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Abstract—Ray tracing is widely employed to model the prop-
agation of radio-frequency (RF) signal in complex environment.
The modelling performance greatly depends on how accurately
the target scene can be depicted, including the scene geometry
and surface material properties. The advances in computer
vision and LiDAR make scene geometry estimation increasingly
accurate, but there still lacks scalable and efficient approaches
to estimate the material reflectivity in real-world environment.
In this work, we tackle this problem by learning the material
reflectivity efficiently from the path loss of the RF signal from
the transmitters to receivers. Specifically, we want the learned
material reflection coefficients to minimize the gap between the
predicted and measured powers of the receivers. We achieve
this by translating the neural reflectance field from optics to
RF domain by modelling both the amplitude and phase of RF
signals to account for the multipath effects. We further propose a
differentiable RF ray tracing framework that optimizes the neu-
ral reflectance field to match the signal strength measurements.
We simulate a complex real-world environment for experiments
and our simulation results show that the neural reflectance field
can successfully learn the reflection coefficients for all incident
angles. As a result, our approach achieves better accuracy in
predicting the powers of receivers with significantly less training
data compared to existing approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ray tracing is a fundamental tool for the accurate modelling
of electromagnetic (EM) wave propagation in complex envi-
ronments, which enables a diverse range of applications, e.g.,
channel modelling [1], antenna design [2], 5G deployment [3],
and indoor localization [4]. Employing ray tracing in real-
world environment requires a high-quality scene model includ-
ing the geometry of objects and their material properties. With
the advances in computer vision and LiDAR, 3D scene geom-
etry and material estimation has become increasingly accurate
and efficient [5], [6]. Material estimation in computer vision
focuses on identifying the material properties, e.g., surface
color, roughness, and metallic, that affect visual effects [7].
In contrast, ray-frequency (RF) ray tracing cares about the
material reflectivity, which determines the amplitude and phase
changes of the RF signal before and after reflection. Material
reflection coefficient is not a constant for the given material
but a function of several factors including incident angle,
thickness, etc [8]. It is challenging to accurately measure the
material reflectivity in complex real-world environments in an
efficient way.

The early work on material reflectivity measurement can
be dated back to decades of years ago, where a pair of TX
and RX nodes moves around the material sample to measure
the attenuation of the reflected signal at different angles [9].
The material sample size and the antenna aperture have to be
carefully selected, and electromagnetic absorbers are placed
behind the material sample to combat the multi-path effects.
Scaling this approach to complex environments requires mea-
suring each material in a controlled experiment separately,
which is apparently not scalable. Along the same line of
work, the feasibility of material identification with a single
mmWave radio is studied in [10]. While this approach greatly
reduces the efforts for material reflectivity measurement, it
is still labor-intensive for practical use in large-scale scenes.
Further, compared to millimeter wave, it is more challenging
to measure material reflectivity using low frequency waves due
to rich paths between TX-RX pairs [11].

Scalable material reflectivity measurement is made possi-
ble with the material identification techniques in computer
vision, where material types in real-world environments are
first identified from the scene images and then used to infer
material reflectivity. For outdoor environments, street images
readily available from the Google map are used to construct a
3D material map for mmWave communications [12]. Together
with ray tracing, the 3D material map can be used to determine
the best direction for beamforming. However, as mentioned
before, material reflectivity depends not only on material type,
but also the incident angle and material thickness, which
cannot be explicitly inferred from images. It is possible to
compute the reflection coefficient using the Fresnel equations,
but the estimated coefficients may deviate significantly from
the actual ones [13].

