sounders, we use
the SAGE algorithm to estimate the MPC parameters. These
parameters include complex amplitude, delay, elevation angle-
of-arrival (EoA), elevation angle-of-departure (EoD), azimuth
angle-of-arrival (AoA), and azimuth angle-of-departure(AoD)
of the Ith MPC, denoted by «y, 71, 01, ¥i1, 0r1, and ¢, g,
respectively. The main steps of SAGE algorithm is given in
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Fig. [ including initialization, E step, and M step. After con-
vergence or after enough numbers of iterations, the estimated
parameters will converge to stable values. The stable extracted
MPC parameters are denoted by ©=6 i , where N, is the
maximum iteration times.

B. MPC Parameters Processing

Based on the MPC parameters estimated by SAGE al-
gorithm, we can give the second-order statistics for every
parameter. The root mean square (RMS) delay spread (DS),
denoted by Trms, is used to describe the dispersion of the
power delay profile and is given as follows:
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Similarly, the root mean square (RMS) angle spread (AS) for

the transmit elevation angle, the transmit azimuth angle, the

receive elevation angle, and the receive azimuth angle, denoted

by 0: rrvs, ¢, RM S, Or RS, and 8, gasg, respectively, can be
given as follows:
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Besides, the correlation coefficient between the n;th and
the noth OAM-mode channels can be given as follows:
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where “E{-}” is the expectation operation.

Pnyny =

C. Calculate the Average Path Loss

Utilizing the measured CTF, the received power can be de-
termined for each OAM mode. Subsequently, by incorporating
the transmit and receive gain, the path loss can be calculated.
Following this, a path loss calculation formula can be fitted for
each scenario based on the path losses observed for various
OAM modes at different transceiver distances. The theoretical
OAM received signal of the n;th OAM mode at a point with
its spherical coordinate denoted by (p, 6, ) can be given as

follows:
—j 2nfp

Bl 0.0V F 1, (2L Rsind)
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where J, () denotes Bessel function of the first kind of order
a. Therefore, the fitting formula for path loss in dB from the
n;th transmit OAM mode to the n,th receive OAM mode,
denoted by PLE™, . can be given as in Eq. (), where A,
B, C, D and E are fitting parameters, fGHZ denotes f in
GHz, and d denotes the distance between transmitter and
receiver centers. We employ two Bessel functions in Eq. (3)
to characterize the beam gains of the two OAM modes at
the transmitter and receiver, respectively. For the transmit
OAM mode, the beam gain at the receiving position can be
determined by considering the radius of the receive antenna
and the transmitting distance when the transmit and receive
antennas are aligned with each other. Similarly, the beam gain
of the receive OAM mode at the transmitting position can be
determined based on the radius of the transmit antenna and
the transmitting distance. This approach allows for a com-
prehensive evaluation of beam gains for both transmitting and
receiving OAM modes, considering the specific configurations
and distances involved in the communication setup.

Log-normal shadowing model calculation:

We use log-normal shadowing model to describe shadow
fading. In this model, the shadow fading (dB form), denoted
by 1, is a normally distributed random variable. Its probability
density is given as follows:
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where ai denotes the variance of the shadow fading in dB
form.

p(¥) = (6)



VI. OAM CHANNEL MODEL

Parameter name Definition

ap, Ty the path gain and ToA of the /th MPC
Q7. Qy the DoD and DoA of the I/th MPC
Crong. (erl), the array antenna patterns of the n,th
ctng (1) receive array and the n.th transmit array

the phases of the {th MPC of the n,th receive
OAM-mode and the n;th transmit OAM-mode
the EoA and EoD for the [th MPC
the AoA and AoD for the {th MPC

TABLE 1
DEFINITIONS OF GBSM PARAMETERS.

arm, (Or1,0r1),

at,ny (et,lvﬁpt,l)
015 011
Pr,l> Pt,l

In this part, we propose the channel model for OAM
channels. For the n;th transmit OAM mdoe and the n,th
receive OAM mode, the channel transfer function (CTF) of
frequency f, denoted by H,,. ,,,(f), is given as follows:

