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Abstract—Precisely modeling radio propagation in complex
environments has been a significant challenge, especially with
the advent of 5G and beyond networks, where managing massive
antenna arrays demands more detailed information. Traditional
methods, such as empirical models and ray tracing, often fall
short, either due to insufficient details or because of challenges
for real-time applications. Inspired by the newly proposed 3D
Gaussian Splatting method in the computer vision domain, which
outperforms other methods in reconstructing optical radiance
fields, we propose RF-3DGS, a novel approach that enables
precise site-specific reconstruction of radio radiance fields from
sparse samples. RF-3DGS can render radio spatial spectra at
arbitrary positions within 2 ms following a brief 3-minute
training period, effectively identifying dominant propagation
paths. Furthermore, RF-3DGS can provide fine-grained Spatial
Channel State Information (Spatial-CSI) of these paths, including
the channel gain, the delay, the angle of arrival (AoA), and the
angle of departure (AoD). Our experiments, calibrated through
real-world measurements, demonstrate that RF-3DGS not only
significantly improves reconstruction quality, training efficiency,
and rendering speed compared to state-of-the-art methods, but
also holds great potential for supporting wireless communication
and advanced applications such as Integrated Sensing and
Communication (ISAC). Code and dataset will be available at
https://github.com/SunLab-UGA/RF-3DGS.

Index Terms—Wireless Channel Modeling, 3D Gaussian Splat-
ting, Radio Radiance Field, Digital Twin

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Wireless Channel Modeling

Wireless communication systems facilitate the exchange of
information carried by Electromagnetic (EM) waves between
a physically separated Transmitter (Tx) and Receiver (Rx).
As EM waves propagate from the Tx to the Rx, they undergo
various effects, including reflection, diffraction, refraction, and
scattering. Consequently, these waves may reach the Rx via
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multiple paths, and each path is characterized by its own
set of channel properties, known as a multipath component
(MPC). In the context of 5G and the upcoming 6G Multiple-
Input and Multiple-Output (MIMO) networks, the antenna
array size is expected to grow to thousands of elements. This
expansion requires the efficient spatial management of such
large arrays, thereby mitigating the increasing computational
complexity associated with pilot-based estimation as the array
size increases [1], [2]. This management, in turn, requires the
Spatial Channel State Information (Spatial-CSI) [3], which
include not only the traditional channel gain and delay of each
MPC, but also the angle of departure (AoD), angle of arrival
(AoA), and polarization. Meeting this requirement poses a
significant challenge for wireless channel modeling.

Over the years, various methods for wireless channel mod-
eling have been developed. The empirical models [4], [5],
although effective for providing coarse-grained path loss infor-
mation over large distances (from hundreds of meters to tens of
kilometers), fail to capture the finer details such as the spatial
information of the MPCs. Computational Electromagnetics
(CEM) methods [6], [7], while being powerful for small-scale
modeling, such as antenna design and near-field communica-
tion [8], [9], are computationally impractical for a wider range
of applications. Ray tracing, positioned between these two
approaches, offers a potential solution by approximating radio
waves using ray concepts [10], [11], [12]. However, ray tracing
is still limited by its high computational complexity and
stringent environmental data requirements (e.g., 3D modeling
and surface properties), making it unsuitable for more general
and real-time applications.

For modeling wireless channel using ray tracing methods,
a similar trend has emerged in the Computer Vision (CV)
domain for 3D scene reconstruction, where volume render-
ing techniques [13] are employed based on photographs to
optimize scene representations [14], [15], [16]. These repre-
sentations typically capture the optical radiance emitted from
object surfaces towards the camera, thereby enabling novel
view synthesis and environment reconstruction. In this process,
the optical radiance is modeled as a group of rays passing
through each pixel to the camera, similar to how wireless
channels are modeled by a group of MPCs arriving at the
Rx from different AoAs. This similarity suggests that CV
techniques could offer valuable insights for enhancing radio
wave propagation modeling.

A recent pioneering work on CV reconstruction is Neural
Radiance Field (NeRF) [14], which achieves exceptional syn-
thesis quality with sparse input. Despite its groundbreaking
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(a) Digital Twin (b) Reconstruction with Ideal Spectra

Ground Truth Ours 𝑵𝒆𝑹𝑭𝟐 

(c) Reconstruction with MVDR Spectra

Ground Truth Ours 𝑵𝒆𝑹𝑭𝟐 

Fig. 1. Reconstructed radio spatial spectra. This figure compares the digital twin, the training ground truth, and the spectra reconstructed by our method and
NeRF2. (a) shows the digital twin’s visual photograph. (b) illustrates the group with ideal spectra generated by an ideal array pattern (see Fig 8). (c) presents
the group with more practical MVDR spectra generated by an 8× 8 patch antenna array.