In recent years, the neural radiance field (NeRF) [14]
has been shown a great success in the ray tracing of light.
Given a few images of the scene, it can learn a continuous
representation of the scene’s volumetric properties to generate
new images from different angles without the need for a
scene model. NeRF2 [15] extends the neural radiance field
from optics to electromagnetism by considering the reflection,
diffraction, and scattering of RF signal. NeRF2 represents
scenes as neural radiance fields and optimize the neural
networks with RF signal measurements. Given a transmitter
with known position, NeRF2 can accurately predict the receive
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Fig. 1. Our proposed RF ray tracing framework with the neural reflectance field. Our framework includes three components: (1) Ray tracing module, which
employs current ray tracing algorithms to discover the strong rays for each TX-RX pair, maps the reflection points to their surface IDs, and steams the tuples,
(incident angle, surface ID), to the neural reflectance fields. (2) Neural reflectance field, which takes as input the tuples and outputs the attenuation and
phase change of the RF signal. (3) Rendering module, which composes point-level attenuation into ray-level attenuation, aggregates across multiple rays to
compute the received signal for each TX-RX pair, and sums up the received signal from all transmitters to compute the receive power.

power at any position when the data density is sufficient.
However, NeRF2 has three key drawbacks. First, its perfor-
mance depends on the data density and may experience high
prediction errors under low data density. Second, it fails to
achieve accurate prediction in regions where sudden jumps
in measurements exist even when data density is high. Most
importantly, although the predicted receive power is accurate,
the learned volumetric scene function cannot reflect the real
radio propagation environment. These issues are inherent to
data-driven approaches [16].

To resolve the above issues, we propose RF ray tracing
with accurate scene models. Specifically, to predict the receive
power at a position, we first leverage ray tracing algorithms
to discover all strong rays from the transmitter to the position,
compute the receive power at each ray, and add up ray-level
complex receive powers. As mentioned, an accurate scene
model includes the 3D geometry of objects and their material
properties. Considering the success of 3D scene reconstruction
(e.g., OpenStreetMap [17] and Google Map), we simply
assume that the 3D scene geometry is known and focus on
learning the complex material reflectivity functions, which are
challenging to measure at scale. To address this challenge, we
leverage the strong descriptive power of neural networks and
propose neural reflectance fields for materials in real-world
environments, where the neural reflectance fields are capable
of learning the material reflection coefficients at different
incident angles. For efficient and scalable measurement, we
can learn the neural reflectance fields in complex outdoor
environments using the receive power of user equipments
(UEs) in cellular networks and the 3D scene geometry pro-
vided by OpenStreetMap. Our approach can be easily extended
to indoor scenarios with 3D scene geometry constructed by
popular mapping tools, e.g., SLAM [18].

Specifically, we translate the neural reflectance fields from
optics to RF domain with a complex-valued multi-layer per-
ception (MLP), where both the amplitude and phase of RF
signals are considered to model the constructive and destruc-
tive effects resulting from multipaths. The neural reflectance
fields take as input the incident angle and surface ID to predict
the amplitude and phase changes due to reflection of the

surface. In our neural network, we compute attenuation at
the ray level using the surface-level attenuation predicted by
the neural reflectance fields. This allows the neural network
to decompose the ray-level attenuation from the combined
receive power of a UE, which is a mixture of signals from both
the serving and interfering base stations (BSs). Experimental
results show that our neural network excels at predicting
not only the combined receive power of a UE, but also the
respective attenuation for each of the communication and
interference channels, which have great potentials for resource
allocation and scheduling tasks.

In summary, our contributions in this paper are as follows.
• We propose a RF ray tracing framework that combines

traditional ray tracing with the neural reflectance field to
learn the complex material reflectivity functions in real-
world environments.

• We translate the neural reflectance field from optics to
RF domain with a complex-valued MLP and optimize
the neural reflectance field to match the receive power of
RF signals.

• We demonstrate with simulations that our approach out-
performs NeRF2 in predicting the total receive power and
that our approach can accurately predict the receive power
at the ray level, making our approach valuable to a diverse
range of applications.

