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Abstract—In this paper, a novel multi-modal intelligent channel
model for sixth-generation (6G) multiple-unmanned aerial vehicle
(multi-UAV)-to-multi-vehicle communications is proposed. To
thoroughly explore the mapping relationship between the physical
environment and the electromagnetic space in the complex multi-
UAV-to-multi-vehicle scenario, two new parameters, i.e., terres-
trial traffic density (TTD) and aerial traffic density (ATD), are de-
veloped and a new sensing-communication intelligent integrated
dataset is constructed in suburban scenario under different TTD
and ATD conditions. With the aid of sensing data, i.e., light
detection and ranging (LiDAR) point clouds, the parameters
of static scatterers, terrestrial dynamic scatterers, and aerial
dynamic scatterers in the electromagnetic space, e.g., number,
distance, angle, and power, are quantified under different TTD
and ATD conditions in the physical environment. In the proposed
model, the channel non-stationarity and consistency on the time
and space domains and the channel non-stationarity on the
frequency domain are simultaneously mimicked. The channel
statistical properties, such as time-space-frequency correlation
function (TSF-CF), time stationary interval (TSI), and Doppler
power spectral density (DPSD), are derived and simulated.
Simulation results match ray-tracing (RT) results well, which
verifies the accuracy of the proposed multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle
channel model.

Index Terms—Multi-modal intelligent channel model,
6G multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle communications, sensing-
communication intelligent integrated dataset, terrestrial traffic
density (TTD), aerial traffic density (ATD).

I. INTRODUCTION

With the wide popularization of the low-altitude economy,
intelligent low-altitude transportation has received consider-
able attention. As an emerging sixth-generation (6G) intelli-
gent networked scenario, intelligent low-altitude transportation
involves a variety of low-altitude unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs), all types of vehicles, roadside units, and pedestrians.
Considering the security of UAVs and autonomous vehicles
as well as more convenient and more efficient informa-
tion service, more reliable and lower latency communica-
tion requirements of 6G intelligent networked low-altitude
transportation communications can no longer be efficiently
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addressed by the conventional communication networks. To
better design and analyze the 6G intelligent networked low-
altitude transportation communication system, the research on
the underlying propagation characteristics and corresponding
channel modeling is essential [1].

So far, many researchers have worked on UAV-to-ground
channel measurement campaigns, channel characteristic anal-
ysis, and channel modeling, which can to some extent investi-
gate 6G intelligent networked low-altitude channels. The UAV-
to-ground channel characteristics at 5.8 GHz in suburban sce-
narios were measured and analyzed in [2]. The UAV-to-ground
channel measurement campaigns at 968 MHz and 5 GHz in
urban, suburban, and highland scenarios were carried out in
[3], where the single-input multiple-output (SIMO) channel
characteristics were investigated, including path loss, Ricean
factor, delay spread, and small-scale fading parameters. The
authors in [4] conducted the UAV-to-ground channel measure-
ment campaigns at 1 GHz and 4 GHz, and analyzed the time
non-stationarity in UAV-to-ground channels. The spatial chan-
nel characterizations of UAV-to-ground channel at 1.8 GHz
and 2.5 GHz were respectively investigated based on the
measurement campaigns in [5], [6]. Based upon these channel
measurement campaigns and characteristic analysis, extensive
UAV-to-ground channel models were proposed. According to
the electromagnetic wave theory and ray-tracing (RT) tech-
nology, the deterministic UAV-to-ground channel models [7],
[8] were proposed. However, the deterministic channel models
are limited to certain physical environments. To apply to more
diverse UAV-to-ground physical environments, the geometry-
based stochastic models (GBSMs), whose parameters can be
adjusted with the UAV-to-ground physical environment, are
proposed, including regular-shaped GBSMs (RS-GBSMs) and
irregular-shaped GBSMs (IS-GBSMs). In UAV-to-ground RS-
GBSMs [9], [10] the scattering clusters were modeled on two-
dimensional (2D) rings, 2D ellipses, three-dimensional (3D)
cylinders, and 3D ellipsoids to calculate propagation paths
and channel parameters. However, the scattering clusters in
RS-GBSMs are too restricted on regular shapes to mimic
the high-dynamic UAV channels. Therefore, more suitable
and flexible IS-GBSMs [11]–[13] were proposed for UAV-to-
ground channels.

Nevertheless, the aforementioned UAV-to-ground channel
models are limited and insufficient to describe the 6G in-
telligent networked low-altitude transportation channel. The
high-mobility of UAVs and vehicles, the infinity of intelli-
gent agents equipped with communication equipment, and
the intricacy of pervasive connectivity bring new challenges
for channel modeling. Furthermore, more reliable and lower
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latency communication requirements of 6G intelligent net-
worked low-altitude transportation communications rely on a
more in-depth understanding of the propagation environment
and more accurate channel modeling, where the conventional
channel modeling method can no longer satisfy. Fortunately, in
low-altitude intelligent transportation, the multiple intelligent
networked UAVs, autonomous vehicles, and roadside units
are simultaneously deployed with communication devices and
multi-modal sensors. In this case, the communication ca-
pability and sensing capability coexist symbiotically, which
brings more opportunities for 6G intelligent networked low-
altitude transportation channel modeling. Inspired by human
synesthesia, Synesthesia of Machines (SoM) was proposed in
[14] for the technology development of intelligent multi-modal
sensing-communication integration. Unlike integrated sensing
and communications (ISAC) [15], which focuses on radio-
frequency (RF) radar sensing and communications, SoM refers
to the intelligent integration of multi-modal sensing and com-
munications, including RF communications, RF sensing, i.e.,
millimeter wave (mmWave) radar, and non-RF sensing, i.e.,
light detection and ranging (LiDAR) and RGB-Depth cameras
etc. Similar to the way humans sense the environment via
multiple organs, i.e., the environmental information obtained
by multiple organs is mutually facilitated via biological neural
networks, multi-modal sensors and communication devices,
i.e., machine sense, can assist mutually and capture more
detailed and more accurate environmental information based
on machine learning. Since channel modeling essentially de-
scribes the electromagnetic environment that is closely related
to the physical environment, channel modeling with the help
of intelligent multi-modal sensing-communication integration
has the potential to handle the high-mobility and intricacy of
pervasive connectivity in 6G intelligent networked low-altitude
transportation communications.

In this paper, inspired by SoM, we explore the mutual
facilitation of multi-modal sensing-communication integra-
tion in channel modeling of 6G intelligent networked low-
altitude transportation communications, investigate the map-
ping relationship between the physical environment and the
electromagnetic space with channel information and LiDAR
point clouds, and propose a novel multi-modal intelligent
channel model for 6G multiple-UAV (multi-UAV)-to-multi-
vehicle communications. The main contributions and novelties
of this paper are summarized below.