results, NeRF has notable limitations, including long train-
ing times (up to tens of hours), slow inference times (sev-
eral seconds). More importantly, its implicit neural network
representation requires exhaustive querying of the scene to
obtain geometric information. Recently, 3D Gaussian Splatting
(3DGS) [17] has emerged as an alternative, achieving higher
reconstruction quality with significantly reduced training times
(tens of minutes) and much higher inference speeds (less
than 10 ms). Over the past year, substantial research has
built upon 3DGS, exploring applications such as city-scale
reconstruction [18], Structure-from-Motion (SfM) free 3D
Gaussian Splatting [19], and 4D Gaussian Splatting, which
includes the time domain [20].

B. RF-3DGS

Inspired by the similarity of our problem and scene recon-
struction using optical radiance field, we propose developing
an approach to model the wireless channel through the Radio
Radiance Field (RRF). However, we face the following three
challenges: First, since the wireless channel fundamentally
differs from photographs, how can we design a learnable RRF
representation structure that effectively captures the multi-
modal Spatial-CSI? Second, given a well-trained RRF repre-
sentation, how can we efficiently query the received wireless
channel at an arbitrary Rx location? Third, with a set of
wireless samples, how can we use them to train the RRF
representation to accurately model the wireless channel?

In this paper, we propose RF-3DGS, a method that addresses
the aforementioned challenges and enables rapid, precise, site-
specific reconstruction of the RRF from very sparse training
inputs. Compared to previous works, RF-3DGS offers several
advantages, including ultra-fast training and inference speeds,
concise representation size, and the ability to reconstruct
the Spatial-CSI of each MPC in the RRF reconstruction.

This enhanced RRF representation enables efficient spatial
management of massive MIMO systems. Furthermore, the
real-time inference and explicit geometric representation make
it highly beneficial for other wireless system tasks, such as
sensing and digital twin applications [21], [22], [23]. In addi-
tion, we explore various array signal processing techniques
and propose a two-stage fusion training strategy to extract
geometric information from visual input and integrate it into
the RRF representation.

To demonstrate the performance of RF-3DGS, several test
examples are presented in Fig. 1. Whether operating with the
practical Minimum Variance Distortionless Response (MVDR)
spectra generated by an 8 × 8 patch antenna array or with
ideal radio spatial spectra, which require more advanced and
costly systems, RF-3DGS effectively reconstructs the radio
radiance field in unvisited locations with very sparse input
(only tens of samples in a complex environment). Moreover,
RF-3DGS exhibits strong extrapolation capabilities thanks to
the two-stage fusion training. The effectiveness of RF-3DGS is
evident in Fig. 1, where our method significantly outperforms
the State-of-The-Art (SOTA) NeRF2 [24].

Quantitatively, RF-3DGS achieves an 84.64% error re-
duction in reconstructed spatial spectra quality compared to
NeRF2. Meanwhile, RF-3DGS requires only 3 minutes for
RF radiance field reconstruction and just 2 ms to render a
spectrum at an arbitrary array position, whereas NeRF2 takes
3 hours of training and approximately 1 second to render a
new spectrum.

To further evaluate its effectiveness in wireless communi-
cation, the synthesized spatial spectra are utilized to generate
Conventional Beamforming (CBF) steering vectors. The re-
sults indicate that in the ideal spectrum scenario, RF-3DGS
accurately guides the steering angle with a median deviation
of 5.94◦ at the test points. Moreover, since RF-3DGS also
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encodes additional CSI features, the reconstructed AoD and
delay channel spectra exhibit high similarity to the ground
truth. We also assessed our digital twin framework by com-
paring it with physical twin measurements, which demonstrate
a high degree of consistency with the physical reality.

C. Contributions

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
• First, we propose the fundamentals of the RRF method

and theoretically analyze how the RRF can represent radio
propagation, how to query the wireless channel from an
RRF representation, and how to reconstruct the RRF from
wireless samples.

• Next, we propose the RF-3DGS framework, which is char-
acterized by two key features: (1) representing multi-modal
Spatial-CSI using carefully designed CSI-encoded spherical
harmonic (SH) functions, and (2) integrating visual and
radio data into the RRF representation through a novel two-
stage fusion training strategy to address the limitations of
wireless samples.

• Lastly, we construct a digital twin framework comprising
comprehensive real-world wireless measurements and pre-
cise radio spatial spectra simulations in its digital replica.
We further demonstrate how our method benefits massive
MIMO spatial management and advanced applications such
as Integrated Sensing and Communications (ISAC).

