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Abstract—Growing demand for high data rates is driving in-
terest in the upper mid-band (FR 3) spectrum (6-24 GHz). While
some propagation measurements exist in literature, the impact
of vegetation on link performance remains under-explored. This
study examines vegetation-induced losses in an urban scenario
across 6-18 GHz. A simple method for calculating vegetation
depth is introduced, along with a model that quantifies additional
attenuation based on vegetation depth and frequency, divided
into 1 GHz sub-bands. We see that excess vegetation loss
increases with vegetation depth and higher frequencies. These
findings provide insights for designing reliable, foliage-aware
communication networks in FR 3.

Index Terms—Upper mid-band measurements, FR3, Vegeta-
tion Loss

I. INTRODUCTION

The rising demand for high data rates in urban areas drives

interest in the upper mid-band spectrum (6-24 GHz), also

called Frequency Range 3 (FR3) by the cellular standardiza-

tion organization 3GPP [1]. Accurate channel characterization

through precision measurements is critical for effective system

design. However, given uncertainty about which bands will be

allocated for high-data-rate use, ultra-wideband (UWB)1 mea-

surements across the whole band are vital to ensure compre-

hensive, flexible data collection. Additionally, understanding

the frequency-dependence of channel model parameters for

the 3GPP- and other channel models is essential for realistic

system performance assessment [3].

There have been a number of propagation measurements

in the upper mid-band.2 These include cases such as mea-

surement of specific propagation effects, like transmission

and reflection from building materials [4]; single-link-end

measurements, often using omni-directional antennas, which

can be narrowband [5]; directional measurements at one

link end [6]; and double-directional measurements, which are

typically wideband [7], [8].

Even though upper-midband systems will be deployed

mainly in densely populated areas, analysis of the impact

of vegetation is important, as many suburban, urban, and
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1UWB is defined here as having over 20% relative bandwidth, consistent
with one FCC definition. Although the FCC also classifies transmissions with
more than 500 MHz bandwidth as UWB, this is based on regulatory factors
rather than channel statistics [2].

2Only sample papers are discussed due to space constraints.

even metropolitan areas contain significant vegetation, such

as tree-lined avenues and plazas with bushes and trees. Such

vegetation introduces significant losses due to attenuation and

scattering, which are expected to worsen with higher frequen-

cies and greater foliage density. Despite this, measurement-

based studies on the impact of vegetation on communication

links in the upper midband remain rare. To the best of our

knowledge, the only in-depth study is [9], which however only

measured narrowband at 9.6 GHz and compared the results

to 29 and 59 GHz results. While [10] proposes vegetation

attenuation models for frequencies from 30 MHz to 100 GHz,

they are only based on measurements below 3 GHZ and above

30 GHz, while models in between are based on theoretical

considerations only.

To address this gap, the current paper employs UWB

measurements across the 6-18 GHz range to investigate the

excess losses caused by varying vegetation depths in urban

environments for the first time in the literature. We propose

a simple method to calculate vegetation depth and model its

effects on communication links, analyzing data in one-GHz-

wide sub-bands. By modeling these additional vegetation-

induced losses with a linear fit, we develop a practical

vegetation loss model that quantifies the excess attenuation as

a function of vegetation depth and frequency, providing crucial

insights for the design and optimization of future mid-band

communication systems.

II. MEASUREMENT SETUP AND SITE

A. Testbed description

For the current measurement campaign, we use a custom

RF-over-fiber (RFoF) frequency-domain channel sounder, as

detailed in [8]. The sounder is based on a vector network

analyzer (VNA) covering a 12 GHz bandwidth from 6 to 18

GHz, with high-gain HGHA618 horn antennas (6-18 GHz)

mounted on high-precision rotors. The transmitter (Tx) is

mounted on a building at a height of over 20 meters, emulating

a base station (BS), while the receiver (Rx), simulating user

equipment (UE), is positioned 2 meters above the ground

(to ensure a travel through the canopy of the tree). The

Tx remained stationary throughout the measurements. Each

VNA sweep records 12,001 frequency points across a 12 GHz

bandwidth, enabling the measurement of excess delays up to

1 µs. This corresponds to a maximum multipath propagation

distance of 300 meters, sufficient to avoid aliasing in a

microcellular scenario in an urban environment, which is the

focus of this study.
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Fig. 1: Measurement site.

