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Abstract—The growing demand for higher data rates and
expanded bandwidth is driving the exploration of new frequency
ranges, including the upper mid-band spectrum (6-24 GHz),
which is a promising candidate for future Frequency Range 3
(FR3) applications. This paper presents ultra-wideband double-
directional channel measurements in line-of-sight microcellular
scenarios within the upper mid-band spectrum (6-18 GHz).
Conducted in an urban street canyon environment, these mea-
surements explore key channel characteristics such as power
delay profiles, angular power spectra, path loss, delay spread,
and angular spread to provide insights essential for robust
communication system design. Our results reveal that path loss
values for both omni-directional and best beam configurations are
lower than free-space predictions due to multipath contributions
from the environment. Analysis also indicates a high degree of
stability in delay spread and angular spread across the entire
band, with small variation between sub-bands.

Index Terms—Upper mid-band measurements, FR3, line-of-
sight, path loss, delay and angular spread

I. INTRODUCTION

The demand for high data rates in urban environments is
increasingly driving the exploration of the upper mid-band
spectrum. This spectrum, considered as a potential Frequency
Range 3 (FR3), offers promising opportunities by potentially
enabling new levels of connectivity and coverage [1]. How-
ever, robust channel characterization based on precision mea-
surements within this frequency range is essential to support
effective communication system design.

In particular, as multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
technologies are expected to play a key role in achieving
the desired performance, the measurements should ideally
be double-directional (i.e., directionally resolved at both link
ends) to accurately capture both the transmit and receive char-
acteristics [2]]. Given the ongoing uncertainty surrounding the
specific bands that will ultimately be allocated for such high-
data-rate applications, ultra-wideband (UWB) measurements
are also necessary to ensure the flexibility and comprehen-
siveness of the data collected. Furthermore, it is important
to understand the frequency dependence of channel model
parameters, as specified in frameworks like 3GPP, to ensure

compatibility and adaptability across potential operational
bands [3].

There have been a number of propagation measurements in
the upper mid-bandﬂ which can be categorized as followsfl
(1) measurement of specific propagation effects, such as the
transmission and reflection from certain building materials [3]],
diffraction [6], and presence of people [7]]; (ii) measurements
where both link ends use only a single (typically omni-
directional antenna; those measurements can be narrowband,
e.g., [8l, [9, wideband [10], or uws i [T1]); (iii) directional
at one link end, which may be wideband [12], or UWB
[14]-[16]]; and (iv) double-directional measurements [17]—
[19], which are all wideband (up to 1 GHz in [20]), but not
UWB.

Building on the previous discussion, this paper presents
the initial results from the first double-directional UWB mea-
surement campaign in the upper mid-band. Specifically, we
analyze the 6-18 GHz range in an urban line-of-sight (LoS)
microcellular scenario, based on over 14,000 directional power
delay profiles (PDPs). In this setup, the transmitter (Tx) is
positioned over 20 meters above ground, with the receivers
(Rx) located at distances ranging from 60 to 185 meters. We
examine both the full band and 1 GHz sub-bands to reveal
key channel characteristics, including path loss, delay spread,
and angular spread, both as a function of distance and as a
function of frequency. These findings lay the groundwork for
reliable upper mid-band channel models in LoS conditions. It
is important to note that our transmitter height of over 20

IThere are a number of measurements in the FCC-defined UWB band 3.1-
10.6 GHz, which partly overlaps with the upper mid-band. We do not consider
such measurements here and refer to [4] for a literature survey.

2Due to space constraints, only example papers can be given.

3We define here UWB as having more than 20 % relative bandwidth, in line
with one of the definitions of the FCC. While the FCC also allows to classify
any transmission with more than 500 MHz bandwidth as UWB, this definition
mainly stems from regulatory considerations of spectrum spreading, but does
not relate easily to variations of the channel statistics over the bandwidth [4].
We furthermore categorize measurements that are measuring multiple, widely
separated sub-bands, where each of them is wideband, as wideband.
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TABLE I: Setup parameters.