§ Q| Cy nT

exp [.]at,nt (et,la (pt,l) - jar,nT (97",l7 <Pr,l)]
exp (—j2mfr), @)

where L denotes the number of MPCs and other parameters,
including the path gain, ToA, DoD, DoA, EoA, EoD, AoA,
and AoD of the [th MPC, are listed in Table [l for more clear
clarification. In Eq. (@), €¢; and €, can be determined by
0+ and g, 0, and ¢, ; respectively, as follows:

Q1) ¢, (1)
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) . . T
{ Q= [cosysinby,sinp, sinb g, cosb )" ; ®)

. . . T
Q,.; = [cos p,sin b, sin o, sin b, 1, cos b, ]

Furthermore, ¢, () and ¢, (,;) are expressed using
Q,; and Q,; as follows:

Ctn, (Q¢1) = exp (jzﬂépt,ntﬂt,l);
Cron, (S27,1) = exp (j27r£pr,n,\ Qr,l)a

where ¢ represents the light speed, p,.,, € R'*® denotes the
coordinate of the n,th receive antenna, and p,,, € R'*3
denotes the coordinate of the n;th transmit antenna. Also in
Eq. @), atn, and a, ,,. can be determined by the orientations
of the OAM antennas as follows:

at-,nt (97 <P) = 10t (dnt (97 </7) ’ [ Tx7 (bTX]) ;
arn, (0, ) = rot (dnr 0,0), va ¢RX])
denote the OAM phase distribution of

29

©)
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where a,, and a,,
the n,th and n,th modes, respectively, “rot (-, [¢z, Py, ¢=])
represents the rotation of ¢,, ¢,, and ¢, rads around the
-, Y-, and z- axes according to the right-hand spiral law,
(02, o3>, 1] and [¢F*, pi*, ¢5*] denote the rotation angles

for the transmlt and receive OAM antennas, respectively. In
Eq. (@Q), ., and a,, can be expressed as follows:

edme . for 6 € [0,7/2];
0 , for otherwise,

am (0, ¢) = { (1)

where m denotes the corresponding OAM mode. For transmit
UCA antenna with N; elements and receive UCA antenna
with N,. elements, the n,th transmit OAM mode and the n,th
receive OAM mode, denoted by m,,, and m,, respectively,
can be given as follows:

Mn, = L
mnT |_
The discrete form of Hnr_nt (f) can be expressed as follows:

§ Q| Cy, nT

exp []at,nt (et,l, ‘Pt,l)

L
) = Z Snpny (ela k) )
= (13)

where fj, denotes the frequency at the kth sampled frequency
point with 1 < fi, < Ny, s, ., (01, k) represents the CTF
of the [th MPC at fk, and ©; = [al,Tl,Ht)l,90t7l,9nl,(p,~)l]
denotes the parameters of the /th MPC. Thus, the matrix form
of the CTF, denoted by H € CNr->*NeXNs can be given as
follows:

J+7’Lt—1

Nt| 4, -1, (12)

nT;nt Tl ct RN (Qtl)

- jar,nT (97",l7 <Pr,l)]

exp (—j2m 7

. . H
H= Zal [Cr ” e*JaT(Gr,MPT,z)} [Ct (Qt,l) _e*‘]at(et,l#’t,l)}

® exp (—j2nfm)

I
(1=
n
—~~

(14)

N
Il
-

where f = [fl,fg, e ,fo] denotes the Ny sampled fre-
quency points, s(©;) denotes the CTF of the [th MPC,
¢ (2,.;) € CN*1 and ¢; () € CN*! denotes the array
antenna patterns of the receive antenna array and the transmit
antenna array, respectively. Besides, a, (0,1, ;) € CNrx1
and a; (0¢,1,011) € CNe+x1 represents the phases of the [th
MPC that attribute to the N, receive OAM-modes and the NV,
transmit OAM-modes, respectively.