II. FUNDAMENTALS OF THE RRF METHOD

In this section, before detailing RF-3DGS, we first establish
the theoretical foundations of the RRF method. We begin by
defining the RRF representation structure, which models the
radio propagation, followed by a discussion on how the wire-
less channel can be rendered from this representation. Lastly,
we discuss training the RRF representation to accurately model
the wireless channel.

A. Overview of RRF Method

An RRF is generally defined as a model that describes how
radio waves are emitted from every point in a 3D space toward
the entire spherical domain (the full 4π steradians), given a
bounded environment E and the x configuration T . A practical
RRF representation, R(E , T ) = {c(x,d), α(x)}, is composed
of two components: 1) the RRF function c(x,d), where x ∈
R3 is the 3D coordinate and d is the radiating direction; 2) the
geometry of the environment, represented by a density field
function α(x).

As shown in Fig. 2, the RRF function c(x,d) describes the
radio radiance field across the entire 3D space. For a specific
point xr, the radio radiance cxr(d) is a spherical function
that describes the MPCs originating or retransmitting from
this point at arbitrary direction d. For a specific point xr

and direction dr, they define the geometry of a ray in 3D
space, and cxr,dr represents the Spatial-CSI values of the MPC
corresponding to this ray. Because this ray is actually the final
segment of a complete radio propagation path from the Tx
to a Rx on this ray, the path also corresponds to an MPC of

the wireless channel to the Rx. Thus, hereafter, we sometimes
integrate the concepts of a ray and its corresponding MPC as
ray (MPC) for simplicity.

For an Rx that lies on a ray (MPC), if the ray is within
the Rx’s Field of View (FoV) with no obstacles between the
ray origin xr and the Rx, the Rx can receive this MPC.
To handle the potential blockages, the geometry is required.
This is represented by the density field function, α(x), which
assigns zero to free space, low values to translucent objects,
and high values to solid object surfaces (as reconstructing the
interior of solid objects is both challenging and unnecessary).

Given a well-trained RRF representation R and the cur-
rent Rx configuration, the wireless channel between the
Tx and Rx can be rendered as a radio spatial spectrum
S(R,PRx,xRx,dRx), where xRx and dRx are the position
and direction of the Rx, and PRx is the Rx projection model
defined by the Rx array’s FoV and the query requirements.
This radio spatial spectrum enables efficient querying of
Spatial-CSI for MPCs and facilitates high-level applications.

B. Structure of the RRF Representation

For the RRF representation R = {c(x,d), α(x)}, although
the RRF function c(x,d) can describe the Spatial-CSI of the
radio radiance originating from every 3D point x, as shown in
Fig. 2, the geometry is still necessary for two reasons. First,
as mentioned, the subsequent rendering process requires the
geometry to handle the blockages. Second, for efficiency, we
only need to reconstruct and render the RRF function c(x,d)
for object points xobj, where xobj ∈ {x|α(x) ̸= 0}. These
considerations arise because physical radio radiance is only
actually emitted from radiance sources, such as the Tx and
retransmitting surfaces depicted by the red dots in Fig. 2. In
free space, the RRF function c(x,d) is assigned with zero
value, which should be distinguished from the EM field that
spreads the whole space. The latter requires significantly more
resources for simulating, reconstructing, and representing.

The radio radiance at 
a point 𝒙 is a spherical 
function of 𝒅: 𝑪𝒙(𝒅)

The RRF function c 𝒙, 𝒅  captures the Spatial-CSI 
of radio waves as they emanate from each object 

surface point 𝒙 at arbitrary direction 𝒅

Reflection

Diffusion

Diffraction

Tx

Rx

LoS

Fig. 2. Represent multi-path propagation of radio waves using the Radio
Radiance Field.

More specifically, for a given ray (MPC) defined by its
ray origin xr and direction dr, the Spatial-CSI values cxr,dr

of this ray (MPC) should include channel gain, delay, AoA,
AoD, and polarization. However, in this work, we only en-
code the channel gain, delay, and AoD into cxr,dr , as the
AoA is already determined by the geometry of this ray and

3



the Rx direction, and the polarization will be considered in
future work due to its challenges in field measurement and
simulation. Therefore, a practical representation of the RRF
is R = {c(xobj,d), α(x)}, which encompasses the geometry
of the entire 3D space and the radio radiance at each object
point.

C. Rendering the RRF Representation

As mentioned earlier, the purpose of RRF method is rapid
and accurate querying of the Spatial-CSI of wireless channel
between a fixed Tx and an arbitrary Rx position.