[ Parameter | Symbol | Value |
Frequency range f 6-18 GHz
Tx height hry 20.3m
Rx height Rz 1.7m
Elevation, Azimuth resolution | A¢re, AdRy, AOr, | 10°
Tx Azimuth rotation range o [-60°,60°]
Rx Azimuth rotation range DRa [0°,360°]
Rx Elevation rotation range ORs [-20°,20°]

meters is close to the 25-meter standard for Urban Macro
(UMa) scenarios in 3GPP with our position atop a building.
However, since we cover a sector on the base station, we
use the Urban Micro (UMi) notation. Nevertheless, the results
obtained from this measurement campaign may also provide
valuable insights for UMa analysis.

II. MEASUREMENT SETUP AND SITE
A. Testbed description

For this measurement campaign, we use a custom RF-over-
fiber (RFoF) frequency-domain channel sounder, similar to
[21]), [22]], featuring a vector network analyzer (VNA) covering
a 12 GHz bandwidth between 6 and 18 GHz with HGHA618
high-gain horn antennas (6-18 GHz) as the front-end. In this
microcellular scenario, the Tx is mounted on a building over
20 meters high, while the Rx, representing a user equipment
(UE), is positioned on the ground at 1.7 meters above ground.
Each VNA sweep captures 12,001 frequency points across the
8 GHz bandwidth, enabling measurements of excess delays up
to 1 us, corresponding to a maximum multipath run length of
300 meters - sufficient for the scenario and frequency band
under study.

Precision mechanical positioners rotate the antennas in both
azimuth and elevation, enabling double-directional measure-
ments, i.e., determination of the complex transfer function
as a function of direction of arrival (DoA), and direction of
departure (DoD). Each double-directional measurement takes
several hours, mainly due to the long aggregate time to rotate
the antennas to their various angles, and settling time to
ensure that the antenna does not vibrate during the actual
measurement. Consequently, measurements were conducted at
night to maintain a static environment. Potential movement
from pedestrians was avoided by access restrictions to the
measurement area; however, varying wind speeds may affect
vegetation during the measurement.

Table [ outlines the measurement parameters: the Tx is fixed
at one elevation angle, covering a sector from —60° to 60° in
10° increments, while the Rx spans five co-elevations from
—20° to 20° with a 10° stepwidth and 0° to 360° azimuth
coverage in 10° steps. Consequently, each Tx/Rx location pair
includes 2340 transfer functions. The setup aligns the Tx co-
elevation and Rx 0° co-elevation (é Re) SO that the LOS MPC
has a co-elevation of 0°. To isolate "system and antenna"
effects from the measurements, we conduct a time-gated over-
the-air (OTA) calibration daily throughout the campaign at a
point 44 meters away from the Tx (as shown in Fig. [I).

Fig. 1: Measurement site.

B. Measurement site

The measurements are conducted along McClintock Avenue
on the University of Southern California’s University Park
Campus (UPC) in Los Angeles, California, USA. The Tx is
positioned near the top of the Downey Way Parking Structure
(PSA) on an external staircase, providing an elevated line-of-
sight vantage point for signal transmission across the measure-
ment area. The Rx points are distributed along McClintock
Avenue, extending from Rxl to Rx6, which are spread at
varying distances from the Tx to capture a range of channel
characteristics. The farthest Rx point, Rx1, is located near
the IRC Building. The overall environment is an urban street
canyon with a blend of building facades, parked cars, and
foliage, providing a realistic setting for studying channel
characteristics in an urban microcellular scenario.

A detailed map showing the locations of Tx and Rx points
is presented in Fig. [[] and the details of the points and their
distances from Tx are given in Table [

TABLE II: Rx points with corresponding distances from Tx.