VII. SIMULATION CHANNEL GENERATION

Based on the channel model and the analyses of measured
data, we can give the steps to generate the simulation OAM
channel as in Fig. [3] in page 8. Detailed steps are as follows:

1) Set environment and antenna parameters: Define the
simulation scenario and establish a global Cartesian coordinate
system along with the corresponding spherical coordinate
system. Specify the number of modes for both transmitting
and receiving antennas. Based on the global coordinate system,
establish the positions and orientations of the transmitting and
receiving antennas. Calculate LOS departure and arrival an-
gles between the transmitting and receiving antennas. Present
the complex direction pattern for each mode of transmitting
and receiving antennas based on their respective directions.
Compute the departure and arrival directions based on the
antenna orientations. Lastly, determine the center frequency
and bandwidth.



Scenario Path Loss [dB]

Indoor LOS 8.692 + 16.691g ( Tmin, (262_9fGHZ \/;27T—+(12) T, (262.9fGHZ \/;;tiW> > +17.31g(d) + 20 1g(fGHZ)
ra oy

Through-wall | 18.58 4 6.064 1g <‘Jmnt (47,65fGHZ \/%) ’ I, (47.65fGHz \/;;t_w> > +17.31g(d) + 24.91g(fCH7)
T t

Outdoor LOS 18.65 + 10.161g < T, (418_1fGHZ \/%) T, <418_1fGHz \/:2—t—+d2> > +17.31g(d) + 201g(fC17)
r t

TABLE 11

PATH LOSS OF THE SAME OAM MODE.

General parameters

Set environment and Assign propagation

Generate correlated

antenna parameters "| condition (NLOS/LOS)

»  Calculate pathloss
large scale parameters

Small scale parameters

A 4

Perform random Generate arrival &

Generate multipath Generate multipath time

coupling of rays departure angles

powers delays

Coefficient generation

Generate channel
coefficient

Apply pathloss and
shadowing

A4

Fig. 5. Channel coefficient generation procedure.

2) Calculate the path loss: Calculate the path loss based on
the path loss formulas fitted by the measurement results. The
path loss calculation formulas for the same-mode transmission
scenario are given as in Table [[Il

3) Generate large scale parameters: Based on the scenario,
chose corresponding large scale parameters, including the
RMS DS, RMS AS, shadow fading standard deviation and
other parameters.

4) Generate multipath time delays: According to the sce-
nario and measurement results, multipath delay is generated
by RMS DS. The delay of the [th path is given as 7;
—r.Tryms In(X;), where . = 1.5 is the delay distribution
proportionality factor and X; denotes a (0, 1) uniform distribu-
tion. Then, normalise the delays by subtracting the minimum
delay and sort the normalised delays to ascending order as
7, = sort(r; — min(n;)).

In LOS scenario, additional scaling is required to com-
pensate for the effect of LOS peak addition to the DS as
7 = 71/(0.7705—0.0433 K +0.0002 K 2+0.000017 K 3), where
K denotes the Ricean K-factor given in Step 2.

5) Generate multipath powers: Calculate multipath powers
from multipath time delays and RMS DS. The normalized
multipath power of the [th path, denoted by Fj, can be given

—Zz;/10
as P, AN 71)10 j , where Zn ~ N(0,¢?) is
S exp(T T::RMS ) 10— %1/10
the per cluster shadowing term in dB and ( denotes the per
cluster shadowing standard deviation. It should be noticed that
7; here used to generate multipath powers in LOS scenario is

rr—1
TTTRMS

not scaled as in Step 3.

In LOS scenario, and additional power component is added
to the first cluster as P, = KII:ZH +o(l— 1);;{*’;1, where Kpr
denotes Ricean K-factor given in Step 2 converted to linear
scale. Then the multipath powers of each ray in the cluster
can be given as P;/M, where M is the number of rays per

cluster given in Step 2.