II. RAY TRACING WITH NEURAL REFLECTANCE FIELDS

A. Framework

We combine the general ray tracing framework with the
neural reflectance field that accounts for both scene geometry
and material reflectance. We decompose the scene geometry
into separate surfaces and assign each surface an ID as its
reference. Each surface is assumed to adopt the same material
such that material reflectance can be measured at the surface
level. Unlike many existing works, we do not assume that
the material types of surfaces are known in advance and thus
measure material reflectance separately for each surface in the
scene. As shown in Fig. 1, given the scene geometry and the
locations of TX and RX nodes, we can employ traditional
ray tracing algorithms to discover all strong rays from TX



nodes to RX nodes. For each reflection point along a ray, we
obtain the incident angle of the ray and the surface ID at the
reflection point. Then, the neural reflectance field regresses
attenuation δ(θ, s) from the incident angle and surface ID
for all reflection points along the ray, where θ is the ray’s
incident angle at the reflection point and s is the surface ID.
The renderer takes as input the attenuations at all reflection
points along a ray, the free-space path loss (FSPL), and
the transmit powers of transmitters to calculate the receive
powers at different locations. This framework is differentiable,
allowing us to fit the neural reflectance field to match the RF
signal measurements.

B. Neural Reflectance Field

The neural reflectance field aims to learn the amplitude
and phase changes of the ray at all reflection points. Let
∆A(θ, s) and ∆Θ(θ, s) denote the amplitude and phase
changes of the ray incident on the s-th surface at an angle
of θ, respectively. We can represent the reflection coefficient
as δ(θ, s) = ∆A(θ, s)ej∆Θ(θ,s). Fig. 2(a) shows an example of
the relation between reflection attenuation (amplitude change)
and the angle of incidence for several typical materials in
the MATLAB toolbox. The neural reflectance field can be
represented as:

Fw : (θ, s) 7→ (∆A(θ, s),∆Θ(θ, s))

where w indicates the neural network weights. Unlike NeRF2,
the neural reflectance field takes as input the incident angle(s)
of the ray, because the material reflectivity depends on the
incident angle. Other impacting factors to material reflectivity,
e.g, thickness, are not considered in the neural reflectance
field because these factors are static. To consider the multipath
effects in RF domain, we need to consider both the amplitude
and phase of RF signal and thus fit the reflectance field using
a complex-valued neural network. We use a classic MLP
architecture composed of eight fully connected layers with the
ReLU activations and 256 channels, where a skip connection
concatenates the input with the fifth layer’s activation [19]. As
a data-driven approach, the neural reflectance field experiences
the data density issue as shown in Fig. 2(b), where the density
of incident rays varies across different angles. It is expected
that the neural reflectance field can achieve better accuracy
in estimating reflection attenuation in dense regions than in
sparse ones. We want to ensure data density by measuring a
sufficient number of RX nodes.

C. RF Domain Rendering

In the optics domain, rendering is the process to synthesize
2D images from a representation of the 3D scene. In the RF
domain, we want the renderer to compute the desired features
of the RF signals at given positions. In this work, we focus
on the receive power of the RF signal. We consider a network
with multiple transmitters, where the i-th transmitter transmits
at the power of P tx

i . Let B be the set of TX nodes and Hi,d

be the channel between TX i and RX d. The received signal
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Fig. 2. Learning the relation between reflection attenuation and the angle of
incidence with the neural reflectance field. Incident rays may differ in density
at different angles, resulting in sparse regions to have larger learning errors
for the reflection attenuation.

at RX d is a combination of the received signal from all TX
nodes, which can be written as

Srx
k =

∑
i∈B

√
P tx
i Hi,d. (1)

Since the received signal is complex-valued, we compute the
receive power as

P rx
k = |Srx

k |2, (2)

where the omnidirectional antenna is assumed with uniform
gain in each direction. The channel between the TX and the
RX can be further decomposed into multiple rays. Let Pi be
the set of reflection points along the i-th ray, ri,k be the k-
th reflection point on ray i, s(ri,k) be the surface ID of the
reflection point ri,k, and θ(ri,k) be the incident angle of ray i
at the reflection point ri,k. We can obtain the reflection points
along a ray after applying the ray tracing algorithms on the
3D scene geometry. Let di be the length of ray i. According
to the Friis equation, we can compute the amplitude and phase
changes of ray i as