[ Rx Point [ Rx1 | Rx2 [ Rx3 [ Rx4 [ Rx5 [ Rx6 |
[ Distance from Tx (m) [[ 184.8 [ 161.7 [ 132.6 | 83.4 [ 63.6 [ 594 |

III. PARAMETERS AND PROCESSING

The VNA-based measurement setup produces frequency
scans at various Tx-Rx locations, forming a four-dimensional
tensor Hoeas (f, 1z, ORas O R d), where f is the frequency,
o7, and ¢r, represent Tx and Rx azimuth orientations, 0 R
denotes the Rx elevation, and d is the Tx-Rx distance. The
calibrated channel transfer function is obtained by dividing
H,eqs by the OTA calibration, Hora(f):

Hmeas(fu ¢TLE7 ¢RLE7 éRw; d)
Horal(f) '

H(f, ¢72, ORas Ore; d) = (1)
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Fig. 2: PDP for Rx5 at 63.6m.

The directional PDP is then computed as:

Proate(T, &7, DRz, Ore; d) =
‘]:f_l {H(f, d’Tﬂcad’széRz;d)}‘Q. 2)

Noise reduction is achieved using thresholding and delay
gating similar to [21]], [22]], defined as:

P(T) = [Pcalc(T) : (7— < Tgate) A (Pcalc(T) > PX)] 5 (3)

where 7444 and Py are set based on noise characteristics. We
refer to concerning the impact of the selection of noise
and delay thresholds.

The strongest directional PDP (Max-Dir) is selected as the
beam-pair with the highest power:

Prax—pin(73d) = argrpdé}gz P(1,¢i,¢5,0k:d).  (4)

An "omni-directional" PDP is constructed by combining co-
elevations and selecting the strongest azimuth direction per
delay bin similar to :

Pomni(T; d) = mnax P(T, d)Tma ¢RI7 93{17 d)7 (5)

¢Tz,PRa p

where i € {1,2,3,4,5} represents Rx co-elevations, spaced
10° apart. We refer to [21]], for parameter definitions,
which include: path gain (PG), derived from the sum of power
across all delay bins in a PDP; path loss (PL), calculated as
the inverse of PG and modeled with a power-law relationship
using parameters « and [, with shadowing represented as
N(0,0) [23]; the root mean square delay spread (RMSDS,
o.), representing the second central moment of the PDP
[23]; and the angular spread (AS, ¢°), determined using
Fleury’s definition based on the double-directional angular
power spectrum (DDAPS), which provides a measure of the
angular dispersion at either the Tx or Rx [23]], [26]. To see the
relative statistics of RMSDS and AS on a sub-band level, we
performed a fitting of the cumulative density function (CDF)

of the measured RMSDS and AS with a normal (Gaussian)
distribution.
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Fig. 3: APS for Rx5 at 63.6m.
IV. MEASUREMENT RESULTS

A. Power delay profile

Fig. shows a sample PDP, namely at location RxS.
Note that the delay on the x-axis is given in meters, which
corresponds to the runlength (calculated as delay x ¢, where
c is the speed of light, 3 x 10% m/s) since this transformation
facilitates a more intuitive analysis. Here, we see that the
LoS component is present at a delay corresponding to 63.3m,
which aligns with the physical Tx-Rx distance. The omni-
directional PDP exhibits more multipath components (MPCs)
compared to the Max-Dir PDP, as it receives additional MPCs
from multiple directions, including reflections from buildings
across the road which represent the strongest reflections. Apart
from these, a number of smaller MPCs are seen, with a
few having delays beyond 200m. Despite their lower power
relative to the strongest components, these additional reflec-
tions increase the delay spread in the omni-directional PDP.
In contrast, these components are notably diminished in the
Max-Dir profile due to the spatial filtering effect provided by
the directional antennas. Consequently, the Max-Dir profile
presents a narrower range of DoAs and DoDs, which has
implications for delay spread and angular spread.