To achieve this, given a well-trained RRF representation R,
the goal is to query how radiance arrives at a Rx position
from different directions. As shown in the upper-left part of
Fig. 3, a practical approach is to query the Spatial-CSI at a
set of uniformly distributed AoAs (gray arrows) within the
array’s FoV (red spherical cap), assuming the presence of
MPCs at each AoA, even though most queried AoAs may
not exhibit strong MPCs. The queried Spatial-CSI values then
form the radio spatial spectrum S(R,PRx,xRx,dRx), which
accurately depicts the wireless channel between the Tx and
Rx. In particular, the projection model PRx defines how the

Geometry

t

Contribution

Transmittance

A radio spatial 
spectrum consists of 

the CSI of a set of MPCs 
at different AoAs

Density Field 
𝜶(𝒙)

Fig. 3. Render a radio spatial spectrum from the RRF representation.

AoAs to be queried are distributed within the FoV and how the
Spatial-CSI values are mapped to pixels in a 2D image, similar
to an “RF picture”. These “RF pictures” have parallel channels
corresponding to mentioned channel gain, delay, and AoD,
much like RGB images, but require more careful processing.
The design of the projection model PRx is flexible. For
better visualization, we use a simple pinhole camera model,
consisting of a 200 × 300 pixel grid with a horizontal FoV of
90◦, as shown in Fig. 1. More efficient projection model will
need to be investigated for future practical implementations.

For querying at each AoA, the alpha-blending rendering
technique is applied. As shown in Fig. 3, given a AoA to
be queried, we launch a rendering ray along this AoA. This
rendering ray is represented as r(t) = xRx+tdray, where the
3D position x is simplified to a one-dimensional coordinate
t on the ray for convenience. dray is the direction of this
rendering ray from the array central point xRx to the red
surface point. To render the received Spatial-CSI crecv (should

be distinguished from the RRF function), the alpha-blending
rendering equation can be expressed as:

crecv(xRx,dray) =

∫ tf

tn

c(t,dray) · T (t) · α(t)dt, (1)

T (t) = exp

(
−
∫ t

tn

α(s)ds

)
, (2)

where T (t) is the transmittance, representing the accumulated
density from the image plane to t, with tn and tf being the
pre-defined lower and upper integration limits along the ray.
Notably, as shown by the three curves in the lower-right part of
Fig. 3, when the rendering ray intersects the blue ball surface
with high density α(t), the transmittance T (t) drops sharply
from 1 to 0. As a result, the portion of the ray behind the
intersection has little contribution, Con(t) = α(t)T (t), to the
crecv. Similarly, the portion of the ray in free space before
the intersection also contributes little due to their zero density.
Thus, only the radio radiance of the first encountered surface
point significantly influences the received Spatial-CSI, which
aligns with our intuition.

D. Reconstructing the RRF

To reconstruct the RRF R from a set of training radio spatial
spectra captured at different array poses, we first need a learn-
able representation capable of encoding the geometry α(x) and
the radio radiance c(x,d), while maintaining differentiability
to the two functions. Additionally, the representation should
be editable, concise, and easy to initialize.

To minimize loss, only the 
point 𝒙 (the red surface point) 

will receive a significant 
increase in its density 𝛼(𝒙) 

and RRF 𝒄𝒙(𝒅).

The training radio spatial 
spectra captured with 

the pinhole camera 
model at different poses

Learnable RRF 
Representation

Fig. 4. Train a RRF representation from radio spatial spectra.

Now, assuming we have a well-initialized learnable RRF
representation, this representation is iteratively optimized
through gradient descent to minimize the loss between the
rendered radio spatial spectra and the training spectra. While
it is clear that the alpha-blending rendering equation is also
differentiable to the two functions, allowing the loss and
representation to be directly connected, the efficiency of this
training process requires seamless cooperation between the
representation structure, the rendering pipeline, and the train-
ing strategies. Thus, building on 3DGS, RF-3DGS addresses
these challenges by utilizing explicit 3D Gaussian distributions
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and SH Functions to represent the RRF R. For rendering,
a parallelized rasterization pipeline is employed, along with
adaptive training strategies modified specifically for RRF
reconstruction.

Beyond these techniques, the core philosophy behind how
such methods capture the RRF R is straightforward. As
illustrated in Fig. 4, since the red surface point on the
object appears in multiple training radio spatial spectra, each
spectrum contains a rendering ray that renders this point during
optimization. As all these rays converge at the actual position
of the surface point in 3D space, during gradient descent,
only this surface point in the representation should receive
an increase in density and its corresponding Spatial-CSI, as
this is the optimal solution to minimize the loss functions
associated with those rays. This insight suggests that our radio
spatial spectra should contain sufficient and accurate geometric
information while maintaining consistency across different
views. However, wireless samples naturally lack geometric
information, and such requirements necessitates expensive
measurement systems and significant processing effort. RF-
3DGS overcomes this challenge with a two-stage fusion train-
ing strategy to efficiently integrate geometric information from
visual inputs into the RRF reconstruction.