HFS
i =

λc

4πdi
ej

2πdi
λc , (3)

where λc is the wavelength of the carrier wave and 2πdi/λc

is the phase rotation due to signal traveling from the TX to
RX node. Let δk be the total reflection attenuation along ray
k. We can express δk as

δk =
∏

rk,l∈Pk

∆A(θ(rk,l), s(rk,l))e
j∆Θ(θ(rk,l)). (4)

Let Ri,d be the set of rays from TX i to RX d. Multiplying the
FSPL and reflection attenuation, we can express the channel
between TX i and RX d as

Hi,d =
∑

k∈Ri,d

HFS
k δk. (5)

Combining all the above equations, we can rewrite the receive
power of RX node d as in Eq. (6).

D. Loss Function

Let P rx
i be the measured receive power for RX i and P̂ rx

i

be the predicted RX power by the neural network for RX
i. Suppose that we have measurements for N RX nodes at



P rx
d =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
i∈B

√
P tx
i

∑
k∈Ri,d

λc

4πdk
e
j
2πdk
λc

∏
p∈Pk

∆A(θ(rk,l), s(rk,l))e
j∆Θ(θ(rk,l))

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

(6)

different locations. We can use the following loss function to
train our neural network:

L =
1

N

N∑
i=1

|P rx
i − P̂ rx

i |2. (7)

The weights of the neural reflectance network will be opti-
mized to minimize the loss function. We measure the receive
power in the unit of decibels, such that the weak receive power
is treated equally as the strong receive power. The reason for
this is that the weak receive power may consist of weak rays
that are the only ones reflecting on a remote surface. We want
to use as many rays as possible for measurements to avoid
prediction errors due to low data density. In contrast, using
milliwatts for the receive power will make the neural network
inclined to optimize for the strong receive power, which is
a collection of strong rays. This equates to underplay the
importance of weak rays, making the surfaces solely reflected
by weak rays prone to large measurement errors.

III. IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS

Data prerequisites. Training the neural reflectance field re-
quires the geometry of the 3D scene, the locations of the
TX and RX nodes, and the transmit/receive powers of the
TX/RX nodes at those locations. Since scenes differ in their
geometries, we have to run ray tracing algorithms for each
scene separately to obtain the rays for each TX-RX pair, where
the number of rays can be specified as needed. We train a
separate neural reflectance field for each scene.
One-hot encoding. Due to the unordered and categorical
characteristics of the surface IDs, we apply one-hot encoding
to represent surface IDs. For a reflection point on the s-th
surface, the input is encoded into a high-dimension vector:

E : s 7→ (0, 0, · · · ,
s-th︷︸︸︷
1 , · · · , 0, 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Number of all reflection surfaces

, (8)

where the dimension is determined by the total number of
reflection surfaces. In our experiments, the encoder is applied
to the input reflection surfaces respectively.
Ray tracing. Our framework includes a ray tracing module
that discovers the rays between a TX-RX pair. We adopt the
MATLAB ray tracing module to find rays and meanwhile
obtain the coordinates of reflection points, angles of incidence
at reflection points as well as the propagation distance of each
ray. Shooting and bouncing rays (SBR) method [20] works as
the ray tracing algorithm, with the maximum reflection times
limited to 3 and no diffraction allowed. Thereafter, we want
to map reflection points to their corresponding surfaces. We
export the geometric information of all the surfaces by the
Blender Python scripts, and then use ray casting algorithm to
determine which surface the reflection point is on.