The setup aligns the Tx and Rx horn antennas to point

to each other along the line-of-sight (LoS), establishing a

coordinate system in which the LoS multipath component

(MPC) has a co-elevation of 0◦ at Tx and Rx. The Rx was

rotated in the azimuthal range of −60◦ to 60◦ in 10◦ steps

and in the elevation range of −30◦ to 30◦ in 10◦ steps

to identify potential errors from misalignment. However, no

significant alignment errors were observed. To isolate “system

and antenna” effects from the measurements, a time-gated

over-the-air (OTA) calibration was performed daily throughout

the campaign at a calibration point located 44 meters from

the Tx, as illustrated in Fig. 1 while ensuring there is no

vegetation within the first Fresnel zone from the Tx to

this calibration location. Additionally, the measurements were

conducted at night in a cordoned-off area to ensure a static and

controlled environment throughout the measurement process.

B. Measurement site

The measurements were conducted on the University of

Southern California’s University Park Campus in Los Angeles,

CA, USA, specifically along McClintock Avenue, as shown

in Fig. 1. The Tx was positioned near the top of the PSA

building on an external staircase, providing an elevated van-

tage point for LoS signal transmission. The Rx positions, la-

beled as V eg1 through V eg6, were strategically placed along

McClintock Avenue and nearby areas to study the impact

of vegetation and urban obstructions on the communication

channel. The calibration point was located directly across from

the Tx on the opposite side of McClintock Avenue.

The environment represents an urban street canyon sce-

nario, featuring building facades (e.g., GER, EEB, IRC, PKS),

foliage of varying densities, and parked vehicles, making

it ideal for studying vegetation-induced losses. Among the

Rx positions, LoS1 (64.5m from the Tx) represents a clear

LoS path with no vegetation obstruction. In contrast, V eg1

Fig. 2: Elliptical modeling of tree silhouettes for vegetation depth
calculation.

(74.7m) through V eg6 (126m) introduced varying vegetation

depths. It is important to note that longer distances do not al-

ways correspond to greater vegetation depth, as the vegetation

a signal traverses depends on the specific scenario geometry.

For instance, the LoS to some farther Rx points may go over

the canopies of many of the trees and just correspond to lower

vegetation depth.

The vegetation depth for each Rx point, and the corre-

sponding excess losses due to vegetation, are described in

the next section. A summary of distances between the Tx and

Rx points is provided in Table I.

C. Calculation of Vegetation Depth

The geometry of each tree was measured on-site using

rods and GoPro cameras, allowing for precise determination

of tree dimensions, including trunk height, foliage height,

and tree width. These measurements were used to model the

silhouette of each tree. An ellipse was chosen to represent the

tree’s silhouette as it provides a more realistic approximation

compared to a circle. Modeling a tree as a circle can lead

to inaccuracies if the width and height of the canopy are not

similar: if the circle is inscribed within the tree boundary, it

underestimates the foliage depth by ignoring the outer edges;

conversely, if the circle is expanded to cover the boundary,

it overestimates the depth by extending beyond the tree’s

actual shape. Additionally, modeling the intricate structure

of branches and finer foliage is not practical. Therefore, the

elliptical model offers a balanced and effective representation

of the tree’s main foliage, as illustrated in Fig. 2.

To calculate the vegetation depth, we establish the equations

of both the LoS line and the tree ellipse, and solve for the

points of intersection. From this, the distance between them

is easily determined. This process is repeated for each tree

along the signal path, for all Rx locations, to compute the total

vegetation depth. For some points, such as V eg6, the signal

TABLE I: Rx point description.