III. RELATED WORKS

Traditional Methods: Radio propagation modeling has
been extensively studied over the decades. Empirical models,
such as the Okumura-Hata [25] and COST 231 models [4], are
widely used for predicting approximate path loss in large-scale
environments. Computational EM simulations [6], utilizing
acceleration methods like the finite-difference time-domain
(FDTD) method [7], offer high accuracy for applications such
as antenna design [8] or near-field simulations [9]. While these
methods are effective for specific tasks, they fall short in more
general scenarios.

Ray tracing: Originally developed for computer graphics,
ray tracing has long been adapted for radio propagation
modeling [26], [27]. It models radio waves as rays to simulate
complex RF interactions such as reflection, diffraction, and
scattering [10], [11], [12]. Although ray tracing is suitable for
a wide range of environments, it is limited by high compu-
tational complexity, stringent requirements for environmental
information, and an inflexible pipeline that is difficult to
calibrate.

Neural Network Methods: These methods use broader
environmental information as input to generate outputs such
as CSI [28], [29] or 2D path loss maps [30], [31]. Although
these approaches are fast, provide acceptable accuracy, and
perform well within the domain defined by the training data,
they lack determinism and interpretability.

Radiance Field Reconstruction Methods: Since the suc-
cess of radiance field reconstruction methods in CV, several
works have extended these methods to the RF domain. We
briefly introduce some of them here.

NeRF2 reconstructs a “squared” radio radiance field that
considers both “camera” and “light source” locations as inputs.
However, its spectra, generated using CBF at 915 MHz with

linear scale transformation and per-view normalization, suffer
from strong interference, inconsistencies across views, lack
of geometric information, and distance-dependent decay, all
of which conflict with the requirements discussed earlier. To
maintain effectiveness, NeRF2 requires a sample density 2000
times higher than in this work, negating the advantage of
sparse sampling that NeRF offers. RayProNet [32] integrates
environmental information as input and uses an explicit ”light
probe” as the radio radiance field voxel. However, RayProNet
is limited to producing only 2D path loss maps, without
offering more detailed information.

IV. PROPOSED RF-3DGS FRAMEWORK

In the previous section (Sec. II-D), three critical challenges
for efficient RRF reconstruction were identified. The first
challenge is designing a learnable representation that can
efficiently capture the geometry and the radio radiance of each
object point. The second challenge involves developing an
efficient rendering pipeline and training strategy to improve
reconstruction speed and quality. The third challenge is the
inherent lack of geometric information in radio spatial spectra.
In the following subsections, we will introduce the representa-
tion structure, rendering pipeline, and training strategy of RF-
3DGS, which are designed to address these three challenges.

A. 3D Gaussian Distributions

Unlike NeRF, which uses two neural networks to directly
fit the density field function α(x) and the RRF function
c(x,d) for all continuous points x, 3DGS utilizes millions of
learnable 3D Gaussian distributions (hereafter referred to as
“Gaussians”) as the geometry representation and only recon-
structs the radiance for each Gaussian center. In RF-3DGS,
we adopt a similar configuration, using Gaussians as the
basic primitives for the geometry. Each Gaussian has its own
learnable parameters, including the basic density αg , the center
(mean) of the Gaussian x, and the shape of the Gaussian,
which is typically defined by a 3 × 3 covariance matrix Σ.
The density field of a single 3D Gaussian distribution can be
represented as:

α(x) = αg · e−
1
2 (x)

TΣ−1(x) (3)

However, due to the fact that the covariance matrix of a
Gaussian must be positive semi-definite, it cannot be directly
constrained during gradient descent. Therefore, the shape of
the 3D Gaussians is represented by a more constrained set of
parameters. The covariance matrix can be decomposed as:

Σ = RSSTRT (4)

where S is a 3 × 3 scaling diagonal matrix, and its diagonal
elements consist of a 3D scaling vector sscal that controls
how the 3D Gaussian spreads along the three dimensions. The
matrix R is a 3 × 3 rotation matrix (an orthogonal matrix),
which can be mapped with a quaternion q that controls the
rotation of the Gaussian, as shown in Fig. 5. Both sscal and
q are easier to constrain within valid domains. For instance,
large, anomalous Gaussians with excessive sscal values can be
excluded, and all q values can be normalized to unit length,
ensuring validity.
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Two-stage Fusion Training

① Training Gaussians with Visual Data

CSI-encoded SH Functions

② AoD Zenith and Azimuth Angel 
Channels

① Channel Gain Channel

③ Delay Channel

(d) Radio Spatial Spectra

(a) Geometry Representation

Input:
 · Visual data with camera poses

 · Radio spatial spectrum with array poses  

 

Output:
 · Desired novel radio spatial spectrum rendered within 2 ms 

 · A digital-twin-style RRF representation

② Training SH Functions on each Gaussian with Radio Spatial Spectra

(b) Radio Radiance Field

Partially froze the parameters of Gaussians

For each spectrum channel, the single-
value CSI is carefully encoded and 
represented by the SH functions on each 
Gaussian.