1) To more accurately mimic intelligent networked low-
altitude transportation channels, a novel multi-modal in-
telligent channel model is proposed for 6G multi-UAV-
to-multi-vehicle communications. In the proposed model,
the impact of terrestrial traffic density (TTD) and aerial
traffic density (ATD) is considered for the first time in
UAV-to-ground channel modeling. Furthermore, a novel
LiDAR-aided temporal and spatial non-stationarity and
consistent algorithm is developed to simultaneously de-
pict the channel non-stationarity and consistency on the
time and space domains and the channel non-stationarity
on the frequency domain.

2) To thoroughly explore the mapping relationship between

the physical environment and the electromagnetic space
in the complex multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle scenario,
a new multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle cooperative sensing-
communication integration (MUMV-CSCI) dataset in
suburban forking road scenarios is constructed, including
the channel information and LiDAR point clouds. In the
constructed dataset, the diversity in the electromagnetic
space, i.e., the channels among multiple UAVs and vehi-
cles, and the variety in the physical environment, i.e., the
environment under different TTD and ATD conditions,
are considered.

3) With the help of sensing information in the physical
environment, i.e., LiDAR point clouds, scatterers of
multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channels in the electromag-
netic space can be for the first time divided into static
scatterers, terrestrial dynamic scatterers, and aerial dy-
namic scatterers. In this case, a novel multi-UAV-to-multi-
vehicle channel parameter table, e.g., number, distance,
angle, and power of dynamic and static scatterers, is
developed under different TTD and ATD conditions in
the suburban scenario.

4) The multi-UAV-multi-vehicle channel statistical proper-
ties, including time-space-frequency correlation function
(TSF-CF), time stationary interval (TSI), and Doppler
power spectral density (DPSD), are derived and sim-
ulated. Based on the simulation result, the impact of
different TTD and ATD conditions on channel statistics
is investigated. Simulation results have close agreement
with RT-based results, which verify the proposed multi-
UAV-multi-vehicle channel model.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II describes the MUMV-CSCI dataset in the suburban
forking road scenario and presents the quantified channel
parameters under different TTD and ATD conditions. In Sec-
tion III, a novel multi-modal intelligent channel model for 6G
multiple-UAV (multi-UAV)-to-multi-vehicle communications
is proposed. The multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel statis-
tical properties are given in Section IV. Section V presents
the corresponding simulation result, which is further compared
with the RT-based result. At last, the conclusions are obtained
in Section VI.

II. MUMV-CSCI DATASET AND CHANNEL
PARAMETERIZATION IN SUBURBAN SCENARIO

The multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle sensing-communication in-
telligent integrated measurement campaign is conducted in a
suburban forking road scenario. To investigate the impact of
traffic density conditions in both terrestrial and aerial areas, the
TTD and ATD are developed and the measurement campaign
is carried out under different TTD and ATD conditions.

Since the multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel is highly
dynamic, complicated, and changeable, it is significant to
explore the static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic
scatterers. Moreover, investigating the impact of TTD and
ATD conditions is essential for the design of 6G multi-
UAV-to-multi-vehicle sensing-communication intelligent inte-
grated communication systems. Nevertheless, the conventional



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS, VOL. XX, NO. XX, XX 2025 3

UAV number: 15
Vehicle number: 25

High ATD
High TTD

UAV1
UAV2

UAV6

UAV3

UAV5

UAV4

UAV7

UAV12

UAV14/15
UAV8

UAV9
UAV10/11 UAV13

Vehicle1

Vehicle2

Vehicle3
Vehicle5

Vehicle6 Vehicle7

Vehicle8

UAV1
UAV2

UAV6

UAV3
UAV5

UAV4

UAV7

UAV12

UAV14/15
UAV8

UAV9UAV10/11
UAV13

Vehicle1

Vehicle2

Vehicle3

Vehicle5

Vehicle6 Vehicle7

Vehicle8

High ATD
High TTD

Same 
object

Same size 
and trajectory

Raw LiDAR point clouds and scatterers

Processed LiDAR point clouds with static, terrestrial dynamic, aerial 
dynamic scatterers, and unknown scatterers

UAV number: 15
Vehicle number: 25

AirSim

Wireless 
InSite

Fig. 1. LiDAR point clouds and scatterers in multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle suburban forking road scenarios under high TTD and ATD conditions in Airsim
and Wireless InSite.

TABLE I
NUMBERS OF LIDAR POINT CLOUDS AND LINKS WITH SCATTERERS

UNDER LOW, MEDIUM, AND HIGH TTD AND ATD CONDITIONS

Conditions LiDAR point clouds Communication links
High TTD and ATD 45,000 337,500
Medium TTD and ATD 34,500 180,000
Low TTD and ATD 16,500 36,000
Total 96,000 553,500

channel measurement campaigns that solely process Doppler
information in channels cannot distinguish static, terrestrial
dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterers [16]. To fill this gap,
the statistical distributions of key channel parameters related
to static, terrestrial dynamic, aerial dynamic scatterers in the
multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channels are for the first time
investigated under high, medium, and low TTD and ATD
conditions, which are presented in Table II.

A. MUMV-CSCI Dataset and Mapping Relationship Between
Electromagnetic Space and Physical Environment in Suburban
Forking Road Scenarios

Since no software can simultaneously collect integrated
sensing data and communication data, two simulation plat-
forms, i.e., AirSim [17] and Wireless InSite [18], are fused to
fulfill the in-depth integration between sensing and communi-
cations as well as the precise alignment between the physical
environment and electromagnetic space. Each transceiver is
equipped with communication equipment and a LiDAR device
to collect communication data and sensory data. The carrier

frequency of communication equipment is fc = 28 GHz
with the bandwidth of 2 GHz. All of the transceivers are
equipped with one antenna. To achieve the precise alignment
between the physical environment and electromagnetic space,
the suburban forking road scenario is constructed in AirSim.
Then, it is imported into Wireless InSite to simulate the
electromagnetic space. To investigate the impact of traffic
density conditions in both terrestrial and aerial areas, the
TTD and ATD are developed for the first time. In this paper,
the numbers of vehicles under low, medium, and high TTD
conditions in the terrestrial areas are 8, 15, and 25, and
the numbers of UAVs under low, medium, and high ATD
conditions in the aerial areas are 3, 8, and 15.

The scenarios under high TTD and ATD conditions in
AirSim are shown in Fig. 1. In the low TTD and ATD
conditions, the communication data of the links between the
1-st to 3-rd UAV and the 1-st to 8-th vehicles is collected.
In the medium TTD and ATD conditions, the communication
data of the links between the 1-st to 8-th UAV and the 1-
st to 15-th vehicles is collected. In the high TTD and ATD
conditions, the communication data of the links between the
1-st to 15-th UAV and the 1-st to 15-th vehicles is collected.
The flight trajectory and height of UAVs under different TTD
and ATD are shown in Fig. 2. Therefore, a new MUMV-CSCI
dataset in the suburban forking road is constructed. For clarity,
Table I summarizes the data volume size of the sensory data
and communication data.