Virtual reflection points. After running the ray tracing al-
gorithms, we can find the rays between each pair of TX and
RX nodes. The number of rays may vary across different TX-
RX pairs and, similarly, the number of reflection points may
vary across rays between a TX-RX pair. In order to parallelize
tensor operations, we insert virtual reflection points to enforce
rays to have equal number of reflection points and TX-RX
pairs to have equal number of rays. We intentionally set the
attenuation of virtual reflection points to zero and their incident
angles to 90 degrees. Besides, the transmit power for the rays
with all virtual reflection points should be set to zero. Since
the attenuations of virtual reflection points are constant, their
derivatives are zero in backpropagation, thereby causing no
influence on the real reflection points during the training.
When using the neural network for inference, we have to
ensure that the virtual reflection points use the same values
as in training.
Network training configurations. Following the practice
in NeRF2, we employ the Adam optimizer with an initial
learning rate of 1 × 10−3 and a weight decay of 5 × 10−5.
A cosine annealing scheduler is used to adjust the learn-
ing rate during the training with the maximum number of
iterations Tmax = 10000 and the minimum learning rate
ηmin = 1 × 10−6. Other hyper-parameters are set as default.
We train our neural network on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090
GPU. It takes 90k ∼ 110k iterations (about 2 hours) for our
network training to converge.

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

A. Datasets

We synthesize our dataset using a campus-level 3D scene
obtained from the OpenStreetMap, covering an area of roughly
1 km2 and including 923 surfaces and 4 types of materials:
water, vegetation, concrete, and brick. Each material has a
simulated attenuation that is linear to the angle of incidence.
As shown in Fig. 3, we deploy 3 TX nodes on the roof tops
as micro BSs with a transmit power of 10 watts. Meanwhile,
we randomly pick about 2000 RX nodes at the height of one
meter from the ground and allow at most 21 rays for each RX
and at most 3 reflections for each ray, where the number of
rays is capped at 7 for each TX-RX pair. Each of the TX and
RX nodes is equipped with a single omnidirectional antenna.
We use 80% of the dataset for training and the rest for testing.

B. Accuracy of Neural Reflectance Field

Estimation accuracy of reflection coefficients. To evaluate
the accuracy of the neural reflectance field, we want to
compare its estimated reflection coefficient with the ground
truth. Although our training set only includes rays with a
limited number of incident angles for each surface, the neural



Fig. 3. Campus-level 3D scene geometry from OpenStreetMap
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Fig. 4. Accuracy of the neural reflectance field

reflectance field is capable of predicting the reflection coeffi-
cient at any angle. For each surface, we generate the estimated
reflection coefficients with randomly selected incident angles
and compare them with the ground-truth coefficients computed
from the simulated attenuation function. We define the esti-
mation error as ϵδ = |10 log10(|δEstimate|/|δGroundTruth|)|, where
δEstimate is the estimated reflection coefficient and δGroundTruth
is the ground truth. When there is no error, ϵδ is equal to
0. Fig. 4(a) shows the mean estimation error and the 90-th,
95-th, and 99-th percentile errors under different angles of
incidence, where the angles of incidence are evenly divided
into 1000 bins and the percentile is computed for errors in
each bin. It can be seen that the 99-th percentile error is
below 2.5 dB for all incident angles and the mean error is
below 0.6 dB. We can also see that the error decreases as
the angle of incidence increases and rebounds when the angle
comes near 90◦. Based on our simulated attenuation function,
reflection loss is large for small incident angles, resulting in
a ray with strength weaker than others. Such weak rays have
limited influence to the overall receive power and thus are
likely to experience larger estimation errors. When the angle
of incidence comes near 90◦, the reflection coefficient is very
small, which tends to suffer from large estimation errors.
Estimation accuracy by material type. We further look at
the estimation error by material type. Fig. 4(b) shows the 99-
th percentile estimation error by material type. We can see
that the estimation error increases from water to brick, where
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Fig. 5. Comparison with existing approaches

water has the smallest attenuation and brick has the largest.
From water to brick, the increased attenuation weakens the
ray strength, thus greatly reducing its influence to the overall
receive power. As a result, the reflection coefficients of brick
surfaces are the most difficult to estimate.