(c) SH Functions

SH Basis Functions

Weighted sum

Spherical Function

Rotation 𝒒

Size 𝒔𝒔𝒄𝒂𝒍𝒊𝒏𝒈

Azimuth

Zenith

Fig. 5. RF-3DGS pipeline. (a) The extracted geometry representation from the visual data, consisting of millions of Gaussians, where the Gaussians are
visualized by their contour surfaces. (b) The reconstructed radio radiance field, where the objects are illuminated by RF waves. (c) A demonstration of SH
functions. (d) An example of the CSI-encoded spectrum and the corresponding decoded CSI spectra from the respective channels.

Thus, during the training process, the parameters of the
millions of Gaussians are optimized, “moving” and “trans-
forming” these Gaussians to precisely represent the geometry
of the environment. This is illustrated in Fig. 5(a), where
the Gaussians are visualized by their contours of distribution
density at 0.8 (the value of e−

1
2 (x)

TΣ−1(x)).

B. CSI-encoded Spherical Harmonics Function

Given the explicit object geometry consisting of Gaussians
with exact positions, we only need to reconstruct the radio ra-
diance from each Gaussian center. For this purpose, we use SH
functions rather than a neural network. As mentioned earlier,
the radio radiance cx(d) at a point x is a spherical function,
and such a complex spherical function can be adaptively
approximated by SH function, which is a linear combination
of basis SH functions. This representation is illustrated in
Fig. 5(c). The number of basis functions is determined by
the degree; the higher the degree, the more basis functions
are available, allowing for the representation of more complex
spherical functions. For our purpose, a degree of 3 is sufficient
for RRF reconstruction.

In the Sec. II-C, we showed the rendering of single-value
radio spatial spectra and mentioned that multi-modal Spatial-
CSI requires more careful processing. This is mainly because,
unlike the RGB values in normal images that already have the
same distribution, the channel gain, delay, and AoD of an MPC
have very different forms. First, the channel gain represents
the ratio between transmitted power and received power for
this MPC, and also indicates its importance. Therefore, the
channel gain serves as the basis to encode the other CSI values
so that our RRF representation can capture more details of the
important MPCs.

However, directly using the absolute value of the channel
gain as the pixel value introduces a significant issue. For EM
wave propagation in free space, the channel gain (path loss)
follows the well-known Friis equation:

Pr = Pt
GtGrλ

2

(4πd)2
, (5)

where d is the distance between the Tx and Rx. This equation
indicates that the received power decreases proportionally to
1/d2. Referring back to Fig. 3 and Eq. (1), we note that
along a ray, the rendered channel gain is independent of
the distance between the object surface point and the array.
This discrepancy arises because the radiance field method was
originally designed to mimic visible light behavior. For visible
light, when viewing an LED bulb from 1 meter and then 2
meters away, the perceived brightness does not drop by four
times. This is explained by the human eye’s response to light
intensity, which follows a logarithmic-like curve and spans a
dynamic range of approximately 100 dB [33]. Therefore, the
distance-dependent intensity decrease usually only results in a
1-2 dB drop in brightness, which is negligible. Consequently,
in this paper, we convert the channel gain spectrum to the
dB scale to mimic such distance-independent decay. Notably,
this lossy transformation is not a compromise of the radiance
field method’s limitations, but rather a way to take advantage
of the visual intensity range. This transformation allows the
spectrum to capture more details of the RRF, as shown in
Fig. 8, where the dB scale spectrum more clearly describes
the radio radiance field, at the cost of a few dB deviation in
reconstruction.

Next, the dB-scaled channel gains are mapped to pixel
values in the range [0, 255]. The upper limit of the channel
gain is set to the free space propagation loss at 0.5 meters to
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avoid unexpected high values in testing and online operation.
The lower limit is the lowest sampled value in the training
samples, usually the noise level. For improved visualization,
most demonstrations in this paper apply a “jet” colormap to
single-channel radio spatial spectra.

Thus, along with the channel gain spectrum, the AoD and
delay can be encoded using parallel channels. Specifically,
AoD can be perfectly represented by our current RRF rep-
resentation, as it only depends on the geometry of each ray.
Therefore, we decompose it into two channels: one encoding
the azimuth angle (0◦ to 360◦) and the other encoding the
zenith angle (0◦ to 180◦).These twoangles of a MPC (pixel)
then , which reflect the importance of this MPC.