The high mobility of multiple transceivers and scatterers
leads to complicated characteristics. Therefore, the detection
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Fig. 2. UAV flight trajectories under multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle scenarios. Figs. (a)–(c) are the UAV flight trajectories in Wireless InSite under high, medium,
and low TTD and ATD conditions, respectively.

of dynamic scatterers is of great significance. With the aid of
sensing data, i.e., LiDAR point clouds, the static, terrestrial dy-
namic, and aerial dynamic scatterers are detected and matched
with the static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic objects.
The raw LiDAR point clouds are redundant and full of
useless ground points and should be eliminated. There is only
information related to static objects and dynamic objects in
the pre-processed LiDAR point clouds, which represent static
buildings and facilities as well as dynamic UAVs and vehicles
in the physical environment. By exploiting the typical density-
based spatial clustering of applications with noise [19], the
objects in the physical environment are extracted. According to
the sizes of extracted objects, the objects can be classified into
static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic objects. Scatter-
ers obtained from the RT-based wireless channel data coincide
with a static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic object detected
from the LiDAR point clouds in the physical environment, the
scatterers are determined as a static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial
dynamic scatterer in the electromagnetic space.

B. Channel Parameterization and Characterization

1) Numbers of Scatterers and Clusters: Currently, the num-
bers of static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterers
in standardized models [20]–[23] are not differentiated model-
ing. Meanwhile, cooperation communications between multi-
UAVs and multi-vehicles are also not considered. With the aid
of LiDAR point clouds, static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial
dynamic scatterers can be accurately distinguished. The num-
bers of static, terrestrial dynamic, aerial dynamic scatterers
in the transmission link from the i-th UAV (i = 1, 2, ..., I),
i.e., transmitter (Tx), to the j-th vehicle (j = 1, 2, ..., J),
i.e., receiver (Rx), are denoted as B

Ui,Cj
s (t), BUi,Cj

td (t), and
B

Ui,Cj

ad (t). Considering the impact of transmission distance,
the static, terrestrial dynamic, aerial dynamic scatterer ratios,
i.e., NUi,Cj

s (t), NUi,Cj

td (t), and N
Ui,Cj

ad (t), are introduced. The
static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer number ratio
represents the ratio of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic
scatterer number to the distance between the i-th UAV and the
j-th vehicle, which is calculated by

NUi,Cj
s (t) =

B
Ui,Cj
s (t)

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(1)

N
Ui,Cj

td (t) =
B

Ui,Cj

td (t)

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(2)

N
Ui,Cj

ad (t) =
B

Ui,Cj

ad (t)

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(3)

where TUi(t) and RCj (t) are the locations of the i-th UAV
and the j-th vehicle. Moreover, based on the constructed
MUMV-CSCI dataset, the static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial
dynamic scatterer number ratios in each communication link
at each snapshot are calculated and analyzed. Figs. 3(a)–(c)
gives the cumulative distribution functions (CDFs) of static,
terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterer number ratios
under low, medium, and high TTD and ATD, respectively.
The CDF of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer
number ratio fits well with the Logistic distribution, which is
given by

F s,L
s/td/ad(x) =

1

1 + e
−(x−µs,L

s/td/ad
)/γs,L

s/td/ad

(4)

where µs,L
s/td/ad and γs,L

s/td/ad are the mean value and the
scale parameter of the Logistic distribution for static/terrestrial
dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterers. From Table II and Fig. 3, it
can be seen that as the TTD and ATD conditions increase, the
mean value and variance value of the Logistic distribution for
the CDF of dynamic scatterers increase. This phenomenon can
be explained that the number of dynamic scatterers increases
as the number of dynamic vehicles and UAVs around the
transceiver increases. To further investigate channel character-
istics, the static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterers
are clustered to explore the statistical distribution of the
numbers of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic clusters.
Three new cluster number parameters, MUi,Cj

s (t), MUi,Cj

td (t),
and M

Ui,Cj

ad (t), which represent the ratios of static, terrestrial
dynamic, and aerial dynamic cluster numbers to the distance
between the i-th UAV and the j-th vehicle, are introduced.
The number of parameters of static, terrestrial dynamic, and
aerial dynamic clusters for each communication link at each
snapshot is calculated. Figs. 3(d)–(f) illustrate the CDFs of
static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic clusters under
high, medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions. The Logistic
distribution for the CDF of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial
dynamic scatterer clusters can be represented as

F c,L
s/td/ad(x) =

1

1 + e
−(x−µc,L

s/td/ad
)/γc,L

s/td/ad

(5)

where µc,L
s/td/ad and γc,L

s/td/ad are the mean value and scale
parameter of the Logistic distribution for static/terrestrial
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TABLE II
KEY STATISTICAL PARAMETERS IN MULTI-UAV-TO-MULTI-VEHICLE SENSING AND COMMUNICATION INTELLIGENT INTEGRATION CHANNELS