6) Generate angle of arrival and angle of departure for
azimuth angle and elevation angle parameters respectively:
Data is expanded from multipath RMS AS to generate random
arrival and departure azimuths and elevation angles. The
formula for generating AOAs is as follows:

R 4)y/— In(P; / max (P,
(2(«;7 Rms/1.4) — B/ ( LDXH—Y])
2(er 1.4)y/— In(Py / max(P;
<(</7 RMs/1.4) — (P / max( 1))X1+Y1 <pr,Los>7

Or 1=

for LOS;
20, 1.4 \/m
(¢r,rMs/1.4) - (1 / max( l))Xl'f'Yl‘f'SDr,LOSa
for NLOS,
(15)

where Y, ~ N(0, (¢ Los/7)?) is a Gaussian function, ¢, Los
denotes the azimuth direction of arrival corresponding to the
transmit antenna given in Step 1, and Cy, is the scaling factor



defined as follows:

CgLOS(1.1035—0.028K—0.002K2+0.0001K3),
C, = for LOS;
C};LOS, for NLOS,
(16)

where CYO8 is defined as a scaling factor related to the total
number of clusters given as C};ILOS = 15 in this paper.

To further generate AOA of each ray, denoted by ¢, 7,
an angle offset is added to the cluster angles as ¢, ;m,m =
@r1 + Casaay,, where C'ag4 denotes the cluster-wise RMS
azimuth spread of arrival angles as given in Step 2 and «, is
the ray offset angles within a cluster. AODs are generated in
a similar method.

EOAs are given as follows:

0, rRMS ln(lge/ max(Pl))Xl _ }/l
(e P s (P) 4, )
for LOS,

0r RMS ln(lCD‘le/ maX(PL))Xl —Y + eT‘,LOSu for NLOS,
(17)

er,l:

where 0, 1,05 denotes the elevation direction of arrival corre-
sponding to the transmit antenna as given in Step 2. To further
generate EOA of each ray, denoted by 6, ,,,, an angle offset
is added to the cluster angles as 0,;,, = 0,; + Cgpsaam,
where Cgg 4 denotes the cluster-wise RMS azimuth spread of
arrival angles as given in Step 2.

EODs are given in a similar way as generation of EOAs as
follows:

0+ rRMS ln(Pl/maX(Pl))Xl —Y,

Co
n (_et,RMs 1n<1;19/ max(P)) ¥, 4+ Y7 + et,LOS) ;

Or,1= for LOS,
S1.mms 1““29/ max(P)) X, — Y, + 0t,L.0S — Hoffset, EOD;
for NLOS,
(18)

where 6; 105 denotes the elevation direction of departure
corresponding to the receive antenna and Lfiset, FOD denotes

OAM-mode 0 to 0

OAM-mode -1 to 0

the EOD mean offset as given in Step 2. To further generate
EOD of each ray, denoted by 6, ; ,,,, an angle offset is added to
the cluster angles as 0, = 0;; + (3/8)10M=E0D o, where
tgreop denotes the mean value ESD log-normal distribution.

7) Perform random coupling of rays: The AOA and AOD
are combined into twins randomly.

8) Generate channel coefficient: Substitute the generated
multipath parameters into the channel model CTF expression
to generate a normalized CTF matrix as follows:

L
Hp, o, (f) = Z e, () ¢, (1)
=1

exp [jat,nt (et,l; Sﬁt,l) - jar,nr (97",l7 <Pr,l>]
exp (—j2rf7), (19)

9) Apply pathloss and shadowing: The normalized CTF
is multiplied by the path loss and shadow fading in the
corresponding scene to generate the final CTF, denoted by
I;In“nt. The combined path loss and shadow fading from the
nith transmit OAM mode to the n,th receive OAM mode at
frequency f, denoted by H,, ,,(f), is given as follows:

L
Hnr,nt (f):PLnT,nt (d) Z A[Crn, (Qr,l) C;nt (Qt,l)
=1

exp [jat,n, (01,1, 0t1) — Jarn, (Or1,0r1)]
exp (—j2mfr), (20)

where PL,,,. ,,(d) = 107570 (D/10 denotes the path loss
from the n,th transmit OAM mode to the n,th received OAM
mode.