For the delay channel, we currently define “delay” as the
normalized delay of each MPC relative to the first-arrival
MPC, ranging from 0 to 200 ns. MPCs exceeding 200 ns are
discarded considering the indoor environment in this study.
Although time of flight (ToF) would be preferable, it is difficult
to acquire in field measurements, and it cannot be represented
in the current RRF representation, as it is linearly related
to the radio travel distance. The normalized delay alleviates
this issue. For example, considering different Rx positions
along a ray corresponding to the first-arrival MPC, the delay
of later MPCs from other directions will slowly vary, which
can be perfectly captured by the current RRF representation.
However, once the different Rx positions are along a ray
that does not correspond to the first-arrival MPC, the delays
of other MPCs may deviate from the true delay. The larger
the angle between the first-arrival MPC ray and the rays
corresponding to later MPCs, the larger the deviations will be.
However, such delay deviations are not significant, as shown
in our later test of reconstructing delay spectra at unvisited
locations.

Furthermore, the deviation in channel gain due to the dB
scale and the deviation of delay representation can be further
addressed with more in-depth development of the representa-
tion structure and rendering pipeline, which will be explored
in future work.

C. Rendering RRF with the 3DGS Rasterization Pipeline

As the millions of 3D Gaussians collectively define a
density field function, and the SH functions define the radio
radiance of discrete object points (the means of the Gaussians),
the alpha-blending rendering can be directly applied to the
Gaussians along each ray, without relying on complex and
lossy sampling strategies. However, as there are thousands of
pixels in a spectrum, the rendering process must be parallelized
to improve efficiency. Thus, instead of rendering the rays one
by one which query all the Gaussians for each ray, each
Gaussian is “splatted” onto the image plane, and all affected
pixels are rendered simultaneously.

Specifically, for each individual Gaussian, the splatting is
traditionally defined by the view transform matrix W and
the perspective projection matrix P. However, to simplify the
calculation and increase stability, the Jacobian affine approxi-

mation J of the perspective projection is used to splat the 3D
Gaussian onto the image plane, as given by:

Σ′ = JWΣWTJT, (6)

where Σ′ is the covariance matrix of the projected 2D Gaus-
sian. This affine approximation can be interpreted as each 3D
Gaussian being first flattened to a 2D Gaussian by orthogonal
projection along the camera depth axis, meaning that parts
of the Gaussian do not appear larger as they get closer or
smaller as they move further away, which is the cost of the
affine approximation. Then, the 2D Gaussians are normally
projected onto the 2D plane, following the perspective projec-
tion principle.

Next, an efficient rasterization rendering pipeline, well-
suited for GPU computational structures, is employed. First,
given the current rendering image plane and view frustum, the
image plane is divided into 16 × 16 tiles, and the view frustum
is divided accordingly. For each tile, only the Gaussians
within the corresponding divided view frustum are selected
(following a specific criterion) and sorted based on their depth
to the plane. Finally, the computation within each tile consists
of parallelized threads rendering the sorted Gaussians onto
each pixel. Once a pixel is saturated with little transmittance,
meaning that further Gaussians cannot affect this pixel, the
thread rendering this pixel is terminated. Further details about
the sorting process and GPU memory management for the
millions of Gaussians can be found in [17].

D. Two-Stage Fusion Training

Given the rendered spectra from the learnable RRF rep-
resentation and the training spectra, the loss function used in
this work is a combined loss function. This function is defined
as the L1 loss plus a differential Structural Similarity Index
Measure (D-SSIM) term:

L = (1− λ)L1 + λLD−SSIM , (7)

where λ is a predefined parameter, set to 0.2 in this work.
The gradient descent then backpropagates this loss through the
differentiable rasterization pipeline to the learnable parameters
of each Gaussian.

However, as mentioned earlier, a major challenge is that the
radio spatial spectrum naturally lacks geometric information.
From Fig. 8, even the ideal spectrum can only be considered
a low-quality “photo”, with other spectra offering even less
geometric detail. In RF-3DGS, we assume access to the radio
spatial spectra and the visual data, which serve as a low-cost
supplement to geometric information. The proposed two-stage
fusion training process is designed to extract geometric infor-
mation from the visual data to enhance the RRF representation.

Before the training begins, if the visual data consists
of photos or video without camera intrinsic and extrinsic
parameters, an initialization process is required to estimate
these parameters and generate initial point clouds using SfM.
Otherwise, this process can be skipped, allowing training to
start from random point clouds.

Once initialization is complete, the first stage of training
begins with a warm-up phase. During this phase, the Gaussians
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are trained using resolution-reduced images, enabling them
to quickly capture global geometry rather than getting stuck
on optimizing fine details. The image resolution is doubled
twice, after 250 iterations and 500 iterations, until the original
resolution is reached.