Parameter Distribution Type TTD and ATD Conditions Value

Number Logistic

Static cluster
High µc,L

s = 0.1511, γc,L
s = 0.0520

Medium µc,L
s = 0.0915, γc,L

s = 0.0455

Low µc,L
s = 0.0620, γc,L

s = 0.0821

Terrestrial dynamic cluster
High µc,L

td = 0.1126, γc,L
td = 0.1015

Medium µc,L
td = 0.1138, γc,L

td = 0.0851

Low µc,L
td = 0.0842, γc,L

td = 0.0289

Aerial dynamic cluster High µc,L
ad = 0.2356, γc,L

ad = 0.0321

Medium µc,L
ad = 0.1825, γc,L

ad = 0.0528

Static scatterer
High µs,L

s = 0.7534, γs,L
s = 0.5236

Medium µs,L
s = 0.6024, γs,L

s = 0.4726

Low µs,L
s = 0.3425, γs,L

s = 0.3855

Terrestrial dynamic scatterer
High µs,L

td = 0.4461, γs,L
td = 0.3921

Medium µs,L
td = 0.3928, γs,L

td = 0.2511

Low µs,L
td = 0.3213, γs,L

td = 0.1863

Aerial dynamic scatterer High µs,L
ad = 0.4232, γs,L

ad = 0.4261

Medium µs,L
ad = 0.3821, γs,L

ad = 0.3925

Distance

Gamma Static scatterer
High αG

s = 0.8223, βG
s = 1.9232

Medium αG
s = 0.6982, βG

s = 2.0263

Low αG
s = 0.6241, βG

s = 2.4581

Rayleigh Terrestrial dynamic scatterer
High σR

td = 0.3541

Medium σR
td = 0.3026

Low σR
td = 0.2025

Rayleigh Aerial dynamic scatterer High σR
ad = 0.3356

Medium σR
ad = 0.2287

Angle

AAoD Gaussian

Static scatterer
High µAAoD

s = 0.8254, σAAoD
s = 0.9254

Medium µAAoD
s = 0.7612, σAAoD

s = 0.8723

Low µAAoD
s = 0.7025, σAAoD

s = 0.7566

Terrestrial dynamic scatterer
High µAAoD

td = 0.9213, σAAoD
td = 1.9253

Medium µAAoD
td = 0.8190, σAAoD

td = 1.7622

Low µAAoD
td = 0.7623, σAAoD

td = 1.2101

Aerial dynamic scatterer High µAAoD
ad = 0.3241, σAAoD

ad = 1.0125

Medium µAAoD
ad = 0.2015, σAAoD

ad = 0.9215

AAoA Gaussian

Static scatterer
High µAAoA

s = 0.4521, σAAoA
s = 0.4834

Medium µAAoA
s = 0.4025, σAAoA

s = 0.4512

Low µAAoA
s = 0.3816, σAAoA

s = 0.3266

Terrestral dynamic scatterer
High µAAoA

td = −0.3215, σAAoA
td = 0.5124

Medium µAAoA
td = −0.4156, σAAoA

td = 0.4266

Low µAAoA
td = −0.2511, σAAoA

td = 0.1756

Aerial dynamic scatterer High µAAoA
ad = 0.5416, σAAoA

ad = 0.6524

Medium µAAoA
ad = 0.4211, σAAoA

ad = 0.5815

EAoD Gaussian

Static scatterer
High µEAoD

s = 0.7514, σEAoD
s = 0.8512

Medium µEAoD
s = 0.7142, σEAoD

s = 0.6215

Low µEAoD
s = 0.7836, σEAoD

s = 0.4315

Terrestrial dynamic scatterer
High µEAoD

td = 0.1545, σEAoD
td = 0.7851

Medium µEAoD
td = 0.1951, σEAoD

td = 0.7011

Low µEAoD
td = 0.1766, σEAoD

td = 0.6789

Aerial dynamic scatterer High µEAoD
ad = 0.9511, σEAoD

ad = 1.8251

Medium µEAoD
ad = 0.9151, σEAoD

ad = 1.6435

EAoA Gaussian

Static scatterer
High µEAoA

s = 0.8516, σEAoA
s = 0.7612

Medium µEAoA
s = 0.8781, σEAoA

s = 0.6921

Low µEAoA
s = 0.8423, σEAoA

s = 0.5516

Terrestrial dynamic scatterer
High µEAoA

td = 0.2511, σEAoA
td = 0.9218

Medium µEAoA
td = 0.1921, σEAoA

td = 0.9055

Low µEAoA
td = 0.2249, σEAoA

td = 0.8127

Aerial dynamic scatterer High µEAoA
ad = 0.8915, σEAoA

ad = 1.9627

Medium µEAoA
ad = 0.7812, σEAoA

ad = 1.8541

Power-Delay Exponential

Static scatterer
High ξs = 2.6881 × 106, ηs = 31.9204, σE,s = 19.9350

Medium ξs = 4.8043 × 106, ηs = 30.4251, σE,s = 22.3581
Low ξs = 2.2978 × 106, ηs = 30.0112, σE,s = 16.1603

Terrestrial dynamic scatterer
High ξtd = 2.1931 × 106, ηtd = 31.3934, σE,td = 11.6472

Medium ξtd = 3.6554 × 106, ηtd = 30.5136, σE,td = 13.6758
Low ξtd = 1.2030 × 106, ηtd = 31.4610, σE,td = 0.2222

Aerial dynamic scatterer High ξad = 3.9797 × 106, ηad = 29.2900, σE,ad = 12.0014
Medium ξad = 5.5346 × 106, ηad = 28.5798, σE,ad = 9.8293

dynamic/aerial dynamic clusters. From Table II and Fig. 3,
it can be seen that the observation of static/terrestrial dy-
namic/aerial dynamic cluster number parameters is similar
to that of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer
number parameters.

2) Distance Parameters: At present, there is no channel
measurement or channel model considering the distinction
among distance parameters of static, terrestrial dynamic, and
aerial dynamic scatterers/clusters. Based on the constructed
MUMV-CSCI dataset, the distance parameters of static, ter-
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Fig. 3. CDFs of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer and cluster number parameters with the Logistic distribution fitting under different TTD
and ATD conditions. Figs. (a)–(c) show the CDFs of scatterer number parameters under high, medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions, respectively.
Figs. (d)–(f) show the CDFs of cluster number parameters under high, medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions, respectively.
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Fig. 4. CDFs of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer distance parameters with the Gamma/Rayleigh distribution fitting under different TTD and
ATD conditions. Figs. (a)–(c) show the CDFs of distance parameters under high, medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions, respectively.

restrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterers in multi-UAV-
to-multi-vehicle channels are analyzed under high, medium,
and low TTD and ATD conditions. The distance parameters
from the Txs, i.e., the i-th UAV and the j-th vehicle, to the
l/m/n-th static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer,
i.e., D

Ui,Cj

Sl
(t), D

Ui,Cj

TDm
(t), and D

Ui,Cj

ADn
, are introduced and

expressed as (6)–(8), where S
Ui,Cj

Sl
(t)/S

Ui,Cj

TDm
(t)/S

Ui,Cj

ADn
(t) is

the location of the l/m/n-th static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial
dynamic scatterer in the transmission link between the i-th
UAV and the j-th vehicle. ∥ · ∥ denotes the calculation of the
Frobenius norm. Moreover, based on the constructed MUMV-
CSCI dataset, the distance parameter of each static/terrestrial
dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer is calculated and analyzed.

Figs. 4(a)–(c) show the CDFs of distance parameters of static,
terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterers under high,
medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions, respectively. The
CDFs of distance parameters of static, terrestrial dynamic,
and aerial dynamic scatterer match well with the Gamma
distribution, Rayleigh distribution, and Rayleigh distribution,
respectively. The CDFs of the Gamma distribution and the
Rayleigh distribution are represented as

FG
s (x) =

γ(αG
s , β

G
s x)

Γ(αG
s )

(9)

FR
td/ad(x) = 1− e

− x2

2(σR
td/ad

)2 (10)
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D
Ui,Cj

Sl
(t) =

∥TUi(t)− S
Ui,Cj

Sl
(t)∥+ ∥RCj (t)− S

Ui,Cj

Sl
(t)∥ − ∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(6)

D
Ui,Cj

TDm
(t) =

∥TUi(t)− S
Ui,Cj

TDm
(t)∥+ ∥RCj (t)− S

Ui,Cj

TDm
(t)∥ − ∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(7)

D
Ui,Cj

ADn
(t) =

∥TUi(t)− S
Ui,Cj

ADn
(t)∥+ ∥RCj (t)− S

Ui,Cj

ADn
(t)∥ − ∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(8)

where αG
s and βG

s denote the shape parameter and the rate
parameter of Gamma distribution. Γ(·) and γ(·, ·) denote the
Gamma function and the lower incomplete Gamma function.
σR
td/ad denotes the scale parameter of Rayleigh distribution. As

shown in Fig. 4, the distance parameter of dynamic scatterers
is smaller than that of static scatterers. This phenomenon
is because the static scatterers, i.e., trees and buildings, are
farther than dynamic scatterers, i.e., dynamic vehicles and
UAVs surrounding the transceiver.