B. Angular power spectrum

For the analysis of the angular characteristics, the resolution
of the capture is directly related to the angular step size of the
rotors (see Table [l). Fig. Bl shows the angular power spectrum
(APS) for the same measurement location, demonstrating that
the power is concentrated around the LoS. Besides the LoS
component, at the Rx side, a smaller cluster comes from an
azimuth angle of 40°, i.e., facing the opposite of the street
towards the Ronald Tutor Hall (RTH) building. On the Tx
side, the energy is distributed from —40° to 10° with the
highest concentration from —20° to 10°. The negative angles
are related to reflections hitting the RTH building on the
opposite side of the street, while the positive angles are related
to reflections hitting the GER building.

Mapping these directions to the peaks in the PDP shown in
Fig. 2l we observe the LoS matches with the strongest peak at
63m, the second and third strongest peaks shown in the omni-
directional PDP at 75.3m and 87m, respectively, correspond
to reflections hitting RTH. The components between 63m and
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(a) Omni Path loss modeling.

(b) Max-Dir Path loss modeling.

(c) Shadowing.

Fig. 4: Path loss and shadowing models for LoS points. Measured (M), Gaussian Fit (GF), and Linear Fit (LF) curves.

TABLE III: Linear fitting for PGomni with 95% confidence
intervals.

TABLE IV: Linear fitting for PG pzq:— pir with 95% confi-
dence intervals.

[ Frequency [ @min,05% | & | “maz,95% | Pmin.95% | B | Pmaz,95% | [ Frequency [ @min,05% | @ | “maw,95% | Pmin.95% | B | Pmaz,95% |
All Bands 40.60 57.97 75.34 0.65 1.50 2.35 All Bands 48.08 68.09 88.09 0.17 1.15 2.13
6-7 GHz 21.59 41.82 62.05 0.98 1.97 2.96 6-7 GHz 36.52 53.41 70.29 0.77 1.60 242
7-8 GHz 36.43 55.24 74.05 0.49 1.41 2.33 7-8 GHz 51.22 64.96 78.70 0.44 1.11 1.79
8-9 GHz 29.95 47.12 64.29 1.07 1.91 2.75 8-9 GHz 43.73 56.81 69.90 0.96 1.60 2.24
9-10 GHz 34.16 56.55 78.95 0.31 1.40 2.50 9-10 GHz 46.12 66.07 86.01 0.12 1.09 2.07
10-11 GHz 33.93 55.43 76.92 0.57 1.63 2.68 10-11 GHz 42.51 63.47 84.42 0.36 1.39 241
11-12 GHz 30.72 50.54 70.36 0.96 1.93 2.90 11-12 GHz 38.74 58.03 77.32 0.77 1.71 2.65
12-13 GHz 38.14 59.35 80.56 0.47 1.51 2.55 12-13 GHz 38.12 68.31 98.50 -0.28 1.20 2.68
13-14 GHz 36.78 63.24 89.69 0.02 1.31 2.60 13-14 GHz 38.69 73.75 108.81 -0.80 0.92 2.63
14-15 GHz 52.86 70.70 88.54 0.03 0.90 1.77 14-15 GHz 53.97 81.20 108.43 -0.83 0.50 1.84
15-16 GHz 53.69 73.42 93.16 -0.21 0.76 1.72 15-16 GHz 52.80 81.83 110.86 -0.97 0.45 1.87
16-17 GHz 52.76 72.90 93.04 -0.24 0.75 1.73 16-17 GHz 55.15 81.94 108.73 -0.88 0.43 1.74
17-18 GHz 39.31 64.36 89.41 -0.04 1.19 2.41 17-18 GHz 41.46 73.83 106.20 -0.76 0.82 241

75m correspond to the reflections at 10° hitting GER building,
and attenuated it is partially hitting the side of the building and
reaching Rx5. This excellent agreement between the extracted
values and the physics of the environment also indicates that
the measurement results are reliable and accurate.

C. Path loss and shadowing

The detailed band-by-band parameters for Omni path loss
modeling, Max-Dir path loss modeling, and shadowing mod-
eling are presented in Tables [Tl IV] and [V] respectively. We
further highlight specific sub-bands in Fig. @ to discuss some
notable observations.