Identifier Tx-Rx Distance (m) Vegetation Depth (m)

LoS1 64.5 0
V eg1 74.7 5.18
V eg2 83.1 15.59
V eg3 90.9 22.18
V eg4 97.5 27.82
V eg5 116.7 26.85
V eg6 126 24.31



path passes through multiple trees, requiring the calculation of

vegetation depth as the sum of distances through each ellipse.

The results are summarized in Table I.

III. PARAMETERS AND PROCESSING

The measurement setup generates frequency-domain scans

across various Tx-Rx configurations, resulting in a three-

dimensional tensor Hmeas(f, φRx, θ̃Rx; d), where f repre-

sents the frequency, φRx denotes the Rx azimuth orientations,

θ̃Rx is the Rx elevation angle, and d is the Tx-Rx distance.

To obtain the calibrated channel transfer function, the mea-

sured channel response is normalized by the OTA calibration,

HOTA(f), which removes the effect of the measurement sys-

tem, antennas (gain only while directional filtering remains),

and the impact of measuring at OTA distance dOTA as:

H(f, φRx, θ̃Rx; d) =
Hmeas(f, φRx, θ̃Rx; d)

HOTA(f)
. (1)

Directional power delay profiles (PDP) are computed using

the inverse Fourier transform of the calibrated channel transfer

function:

Pcalc(τ, φRx, θ̃Rx; d) =
∣

∣

∣
F

−1

f

{

H(f, φRx, θ̃Rx; d)
}∣

∣

∣

2

. (2)

Noise reduction is performed using thresholding and delay

gating techniques, as detailed in [11], and is defined as:

P (τ) = [Pcalc(τ) : (τ ≤ τgate) ∧ (Pcalc(τ) ≥ Pλ)] , (3)

where τgate is the maximum delay gate, and Pλ is the power

threshold set to remove noise (set at 12 dB above noise floor).

Since we aim to assess the impact of vegetation, it is

crucial to isolate the direct path between the Tx and Rx

that avoids interactions with other objects in the scenario. To

achieve this, we focus on the direct LoS path between the

Tx and Rx, analyzing the directional PDPs to determine the

optimal alignment. This alignment is guided by the scenario’s

geometry and matched with the delay domain expectation of

the direct LoS path, enabling us to accurately identify the

corresponding directional PDP component. The power of this

component, corresponding to the delay τLoS = d/c (where c
is the speed of light), is denoted as PLoS(f ; d).

While the high delay resolution might suggest that iso-

lation of the strongest path could be achieved using either

a constructed omni-directional or best-aligned PDP, further

investigations revealed that the omni-directional PDPs con-

tained additional contributions even in the delay bin of the

LoS path that remain unresolvable at the Fourier delay grid

resolution. These contributions bypass the vegetation and thus

distort the results. By contrast, analysis of the best-aligned

PDP indicated an absence of significant alignment errors,

as mentioned above. For this reason, all further processing

is based on the best-aligned PDP and, in particular, the

LoS path component extracted from it. We note, however,

that despite the use of directional PDPs and high delay

resolution, residual small-scale fading caused by interference

from unresolvable MPCs is present (and inevitable), leading
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(b) PDP for V eg1.

Fig. 3: Sample PDPs between 6-7 GHz.

to fluctuations in the observed results. Such MPCs might arise

from (unresolvable) scattering, diffraction around the canopy,

and ground reflections of MPCs passing through the canopy;

they will arise not only in our measurements but in all real-

world urban scenarios with vegetation.