3) Angle Parameters: There is currently no channel mea-
surement or channel model considering the distinction among
angle parameters of static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dy-
namic scatterers/clusters. The angle parameters in multi-UAV-
to-multi-vehicle channels are for the first time analyzed under
high, medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions, including
azimuth angle of departure (AAoD), azimuth angle of arrival
(AAoA), elevation angle of departure (EAoD), and elevation
angle of arrival (EAoA) of static, terrestrial dynamic, aerial dy-
namic scatterers. AAoD ratios of the l/m/n-th static/terrestrial
dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer in the transmission link from
the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle, α

Ui,Cj

Sl
(t), α

Ui,Cj

TDm
(t), and

α
Ui,Cj

ADn
(t), are expressed as

α
Ui,Cj

Sl
(t) =

γ
Ui,Cj

Sl
(t)

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(11)

α
Ui,Cj

TDm
(t) =

γ
Ui,Cj

TDm
(t)

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(12)

α
Ui,Cj

ADn
(t) =

γ
Ui,Cj

ADn
(t)

∥TUi(t)−RCj (t)∥
(13)

where γ
Ui,Cj

Sl
(t)/γUi,Cj

TDm
(t)/γUi,Cj

ADn
(t) represents the AAoDs of

the l/m/n-th static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scat-
terer in the communication link from the i-th UAV to the j-
th vehicle. Moreover, based on the constructed MUMV-CSCI
dataset, the AAoDs of each static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial
dynamic scatterer in each communication link at each snapshot
are calculated and analyzed. Figs. 5(a)–(c) show the CDFs of
all AAoDs of static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic
scatterers under high, medium, and low TTD and ATD condi-
tions, respectively. The CDF of AAoDs matches the Gaussian
distribution. The CDF of the Gaussian distribution for AAoDs
related to static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterers is
represented by

FAAoD
s/td/ad(x) =

1

2

[
1 + erf

(
x− µAAoD

s/td/ad

σAAoD
s/td/ad

√
2

)]
(14)

where µAAoD
s/td/ad and σAAoD

s/td/ad denote the mean value and the
standard deviation of the Gaussian distribution for AAoDs
related to static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterers.
erf(·) is the error function. Similarly, the other static/terrestrial
dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer angle parameters, i.e., AAoA
θ
Ui,Cj

S/TD/ADl/m/n
(t), EAoD β

Ui,Cj

S/TD/ADl/m/n
(t), and EAoA

ϕ
Ui,Cj

S/TD/ADl/m/n
(t) are calculated in the same way, which

also obey the Gaussian distribution and their corresponding
statistical values are given in Table II. Compared with static
scatterers, dynamic scatterers have larger variances in angle
parameters. This is because that, the position of dynamic
scatterers has more significant changes than that of static scat-
terers. Moreover, aerial dynamic scatterers have larger vari-
ances in angle parameters than terrestrial dynamic scatterers.
This phenomenon is explained that UAVs have different flight
heights, whereas vehicles on the ground are all located on the
road at the same height. Furthermore, this phenomenon differs
from the conclusions in vehicular communication presented
in [24], as the UAV’s height has a significant impact on the
distribution of scatterers.

4) Power-Delay Characteristics: The relationship between
delay and power in multipath is a key channel characteristic in
channel realization. In standardized model [25], the path power
is an exponential function of the path delay. The path power
is separated into static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic
path power. The path power through l/m/n-th static/terrestrial
dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer is expressed by

PSl
(t) = exp (−ξsτSl

(t)− ηs) 10
−Zs

10 (15)

PTDm
(t) = exp (−ξtdτTDm

(t)− ηtd) 10
−Ztd

10 (16)

PADn(t) = exp (−ξadτADn(t)− ηad) 10
−Zad

10 (17)

where ξs/td/ad and ηs/td/ad are the delay-related param-
eters of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterers.
τS/TD/ADl/m/n

(t) is the delay of the path through the
l/m/n-th static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer.
Zs/td/ad follows the Gaussian distribution N

(
0, σ2

E,s/td/ad

)
.

For proper linear fitting, we transform (15), (16), and (17) as

−lnPSl
(t) = ξsτSl

(t) + ηs +
ln 10

10
Zs (18)

−lnPTDm
(t) = ξtdτTDm

(t) + ηtd +
ln 10

10
Ztd (19)

−lnPADn(t) = ξadτADn(t) + ηad +
ln 10

10
Zad. (20)
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Fig. 5. CDFs of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer angle parameters, i.e., AAoD, with the Gaussian distribution fitting under different TTD
and ATD conditions. Figs. (a)–(c) show the CDFs of angle parameters under high, medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions, respectively.

The power and delay of each path through each
static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer at each
snapshot are calculated and fitted. The fitted parameters are
summarized in Table II. Figs. 6(a)–(c) show the fitting results
under high, medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions,
which can validate the accuracy of the fitted parameters.
Compared to static and terrestrial dynamic scatterers, the
power of aerial dynamic scatterers is more sensitive to the
change of delay, and thus the increase in the delay of aerial
dynamic scatterers significantly reduces their power.

III. MULTI-MODAL INTELLIGENT CHANNEL MODEL FOR
6G MULTI-UAV-TO-MULTI-VEHICLE COMMUNICATIONS

With the aid of LiDAR point clouds, static, terrestrial
dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterers can be distinguished.
Based on the statistical distributions, a novel LiDAR-aided
multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel model is proposed, which
considers the impact of different TTD and ATD conditions for
the first time. Channel non-stationarity and consistency on the
time and space domains and channel non-stationarity on the
frequency domain are simultaneously depicted.

A. Framework of the Proposed Multi-UAV-to-Multi-Vehicle
Channel Model

In the proposed channel model, as shown in Fig. 7, the Txs
and the Rxs are I UAVs and J vehicles, which are equipped
with mmWave communication devices and LiDAR devices.
The integrated channel impulse response (CIR) of the multi-
UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel H(t, τ) is represented as

H(t, τ) =


h1,1(t, τ) h1,2(t, τ) · · · h1,I(t, τ)
h2,1(t, τ) h2,2(t, τ) · · · h2,I(t, τ)

...
...

. . .
...

hJ,1(t, τ) hJ,2(t, τ) · · · hJ,I(t, τ)

 (21)

where the element hj,i(t, τ), i.e., the CIR of transmission link
from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle, is obtained by (22).
In (22), Ωji(t) represents Ricean factor of transmission link
from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle. ηGR

ji (t) and ηNLoS
ji (t)

are the power ratios of ground reflection component and NLoS
component of transmission link from the i-th UAV to the j-th
vehicle, as well as satisfy ηGR

ji (t) + ηNLoS
ji (t) = 1.