The Omni path loss modeling in Fig. da shows that path
loss increases with both frequency and distance, as expected.
We also note that each of the parameters « and [ might
not increase over frequency, but that the path loss (over the
range of observed distances) does show such an increase.
Additionally, our results demonstrate lower path loss than
is obtained in free space (Friis’ equation), likely due to
the MPCs captured within the omni-directional response. For
Max-Dir path loss modeling, shown in Fig. the pathloss
is generally higher (due to not collecting MPCs outside the
main beam), but the general observations remain consistent.
A notable exception here is Rx6, which shows a higher path
loss than predicted by the Friis model. This deviation is due
to partial obstruction pf the LoS from branches of a nearby
tree. This finding underscores the importance and necessity of
performing detailed vegetation analysis at these frequencies,
an area we will explore further in our future studies.

The shadowing distributions illustrated in Fig. d reveal
similar curves across Max-Dir and Omni configurations, and

TABLE V: Shadowing distribution parameters with 95% con-
fidence intervals.

‘ Frequency ‘l PGomni | PGnraw—Dir |
[ o | omin9s% | Omax.95% | O | Omin95% | Omax,95% |
All Bands || 1.37 0.42 1.70 1.66 0.70 215
6-7 GHz 1.68 0.52 2.29 1.42 0.68 1.83
7-8 GHz 1.52 0.55 1.96 1.09 0.49 1.28
8-9 GHz 1.28 0.57 1.73 1.01 0.31 L1l
9-10 GHz || 1.77 0.36 2.39 1.61 0.36 1.95
10-11 GHz || 1.67 0.50 225 1.68 0.79 2.07
11-12 GHz || 1.50 0.56 1.80 1.55 0.68 1.90
12-13 GHz || 1.70 0.76 2.11 251 0.91 3.37
13-14 GHz || 2.12 0.64 2.52 2.92 1.19 3.92
14-15 GHz || 1.50 0.51 1.91 2.32 0.26 3.26
15-16 GHz || 1.65 0.69 1.98 2.42 0.86 3.25
16-17 GHz || 1.69 0.74 2.00 2.25 0.39 2.99
17-18 GHz || 2.04 1.04 2.57 2.63 1.17 3.26
across frequencies, with a small variation in the standard
deviation (o) of the zero-mean lognormal fit at different

frequencies. This difference is likely due to the frequency
selectivity in the channel and the decreasing dynamic range
as the frequency increases. Finally, we note that the overall
results in Tables [[TIl [V] and [V]show that the 95% confidence
interval for minimum and maximum values is quite broad in
certain cases, though with the same sign, highlighting the need
for a larger sample size to better characterize the conditions
and increase the precision of the model; our future work will
thus include additional measurement campaigns.

D. RMS delay spread

Next, we discuss RMSDS, which is analyzed on a logarith-
mic scale, i.e., dBs (10log(Delay Spread/1 second)), as is
common in the channel modeling literature, such as in 3GPP.
Results across all sub-bands are presented in Tables[VIland [VII|
for normal fitting of the CDF. We also performed linear fitting
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Fig. 5: Modeling of RMS delay spread. Measured (M), and
Gaussian Fit (GF) curves.

where we observed significant variation in delay spread with
distance, though the confidence intervals in both the Omni or
Max-Dir cases encompassed positive and negative values for
the slope so they are not discussed further (and not shown due
to space limitations).

The delay spread distributions provide additional insights.
A sample comparison of RMSDS for Max-Dir and Omni
at the 6-7 GHz and 13-14 GHz bands (Fig. @) reveals that
RMSDS for Max-Dir is lower than in the Omni cases, which
we attribute to the spatial filtering effect of the antenna in the
best-beam case. For Max-Dir, both the 6-7 GHz (green) and
13-14 GHz (yellow) bands show a high degree of overlap, with
RMSDS values centered around -87 dBs. The distributions
across various frequencies are quite similar for the Omni case
as well, with an Omni-directional mean delay spread close to
-80 dB s. This uniformity over frequency, further confirmed in
Tables [V and [VII} is consistent with, e.g., the results of [T1]]
for single-antenna systems.