VIII. CHANNEL MEASUREMENT AND SIMULATION
RESULTS

In this part, we give the channel measurement and simula-
tion results for verifying our channel model as well as provid-
ing some further insights. The measurement results are given
based on analyses of measured CTFs. The simulation results
are given based on our proposed OAM channel model and
parameters estimated from the measurement data, including
RMSs of delay, angles of arrival, angles of departure.

OAM-mode -2 to 0 OAM-mode -3 to 0

L

0 100 20 300 a0 50 0 100 200 300 a0 500

OAM-mode 0 to -2 OAM-mode -1 to -2

100 20 300 a0 I 100 200 00 400 500

OAM-mode -2 to -2 OAM-mode -3 to -2

CIR power [dBm]

B

70
0
0

R et

10
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Fig. 6. SAGE estimated delay PSD VS. measured CIR.




A. Delay PSD

Figure[6] shows a set of measured CIR and SAGE-estimated
delay PSD for an indoor LOS scenario at 5.8 GHz with a
transmitter-to-receiver distance of 9.6 meters, as an example.
The MPC number was set to 100. Figure [6| demonstrates that
the estimated delay PSD aligns well with the measured results.
Additionally, Fig. 16| indicates significant crosstalk between
different OAM modes, even in the LOS scenario, making it
challenging to separate signals of different OAM modes.

—+— Measured, mode -1
—©— Prposed model, mode -1| |

Measured, mode -2
—— Prposed model, mode -2|1
—&— Measured, mode -3

—&— Prposed model, mode -3/ |

-78 76 74 72 -7 -6.8 -6.6 -6.4

IoglO(DSls)

Fig. 7. CDFs of log;((DS/1 s) for OAM mode —3 to —1 in indoor LOS
scenario at 5.8 GHz.

Figure [J] shows the measured and simulated cumulative
distribution functions (CDFs) of log,,(DS/1 s) for OAM
modes —3 to —1 in an indoor LOS scenario at 5.8 GHz with
a transmitter-to-receiver distance of 9.6 meters. The simulated
CDFs were plotted based on the normal fitting parameters
of the SAGE-estimated delay PSD. Figure [7 demonstrates
that the proposed general channel model is consistent with
the measurement data, verifying the accuracy of our channel
model. Additionally, Fig. 7] reveals that the DS CDFs of OAM
modes —1 and —2 are very close. However, the mean value
of DS for OAM mode —3 is larger than those of the other two
modes, and DS for OAM mode —3 also has a larger variance.

B. Angular PSD
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Fig. 9. SAGE estimated angular PSDs at 28 GHz in indoor LOS scenario.

Figures [8 and 0] present the SAGE-estimated angular PSDs
for OAM modes —3 to 0 of indoor LOS scenarios at distinct
frequencies. In these figure, the size and color of the MPC
points are used to represent the normalized relative powers of
the MPCs in dB. Figure [Blillustrates a set of SAGE-estimated
angular PSDs for an indoor LOS scenario at 5.8 GHz, where
the distance between the transmitter and receiver is 9.6 meters.
The data indicate that the extracted MPC powers are relatively
concentrated. However, it is noteworthy that the direction
of these powers does not align perfectly with the antenna
direction, which may suggest minor discrepancies due to OAM
divergence and environmental reflections. Figure [0] shows a set
of SAGE-estimated angular PSDs for an indoor LOS scenario
at 28 GHz, with the transmitter-to-receiver distance set at 10
meters. Comparing Fig.Qlto Fig.[8] it is clear that the multipath
effect is significantly more severe at 28 GHz than at 5.8 GHz.
This severity is evidenced by the more dispersed and lower
normalized relative powers at 28 GHz.
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Fig. 10. AS CDF at 5.8 GHz in outdoor LOS scenario.