1) For the LoS Component: The LoS complex channel gain
of transmission link from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle can
be represented as

hLoS
j,i (t) = Q(t)exp

[
j2π

∫ t

t0

fLoS
j,i (t)dt+ jφLoS

j,i (t)

]
(23)

where Q(t) is a rectangular window function [26]. It is equal
to 1 when t0 ⩽ t ⩽ T0, otherwise it is equal to 0. The
Doppler frequency, phase shift, and delay of LoS component
of transmission link from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle are
obtained by

fLoS
j,i (t) =

1

λ

〈
DLoS

j,i (t),vCj (t)− vUi(t)
〉∥∥DLoS

j,i (t)
∥∥ (24)

φLoS
j,i (t) = φ0 +

2π

λ

∥∥DLoS
j,i (t)

∥∥ (25)

τLoSj,i (t) =

∥∥DLoS
j,i (t)

∥∥
c

(26)

where ⟨·, ·⟩, φ0, and λ are the inner product, initial phase shift,
and carrier wavelength. vUi(t) and vCj (t) are the velocity
vectors of the i-th UAV and the j-th vehicle. The distance
vector from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle DLoS

j,i (t) is ob-
tained by DLoS

j,i (t) = DLoS
j,i (t0)+

∫ t

t0
vCj (t)dt−

∫ t

t0
vUi(t)dt.

2) For the Ground Reflection Component: The complex
channel gain of transmission link from the i-th UAV to the
j-th vehicle can be represented as

hGR
j,i (t) = Q(t)

√
PGR
j,i (t)

× exp

{
j2π

[∫ t

t0

fGR,T
j,i (t)dt+

∫ t

t0

fGR,R
j,i (t)dt

]
+ jφGR

j,i (t)

}
(27)

where PGR
j,i (t), f

GR,T/R
j,i (t), φGR

j,i (t), and τGR
j,i (t) denote

power, Doppler frequency at the i/j-th UAV/vehicle, phase,
and delay of ground reflection component from the i-th UAV
to the j-th vehicle, respectively. Considering the limitation of
paper length, these parameters can be calculated according to
our previous work in [27].
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Fig. 6. CDFs of the ratios of static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer power to static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic scatterer delay with the
Exponential expression fitting under different TTD and ATD conditions. Figs. (a)–(c) show the CDFs of power to delay parameters under high, medium, and
low TTD and ATD conditions, respectively.

hj,i(t, τ) =

√
Ωji(t)

Ωji(t) + 1
hLoS
j,i (t)δ

(
τ − τLoSj,i (t)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

LoS

+

√
ηGR
ji (t)

Ω(t) + 1
hGR
j,i (t)δ

(
τ − τGR

j,i (t)
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
GroundReflection

+

Gclu(t)∑
l=1

Gsca(t)∑
gl=1

√
ηNLoS
ji (t)

Ω(t) + 1
h
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)δ

(
τ − τ

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

NLoS

.
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Fig. 7. Geometry of the proposed channel model for multi-UAV-to-multi-
vehicle intelligent sensing-communication integration and effective scatter-
ers/clusters for the transmission links at T1 and T2.

3) For the NLoS Component: The complex channel gain
from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle via the l-th cluster by
the gl-th scatterer h

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) is calculated by

– if the l-th cluster ∈ GVR
j,i (t) (∀o)

h
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) = Q(t)

√
P

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

× exp

{
j2π

[∫ t

t0

f
Tl,gl
j,i (t) dt+

∫ t

t0

f
Rl,gl
j,i (t) dt

]
+ jφ

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

} (28)

– otherwise

h
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) = 0 (29)

where GVR
j,i (t) is the set of visible twin-cluster in the transmis-

sion link from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle at time t, which
can be obtained in Section III-B. The Doppler frequency at Tx
f
Tl,gl
j,i (t), the Doppler frequency at Rx f

Rl,gl
j,i (t), the phase

shift φ
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t), the delay τ

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t), and the distance

D
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) are obtained by

f
Tl,gl
j,i (t) =

1

λ

〈(
D

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

)
,vUi(t)

〉
∥∥∥DNLoSl,gl

j,i (t)
∥∥∥ (30)

f
Rl,gl
j,i (t) =

1

λ

〈
D(t)−D

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t),vCj (t)

〉
∥∥∥D(t)−D

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

∥∥∥ (31)

φ
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) = φ0

+
2π

λ

[∥∥∥DNLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥D(t)−D
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

∥∥∥+ cτ̃So(t)
]

(32)
τ
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

=

[∥∥∥DNLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥D(t)−D
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

∥∥∥]
c

+ τ̃So(t)

(33)
D

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) =

D
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

 cosα
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) cosβ

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

sinα
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) cosβ

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

sinβ
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)

 (34)

where τ̃So(t) denotes the delay of virtual link in the o-
th static cluster, which follows the Exponential distribution.
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The power parameter P
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t), and the distance param-

eter D
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t), the angle parameters α

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t), and

β
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t) are generated according to Table II.

B. Modeling of Channel Appearance and Disappearance in
Multi-UAV-to-Multi-Vehicle Channel

The objects, such as buildings, trees, UAVs, and vehicles,
always exist. However, the scatterers/clusters are not effective
for the transmission link if they are far away from transceivers.
Based on the MUMV-CSCI dataset, as the analysis shown
in Fig. 7, it is obvious that the scatterers/clusters are not
always effective. In the transmission links among different
UAVs and vehicles, the sets of effective clusters are different,
which results in the non-stationarity of scatterers/clusters on
the space domain in the multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel.
The appearance and disappearance of scatterers/clusters in the
electromagnetic space are smooth as time and space evolve,
resulting in the scatterer/cluster consistency on the time and
space domains in the multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel.

To accurately and simultaneously model the scatterer/cluster
appearance and disappearance on the time and space domains
in the multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel, a novel LiDAR-
aided temporal and spatial non-stationarity and consistent
algorithm is developed as follows.

Step 1: Initial setup of scatterers in the environment.
The parameters of static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dy-
namic scatterers under high, medium, and low TTD and
ATD conditions are generated according to Table II. For
∀i, j (i = 1, 2, ..., I; j = 1, 2, ..., J), the numbers of static,
terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterers between the
i-th UAV and the j-th vehicle at initial time t0 are generated
by following the Logistic distribution. The distances at initial
time t0 are generated by following the Gamma distribution
and Rayleigh distribution. The departure and arrival angles of
each static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterers
at initial time t0, i.e., AAoDs, AAoAs, EAoDs, and EAoAs are
generated by following the Gaussian distribution. According
to the generated distances and angles of each static, terrestrial
dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterers, the locations of each
static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic scatterer at
initial time t0 are obtained.

Step 2: Obtaining all the clusters in the environment at
initial time t0. Based on the K-Means clustering algorithm,
the generated static, terrestrial dynamic, and aerial dynamic
scatterers are respectively clustered as static, terrestrial dy-
namic, and aerial dynamic clusters.