C. Comparison with Existing Approaches

Prediction error. We compare our approach with the state-of-
the-art approach, NeRF2, in terms of the accuracy in predicting
the receive power of RX nodes. We compute the prediction
error as ϵP = |10 log10(P rx

Predict/P
rx
GroundTruth)|, where P rx

Predict
and P rx

GroundTruth are the predicted and ground-truth receive
powers, respectively. As shown in Fig. 5(a), our approach
outperforms NeRF2 in the mean prediction error under all data
densities on the testing set. When data density is only 250
samples per km2, our approach achieves a mean prediction
error 14 dB less than NeRF2. The prediction accuracy of
NeRF2 can be significantly improved by using higher data
density, but its prediction error is still 2 dB higher than
our approach at high data density. This is because NeRF2

predicts the receive power of RX nodes at new locations with
interpolation. Looking at the spatial distribution of receive
powers, we find that there exist sudden jumps in receive power
between nearby RX nodes, because the rays from a TX node
to two close RX nodes may reflect on different reflection
surfaces. This issue can be mitigated when data density is
high, but is hard to entirely eliminate.
Robustness to low data density. Fig. 5(a) shows that our
approach constantly achieves a low prediction error under
different data densities. This is because ray tracing allows
us to group reflections on the same surface together. In
other words, reflections on the same surface can be used
together to train the neural reflectance field for the surface.
To achieve high prediction accuracy, our approach requires
sufficient measurements at the surface level, while NeRF2

requires high data density for all possible locations. When
the space is large as in our experiments, NeRF2 needs large
volume of measurements to achieve high prediction accuracy.
We further evaluate our approach’s capability to accurately
estimate material reflection coefficients, a task that NeRF2

cannot perform. We follow the same way to compute the
estimation error of reflection coefficients. From Fig. 5(b),
we can see that the neural reflectance field can achieve low
estimation errors with a mean of 0.8 dB when there are



only 250 samples per km2 and can also benefit from higher
data density. The reason for this is that more measurements
at different angles improve the interpolation accuracy of the
neural reflectance field.

D. SINR and Interference Channel Prediction

We evaluate the prediction error for the signal-to-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) and the interference chan-
nel gains. We define the interference channel error as the
difference between the predicted and ground-truth interference
channel gains between TX-RX pairs, where each RX node is
served by the nearest TX node and interfered by the rest. We
calculate the SINR error for each RX node in the testing set
and show the distribution of SINR errors in Fig. 6(a), where al-
most all RX nodes have an accurate predicted SINR deviating
from the actual one less than 0.05 dB. We further decompose
the superimposed interference signals at the level of TX-RX
pairs. Fig. 6(b) shows that our approach can accurately predict
the channel gain for each interference channel, with only less
than 1% of TX-RX pairs having a prediction error greater
than 0.05 dB. Simulation results show that our ray tracing
framework is powerful in predicting both communication and
interference channel gains, which has great potentials to be
used for resource allocation and scheduling tasks.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper focuses on solving the problem of scalable
and efficient measurement of material reflectivity for ray
tracing in complex real-world environments. To address this
problem, we translated the neural reflectance field that have
been proved a success in optics to the RF domain to learn
the reflection coefficients at any angle from the receive power
of RF signals. We designed a differential RF ray tracing
framework to train the neural reflectance field such that the
predicted receive powers match the measured ones. In our
simulations, the neural reflectance field exhibits remarkable
performance in learning the material reflection coefficients at
different angles for surfaces in a large scene. Furthermore,
our framework demonstrated the ability to decompose the
superimposed interference signals and accurately predict the
gain of each interference channel, which has great potentials
for resource allocation and scheduling tasks.
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