Figure gives the measured and simulated CDFs of
log,(AS/1 degree) for OAM modes —3 to —1 in an outdoor
LOS scenario at 5.8 GHz with a transmitter-to-receiver dis-
tance of 12 meters. Figure [10l demonstrates that the proposed
general channel model is consistent with the measurement
data, verifying its accuracy. Additionally, Fig. [L0l reveals that
the mean values of angular PSDs for OAM modes —3 to —1
are quite different. However, the variances are all relatively
small, indicating that while the central tendencies of the
angular spreads differ, their dispersions around the mean are
limited.

C. Channel Correlation Matrix
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Fig. 11. Correlation matrices of measured CTFs.

Figures [I] and presents the normalized correlation
matrices for various scenarios, using measured CTFs at 5.8
GHz and 28 GHz. The crosstalk between different OAM
modes is evident in these figure. For the 5.8 GHz band, Fig. [[1]
demonstrates that the correlation matrices reveal that the most
correlated OAM mode varies across different scenarios and
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Fig. 12. Correlation matrices of measured CTFs at 28 GHz.

distances at 5.8 GHz. Figure [Tl shows that environmental fac-
tors and the relative positioning of the transmitter and receiver
can significantly influence which OAM modes exhibit the
highest correlation. For the 28 GHz band, Fig.[[2]demonstrates
that when the transmitting and receiving modes are the same,
the correlation is significantly higher compared to other cases.
This higher correlation suggests that maintaining identical
OAM modes for transmission and reception can enhance signal
integrity, even in environments with potential obstacles, such
as walls.

D. Channel Capacity
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Fig. 13. Channel capacities of measured CTFs.

Figure [13] presents the normalized channel capacities for
measured CTFs in various scenarios. Specifically, it includes
data for indoor LOS (9.6 meters), indoor through-wall (1.15



meters), and outdoor LOS (12 meters) scenarios at 5.8 GHz, as
well as indoor LOS (10 meters) and indoor through-wall (1.4
meters) scenarios at 28 GHz. Despite the use of twice as many
OAM modes at 28 GHz compared to 5.8 GHz, Fig. [[3] shows
that the normalized capacities at 28 GHz are still lower than
those at 5.8 GHz for the corresponding scenarios. This ob-
servation can be attributed to the higher frequency’s increased
susceptibility to signal attenuation and scattering, leading to a
reduction in channel capacity. Moreover, the figure highlights
that walls attenuate the signal more at 28 GHz than at 5.8 GHz.
This is evident when comparing the indoor through-wall and
indoor LOS scenarios, where the normalized capacities drop
more significantly at the higher frequency. This pronounced
attenuation at 28 GHz is likely due to the higher frequency
signals’ greater sensitivity to obstructions. Additionally, at 5.8
GHz, the capacity of the outdoor LOS scenario is higher than
that of the indoor LOS scenario. This can be attributed to the
negative effects of indoor multipaths on OAM transmission. In
indoor environments, reflections and scattering from walls and
other objects can cause signal degradation and interfere with
the transmission of OAM modes, reducing overall channel
capacity.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we measured and modeled OAM channels
in the 5.8 GHz and 28 GHz bands. We first introduced the
systems and measurement scenarios. Then, we proposed a 3D-
GBSM for the OAM channel, modified from the twin-cluster-
based 3D-GBSM, to describe various stochastic properties of
OAM channels. Based on our proposed OAM channel model,
we introduced the measurement data processing procedure. We
then derived the MPC parameters of the OAM 3D-GBSM
according to the processed data in the given measurement
environment. We also calculated the second-order stochastic
properties and the average path losses. Finally, we provided
the simulation channel generation scheme for the given mea-
surement environment. Additionally, we gave some channel
measurement and simulation results for verifying our channel
model as well as providing some further insights.
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