TABLE VI: Normal fitting for RM DDSon; with 95%
confidence intervals.

| Frequency H Hmin,95% | Jad \ Hmaz,95% \ Omin,95% \ o | T maz,95% \
All Bands -95.99 -83.53 -71.06 7.41 11.88 29.13
6-7 GHz -90.96 -79.87 -68.78 6.60 10.57 25.92
7-8 GHz -91.02 -79.92 -68.82 6.60 10.58 25.94
8-9 GHz -90.85 -79.81 -68.76 6.57 10.52 25.81
9-10 GHz -90.59 -79.75 -68.90 6.45 10.33 25.34
10-11 GHz -90.26 -79.45 -68.64 6.43 10.30 2527
11-12 GHz -90.49 -79.49 -68.50 6.54 10.48 25.70
12-13 GHz -90.31 -79.29 -68.26 6.56 10.50 25.76
13-14 GHz -90.65 -79.81 -68.98 6.45 10.33 2532
14-15 GHz -90.27 -79.57 -68.87 6.37 10.20 25.01
15-16 GHz -90.74 -80.03 -69.31 6.37 10.21 25.05
16-17 GHz -90.70 -79.97 -69.24 6.38 10.23 25.08
17-18 GHz -91.17 -80.38 -69.60 6.41 10.28 25.20

TABLE VII: Normal fitting for RM SDSpsaz— pir With 95%
confidence intervals.

[ Frequency [[ fmin95% | # | Pmaz,95% | Omin95% | O | Omaz,95% |
All Bands -99.65 -97.14 -94.63 1.50 2.40 5.87
6-7 GHz -99.45 -87.27 -75.09 7.25 11.61 28.47
7-8 GHz -99.57 -87.34 -75.11 7.27 11.65 28.58
8-9 GHz -99.64 -87.31 -74.97 7.34 11.75 28.83
9-10 GHz -99.01 -87.00 -74.98 7.15 11.45 28.08
10-11 GHz -99.48 -87.19 -74.90 7.31 11.71 28.72
11-12 GHz -99.40 -87.13 -74.86 7.30 11.69 28.67
12-13 GHz -99.67 -87.29 -74.91 7.36 11.80 28.94
13-14 GHz -99.64 -87.38 -75.11 7.29 11.69 28.66
14-15 GHz -99.49 -87.35 -75.20 7.22 11.57 28.38
15-16 GHz -99.76 -87.49 -75.22 7.30 11.69 28.67
16-17 GHz -99.89 -87.45 -75.01 7.40 11.85 29.08
17-18 GHz -99.82 -87.39 -74.97 7.39 11.84 29.04

—O—M ASr, 6-7 GHz

= = .GF ASr, 6-7 GHz

—E—M ASy, 13-14 GHz

~ = .GF ASy, 13-14 GHz

# M ASg, 6-7 GHz

~ = .GF ASg, 6-7 GHz
M ASg, 13-14 GHz
GF ASp, 13-14 GHz

0.4 0.6

o

g

Fig. 6: Modeling of AS. Measured (M), and Gaussian Fit (GF)
curves.

E. Angular spread

Before we analyze the AS, we point out the definition we
use, namely Fleury’s (see Sec. III), results in AS between 0
and 1, but that for small o° values (up to 0.3), it corresponds to
angular spread in radians. We also note the lower bound of the
measured AS follows from the beamwidth of the directional
antenna.

It is expected that the Tx angular spread should be small,
both because the Tx only scans a 120° sector, and also
because the buildings in the scenario form a "street canyon"”
that concentrates energy in a specific angular range. This is
confirmed in Table [VIIIl We also note that along the different
1 GHz window bands, AS is not affected by the frequency by
much and thus shows similar results for all bands.