The excess vegetation loss is then calculated as the differ-

ence between PLoS(f ; d), and the theoretical Friis received

power in dB (PFriis(f, d)) at the same distance (d) and

frequency, as described in [12, Chapter 4], and is expressed

as:

Lveg(f ; d) = PFriis(f, d)− PLoS(f ; d). (4)

To model the relationship between excess vegetation loss

and vegetation depth, we fit a linear model as:

Lveg(f, dveg) = α(f)dveg , (5)

where dveg is the vegetation depth i.e. the portion of the total

distance d that is obstructed by vegetation (calculated values

for the current measurements in Table I), and α(f) is the slope

of the fitted line that corresponds to excess vegetation loss per

unit distance. Please note that the linear fit is constrained to

start from the origin (dveg = 0, Lveg = 0), as no additional

loss due to vegetation should be observed when vegetation

depth is zero, corresponding to scenarios without vegetation

in the channel (e.g., LoS1).

IV. RESULTS

A. Power delay profiles

Two sample PDPs for 6–7 GHz are shown in Fig. 3a and

Fig. 3b. The delay on the x-axis is expressed in meters,
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Fig. 4: Vegetation depth vs excess loss for different frequencies.

calculated as τ × c, where c = 3 × 108m/s, providing a

clear representation of the propagation paths.

In both cases, the strongest component, corresponding to

the LoS, appears at a delay matching the physical Tx-Rx

distance, verifying the geometry of the scenario. Additional

components, representing reflections within the environment,

are also visible but are not the focus here. Focusing on

the primary LoS component, we see in Fig. 3a (LoS1, no

vegetation) that the power of this component is −85.46 dB,

close to the expected Friis received power of −84.89 dB at 6.5

GHz. In contrast, Fig. 3b (V eg1, dveg ≈ 5m) shows the LoS

power at −97.63 dB, compared to the Friis received power of

−86.16 dB. This indicates an excess loss of nearly 11.5 dB
due to vegetation.

B. Vegetation depth vs excess loss

TABLE II: Linear fitting for excess loss vs vegetation depth.

Frequency αmin α αmax

6-7 GHz 0.86 1.26 1.66
7-8 GHz 1.04 1.50 1.95
8-9 GHz 1.11 1.55 2.00

9-10 GHz 0.91 1.57 2.23
10-11 GHz 1.24 1.68 2.11
11-12 GHz 1.23 1.80 2.38
12-13 GHz 1.33 1.80 2.26
13-14 GHz 1.12 1.69 2.27
14-15 GHz 1.35 1.80 2.25
15-16 GHz 1.22 1.81 2.40
16-17 GHz 1.25 1.76 2.26
17-18 GHz 1.10 1.79 2.48

Fig. 4 shows the fitting results for the 6-7 GHz and 17-18

GHz bands where we see that excess loss generally increases

with vegetation depth, and α varies with frequency. Moreover,

we see that at both frequencies, for a vegetation depth of

0, the excess loss is also nearly zero, consistent with our

model expressed in equations (4) and (5). While the linear

fits for these bands capture the overall trend, the measured

data points exhibit noticeable scattering around the fitted line.

This variability suggests that additional measurements may

be needed to refine the model further. However, as an initial

model, the results effectively demonstrate the increasing loss

with vegetation depth and highlight the frequency-dependent

nature of attenuation, with higher frequencies (e.g., 17-18

GHz) experiencing more loss. Table II summarizes the slopes

α for different frequency bands. The values of α range from

approximately 1.26 dB/m at 6–7 GHz to 1.79 dB/m at 17–18

GHz, reflecting the frequency-dependent nature of foliage-

induced attenuation. The variation of α within each band,

represented by αmin and αmax, accounts for the inherent

small-scale fading observed during measurements as well as

the limitations of the Fourier delay resolution.

V. CONCLUSION

This study is the first ultra-wideband investigation of

vegetation-induced losses in the upper mid-band spectrum

(6–18 GHz) under urban conditions. We see a general trend of

increasing excess loss with vegetation depth, with higher fre-

quencies experiencing more attenuation. While the proposed

model effectively captures this behavior, noticeable variability

in the measurements suggests that additional measurements

are necessary to further validate and refine the results based

on scenario, the vegetation type, foliage density etc.
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