Step 3: Obtaining the visible clusters for certain trans-
mission links at initial time t0. The visibility regions
(VRs) of each UAV/vehicle are assumed as a semi-sphere
with the center of the UAV/vehicle. The radii of the VR of
the i/j-th UAV/vehicle is RUi

vr /RCj
vr , which is the maximum

value of distances between initial generated static/terrestrial
dynamic/aerial dynamic clusters and the i/j-th UAV/vehicle
at initial time t0, which is determined by Rayleigh distribution
in Table II. They are obtained as

RUi
vr = max

∀o,q

{∥∥∥DSo

Ui
(t0)

∥∥∥ ,∥∥∥DADq

Ui
(t0)

∥∥∥} (35)

RCj
vr = max

∀o,p

{∥∥∥DSo

Cj
(t0)

∥∥∥ ,∥∥∥DTDp

Cj
(t0)

∥∥∥} (36)

where DSo

Ui/Cj
(t0)/D

TDp

Ui/Cj
(t0)/D

TDp

Ui/Cj
(t0) are the distance

between the o/p/q-th static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic
cluster and the i/j-th UAV/vehicle at initial time t0. The
cluster in the VRs of the i/j-th UAV/vehicle at time t, i.e.,
RUi

vr /RCj
vr is the visible cluster for the i/j-th UAV/vehicle at

time t. In this case, as the movement of UAVs and vehicles
in the environment, the clusters are not always in the VRs of
certain transceivers, which can represent the cluster appearance
and disappearance on the time domain. As each transceiver,
i.e., UAV/vehicle, has its own location and VR, different trans-
mission links have different visible clusters, which represents
the cluster appearance and disappearance on the space domain.
Meanwhile, the VRs of UAVs and vehicles move as time
evolves and share an integrated and consistent environment,
leading to cluster consistency on the time and space domains.

Step 4: Obtaining the visible clusters for certain trans-
mission links at time t = t0 + ∆t, including survived
clusters and newly generated clusters. If the movement of
clusters is still in the VRs of transceivers at time t0+∆t, i.e.,
the distance between cluster and transceiver at time t0 + ∆t
is still shorter than the radii of the VRs. The number of
survived static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic clusters for
the transmission between the i-th UAV and j-th vehicle at time
t0 + ∆t, i.e., visible static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic
clusters at time t0 that are still visible at time t0 + ∆t,
is denoted as MS

s (t0 + ∆t)/MS
td(t0 + ∆t)/MS

ad(t0 + ∆t).
In addition to the survival clusters, there are some newly
generated clusters for the transmission between the i-th UAV
and the j-th vehicle at time t0 + ∆t. For a certain distance
between the i-th UAV and the j-th vehicle at time t0+∆t, the
number parameter ML

s (t0+∆t)/ML
td(t0+∆t)/ML

ad(t0+∆t)
related to static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic clusters is
randomly generated by obeying the Logistic distribution in
Table II. If the value ML

s (t0+∆t)/ML
td(t0+∆t)/ML

ad(t0+∆t)
is greater than the number of survived clusters at time t0+∆t,
i.e., MS

s (t0 + ∆t)/MS
td(t0 + ∆t)/MS

ad(t0 + ∆t), the number
of newly generated static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic
clusters is given by

Mnew
s/td/ad(t) = ML

s/td/ad(t)−MS
s/td/ad(t). (37)

In this case, there are totally ML
s (t0 + ∆t)/ML

td(t0 +
∆t)/ML

ad(t0 + ∆t) static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial dynamic
clusters that contribute to channel realization. On the contrary,
if ML

s (t0 + ∆t)/ML
td(t0 + ∆t)/ML

ad(t0 + ∆t) is less than
MS

s (t0+∆t)/MS
td(t0+∆t)/MS

ad(t0+∆t), the number of newly
generated clusters is equal to zero, i.e., Mnew

s/td/ad(t) = 0. In
this case, there are MS

s (t0+∆t)/MS
td(t0+∆t)/MS

ad(t0+∆t)
static/terrestrial dynamic/aerial clusters that contribute to chan-
nel realization.

Step 5: Randomly matching the mixed twin-clusters. The
visible static and aerial dynamic clusters for the transmission
link from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle at time t0+∆t are
the sub-cluster around Tx, i.e., the i-th UAV, and the visible
static and terrestrial dynamic clusters for the transmission link
from the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle at time t0 +∆t are the
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sub-cluster around Rx, i.e., the j-th vehicle. The sub-cluster
around the i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle is matched randomly as
the set of visible twin-cluster in the transmission link from the
i-th UAV to the j-th vehicle at time t0+∆t, i.e., GVR

j.i (t0+∆t).
Step 6: Modeling the channel non-stationarity on the

frequency domain. The CIR of transmission link from the i-
th UAV to the j-th vehicle at time t = t0+∆t, i.e., hj,i(t, τ),
is obtained by (22). The Fourier transform of hj,i(t, τ) in
respect of τ , i.e., the time-varying transfer function H ′

j,i(t, f)
is calculated, which is expressed as

H ′
j,i(t, f) =

∫ ∞

−∞
h(t, τ)exp (−j2πfτ) dτ. (38)

Considering the frequency-dependent factor
(

f
fc

)χ
, the time-

varying transfer function is calculated by (39), where χ is the
frequency-dependent parameter [28].

Cycling Step 4- Step 6 by t = t+∆t.

IV. CHANNEL STATISTICAL PROPERTIES

In this section, the key statistical properties for the pro-
posed multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel model are obtained,
including the TSF-CF, TSI, and DPSD.

A. Space-Time-Frequency Correlation Function

The TSF-CF of the transmission from the i-th UAV to the
j-th vehicle on the ground can be calculated as [29]

Rji,j′i′(t, f ; ∆t,∆f) = E[h∗
ji(t, f)hj′i′(t+∆t, f +∆f)]

(40)
where E[·] and (·)∗ denote the expectation operation and
complex conjugate operation, respectively. Since the TSF-CFs
of LoS component, ground reflection component, and NLoS
component can be assumed as independent of each other, the
TSF-CF can be further obtained by the sum of the TSF-CFs
of LoS component, ground reflection component, and NLoS
component, i.e., (41), where the correlation of LoS component,
ground reflection component, and NLoS component can be
computed as (42)–(44). For a certain UAV, the TSF-CFs can be
simplified to the cooperative space cross-correlation function
(CCF) between different vehicles by setting i = i′, j ̸= j′,
∆t = 0, and ∆f = 0. For a certain vehicle, the TSF-CFs can
be simplified to the space CCF between different UAVs by
setting j = j′, i ̸= i′, ∆t = 0, and ∆f = 0. The TSF-CF can
be simplified to the time auto-correlation function (ACF) by
setting i = i′, j = j′, and ∆f = 0. Furthermore, the TSF-CF
can be simplified to the frequency correlation function (FCF)
by setting i = i′, j = j′, and ∆t = 0.