TABLE VIII: Normal fitting for ASt, with 95% confidence
intervals.

\ Frequency H Hmin,95% \ 2d | Hmax,95% \ Tmin,95% \ o \ Tmax,95% \
All Bands 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.01 0.02 0.05
6-7 GHz 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.01 0.02 0.05
7-8 GHz 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.01 0.02 0.04
8-9 GHz 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.01 0.02 0.05
9-10 GHz 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.01 0.02 0.05
10-11 GHz 0.07 0.10 0.13 0.02 0.02 0.06
11-12 GHz 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.01 0.02 0.05
12-13 GHz 0.08 0.10 0.13 0.02 0.02 0.06
13-14 GHz 0.07 0.09 0.12 0.01 0.02 0.06
14-15 GHz 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.02 0.03 0.07
15-16 GHz 0.05 0.08 0.12 0.02 0.03 0.07
16-17 GHz 0.05 0.08 0.11 0.02 0.03 0.08
17-18 GHz 0.05 0.08 0.11 0.02 0.03 0.07

On the other hand, the Rx is expected to have a larger
angular spread, given that the scans cover the full azimuthal
range and cover all the reflected paths reaching Rx. Moreover,
the LoS multipath component has a considerable weight and
thus reduces the overall angular spread considerably. In Table
Xl we observe statistical fitting for each 1 GHz sub-band and
the full UWB case. It is clearly distinguished again that the
change in frequency does not have a significant impact on the
angular spread, however, the mean value observed in Table
Xl is approximately double compared to the angular spread
of Tx and the variance is at least four times greater than the
counterpart of Tx, indicating a more spread power angular
spectrum.

Fig. [6l provides a visual comparison of AS between the 6-
7 GHz and 13-14 GHz bands for normal distribution fitting.



While the AS values at Tx and Rx are similar for these
two frequency bands, both sides have a significant difference
between them because of their coverage, in line with previous

observations.
TABLE IX: Normal fitting for ASg, with 95% confidence
intervals.

[ Frequency [ Hmin,05% | # | Fmaz,95% | Tmin95% | O | Tmaz,95% |
All Bands 0.02 0.18 0.34 0.10 0.15 0.38
6-7 GHz 0.03 0.17 0.31 0.08 0.13 0.33
7-8 GHz 0.02 0.18 0.34 0.09 0.15 0.37
8-9 GHz 0.02 0.18 0.35 0.10 0.16 0.38
9-10 GHz 0.03 0.17 0.31 0.08 0.13 0.32
10-11 GHz 0.04 0.17 0.31 0.08 0.13 0.32
11-12 GHz 0.02 0.18 0.33 0.09 0.15 0.36
12-13 GHz 0.02 0.18 0.34 0.09 0.15 0.37
13-14 GHz 0.03 0.16 0.30 0.08 0.13 0.31
14-15 GHz -0.00 0.18 0.37 0.11 0.17 0.43
15-16 GHz -0.00 0.18 0.36 0.11 0.17 0.43
16-17 GHz -0.01 0.17 0.35 0.11 0.17 0.42
17-18 GHz 0.02 0.15 0.28 0.08 0.12 0.30

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we present an analysis of UWB double-
directionally resolved channel measurements in the upper mid-
band (FR3). Measurements were conducted at selected points
within LoS microcellular scenarios and our analysis reveals
that path loss for both Max-Dir and Omnidirectional power
delay profiles is lower than the expected free-space values,
due to the "street canyon" effect created by surrounding
buildings. For RMS delay spread and angular spread, the
statistical values remain consistent across different 1 GHz
frequency sub-bands, with minimal variation across the entire
UWB range, indicating stability in the scenario’s multipath
propagation characteristics. A similar trend is observed in the
angular spread for both Tx and Rx, where the mean value is
consistent across all 1 GHz sub-bands. These findings provide
valuable initial insights into channel characteristics in the FR3
mid-band and contribute to optimizing the design of wireless
communication systems.
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