B. Time Stationary Interval

If the absolute value of the relative error of the delay spread
is not more than 10%, the CIR can be regarded as stationary
[30]. In this case, the corresponding minimum time interval of
stationary CIR is TSI. The TSI of the proposed multi-UAV-
to-multi-vehicle channel model is obtained by

Ts(t) = inf{∆t| ∥A
(2)

τ′ (t+∆t)−A
(2)

τ′ (t)∥
A

(2)

τ′ (t)
≤0.1

} (45)

where inf{·} is the infimum of a certain function. A
(2)
τ ′ (t)

denotes the time-variant delay spread and can be obtained by
(46). In 46, cji,l,gl is the path gain of the gl-th ray in the l-th
twin-cluster between the i-th UAV and the j-th vehicle.

C. Doppler Power Spectral Density

Based on the Fourier transform of the TACF, the DPSD can
be obtained by

Υ(t; fD) =

∫ +∞

−∞
ζ(t; ∆t)e−j2πfD∆td(∆t) (47)

where fD and ζ(t; ∆t) denote the Doppler frequency and
TACF. The time-varying DPSD illustrates the time-varying
characteristic of the proposed channel.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

The key statistical properties of the channels are simulated
and compared with precise RT-based results. Carrier frequency
is fc = 28 GHz and the bandwidth is 2 GHz. The azimuth
and elevation angles of the Tx and Rx are ϕE

T = ϕE
R = π/4,

θAT = π/3, and θAR = 3π/4. Delays of virtual links τi(t)
and τj(t) obey the Exponential distribution with the mean and
variance 80 ns and 15 ns to imitate the complex transmission
between twin-clusters. The environment-dependent factor is
set to χ = 1.35 [28]. The aforementioned parameters remain
unchanged unless otherwise stated.

Fig. 8 shows the absolute normalized TACFs under low,
medium, and high TTD and ATD conditions, at t = 0 s and
t = 2 s. From Fig. 8, TACFs depend on time instants and time
separations. Meanwhile, time non-stationarity is depicted. In
addition, the TACF decreases as the TTD and ATD increase.
This is because that, as the number of vehicles and UAVs
increases, the channel becomes more variable and the temporal
correlation decreases.

We obtain RT-based CIRs collected in Wireless InSite with
the scenario shown in Fig. 1. As shown in Fig. 9, DPSD
is derived based on the CIR data under the high TTD and
ATD conditions and is further compared with the simulated
DPSD in high, medium, and low TTD and ATD conditions. In
Fig. 9, in high TTD and ATD conditions, the RT-based DPSD
is much closer to the simulated DPSD. The DPSD is flatter
in high and medium TTD and ATD conditions compared to
low TTD and ATD conditions. Since UAVs and vehicles are
denser and channels are more complex in high TTD and ATD
conditions. Therefore, the comparison of different TTD and
ATD conditions is significant for the proposed multi-UAV-to-
multi-vehicle channel model.

Fig. 10 presents the CDFs of channel TSIs under different
TTD and ATD conditions. In Fig. 10, the TSI of the multi-
UAV-to-multi-vehicle channel decreases as TTD and ATD
conditions increase. This is attributable to the fact that more
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Hj,i(t, f) =

√
Ω(t)

Ω(t) + 1
hLoS
j,i (t)exp

[
−j2πfτLoSj,i (t)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

LoS

+

√
ηGR(t)

Ω(t) + 1

(
f

fc

)χ

hGR
j,i (t)exp

[
−j2πfτGR

j,i (t)
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
GroundReflection

+

√
ηNLoS(t)

Ω(t) + 1

(
f

fc

)χ Gclu(t)∑
l=1

Gsca∑
gl=1

h
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)exp

[
−j2πfτ

NLoSl,gl
j,i

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

NLoS

(39)

Rji,j′i′(t, f ; ∆t,∆f) = RLoS
ji,j′i′(t, f ; ∆t,∆f) +RGR

ji,j′i′(t, f ; ∆t,∆f) +RNLoS
ji,j′i′(t, f ; ∆t,∆f) (41)

RLoS
ji,j′i′(t, f ; ∆t,∆f) =

√
Ωji(t)

Ωji(t) + 1

Ωj′i′(t+∆t)

Ωj′i′(t+∆t) + 1
hLoS∗
j,i (t)hLoS

j′,i′(t+∆t)ej2π(fτ
LoS
j,i (t)−(f+∆f)τLoS

j′,i′ (t+∆t)) (42)

RGR
ji,j′i′(t, f ; ∆t,∆f) =

√
ηGR
ji (t)

Ωji(t) + 1

ηGR
j′,i′(t+∆t)

Ωj′i′(t+∆t) + 1
hGR∗
j,i (t)hGR

j′,i′(t+∆t)ej2π(fτ
GR
j,i (t)−(f+∆f)τGR

j′,i′ (t+∆t)) (43)

RNLoS
ji,j′i′(t, f ; ∆t,∆f) =

√
ηNLoS
ji (t)

Ωji(t) + 1
·

ηNLoS
j′i′ (t+∆t)

Ωj′i′(t+∆t) + 1
× E

Gclu(t)∑
l=1

Gclu(t+∆t)∑
l′=1

Gsca(t)∑
gl=1

Gsca(t+∆t)∑
g′
l=1

h
NLoSl,gl∗
j,i (t)h

NLoSl′,g′
l

j′,i′ (t+∆t)e
j2π

(
fτ

NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)−(f+∆f)τ

NLoS
l′,g′

l
j′,i′ (t+∆t)

) .

(44)

A
(2)
τ ′ (t) =√√√√√∑J

j=1

∑I
i=1

∑Gclu(t)
l=1

∑Gsca(t)
gl=1 (cji,l,gl(t))

2(τ
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t))2∑J

j=1

∑I
i=1

∑Gclu(t)
l=1

∑Gsca(t)
gl=1 (cji,l,gl(t))

2
−

∑J
j=1

∑I
i=1

∑Gclu(t)
l=1

∑Gsca(t)
gl=1 (cji,l,gl(t))

2τ
NLoSl,gl
j,i (t)∑J

j=1

∑I
i=1

∑Gclu(t)
l=1

∑Gsca(t)
gl=1 (cji,l,gl(t))

2

2

.

(46)
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UAVs and vehicles lead to a more complex multi-UAV-
to-multi-vehicle channel. Therefore, the multi-UAV-to-multi-
vehicle channel under high TTD and ATD conditions is more
sophisticated and more variable, which results in a lower TSI.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has proposed a novel multi-modal intelligent
channel model for 6G multi-UAV-to-multi-vehicle commu-
nications. The proposed model has incorporated both TTD
and ATD, which can capture channel non-stationarity and the
consistent nature of the channel on time, space, and frequency
domains. A new MUMV-CSCI dataset, including channel
information and LiDAR point clouds, has been constructed
to parameterize the proposed model under different TTD and
ATD conditions. The proposed model has accurately char-
acterized static scatterers, terrestrial dynamic scatterers, and
aerial dynamic scatterer and utilized statistical distributions to
describe the properties. Simulation results, validated against
the RT-based data, have demonstrated the model’s ability to
capture key channel statistics and its suitability for future 6G
low-altitude transportation communication systems.
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