Following the warm-up, a periodic densification process
refines the Gaussians every 100 iterations. In regions where the
number of Gaussians is insufficient to represent intricate 3D
geometry, the densification process splits large Gaussians and
clones small Gaussians to create more learnable “ellipsoids”
in those regions. Gaussians with very small density values
or those with excessively large footprints in the views are
removed to prevent the “floater” artifact problem, a common
issue in radiance field reconstruction methods.

To manage the quantity of Gaussians, their basic density
values αg are reset towards zero every 3000 iterations. This
reset allows key Gaussians to quickly regain their original
density values during optimization, while abnormal or unnec-
essary Gaussians, whose density values increase slowly, are
removed in subsequent densification steps.

After establishing a well-trained geometry representation,
the second stage begins. In this stage, RF-3DGS uses the
collected radio spatial spectra to train the CSI-encoded SH
functions and the basic density of each Gaussian, while
freezing the positions x, rotation q, and scaling sscal. This
setup ensures that the geometry representation has the adaptive
capability to handle inconsistencies between the visual and
radio geometries (since certain materials may appear opaque in
visual data but translucent under radio waves). After optimiza-
tion, the new CSI-encoded SH functions can be interpreted
as the objects being re-illuminated by the given Tx radio,
with multiple channels corresponding to different Spatial-CSI
properties.

The advantage of the proposed two-stage fusion training is
not only that it requires low-cost visual data as a supplement,
but also that it exhibits extrapolation capabilities, as shown
in Fig. 6. This capability arises from the accurate visual
geometric information, which provides the actual radiance
source location, allowing vague or interfered radio spectra to
be mapped to the correct locations rather than being assigned
to vague floaters, as seen in NeRF2.

Visual Ours Ideal Spectrum

Fig. 6. Extrapolation ability of the proposed two-stage fusion training.
Both spectra are rendered using the same pinhole camera model. The ideal
spectrum, serving as the training target, is limited by the maximum number
of MPCs our RTX A6000 48 GB GPU can handle and the minimum array
pattern lobe width needed for spectrum continuity.

Tx

Rx

Digital Twin

Physical Twin

Rx Positions

Fig. 7. Dataset overview. Our dataset consists of field measurements provided
by NIST [34], along with a simulated digital replica conducted under the same
configuration and environmental conditions.

E. Generating Radio Spatial Spectrum

Although RF-3DGS has largely addressed the challenges
of RRF reconstruction, obtaining high-quality radio spatial
spectra remains crucial. Considering applications in the wire-
less communication domain, we assume the system em-
ploys a common wireless communication configuration, typ-
ically involving half-wavelength spaced Uniform Planar Ar-
rays (UPAs) operating with either a digital beamformer or a
fully analog beamformer to generate baseband digital signals.
Systems specifically designed for RF imaging/radar are not
considered in this paper.

In this work, we constructed a digital twin framework
to evaluate the effectiveness of RF-3DGS, comprising com-
prehensive field measurements in a 14 m × 15 m lobby
and a digital replica of the same space with a full radio
simulation pipeline, as shown in Fig. 7. The 60 GHz mea-
surement data [34] was provided by the National Institute
of Standards and Technology (NIST), USA. The simulator
used is Sionna [35], an open-source communication simulator
developed by NVIDIA, which is equipped with the Sionna
RT [36] ray tracer and supports GPU acceleration.

As illustrated in Fig. 8, our simulation environment is a
precise 3D replica of the NIST lobby with the same Tx posi-
tion. First, the digital twin of the environment is reconstructed
using photographs and LiDAR data. More specifically, each
object is carefully segmented by material, and each material is
assigned the corresponding EM properties. These EM models
are then imported to the simulator, which uses ray tracing to
simulate radio propagation paths. For the fixed Tx position,
the radio propagation paths are captured at a set of sparse
random Rx positions distributed throughout the lobby. Since
the setup simulates a fully diffuse environment at 60 GHz,
the number of paths between each Tx-Rx pair often exceeds
300,000, which limits a UPA array size to 8×8. Next, the
simulated MPCs, distributed in the angle domain (shown in
Fig. 8), are received by the UPA. Finally, the received signals
at each element are processed using various Array Signal Pro-
cessing (ASP) techniques to generate the desired radio spatial
spectrum. Further details on the simulation configuration and
data processing are available in our open-source code.
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Photos + LiDAR Point Cloud

Incident MPCs

Beamforming Patterns 
(dB Scale)

TCBF

CBF

MVDR

Ideal

Digital Twin

Ray Tracing

Uniform Planar Array
(CBF 3D Pattern)

Spatial Spectrum 
(Linear Scale)

Spatial Spectrum 
(dB Scale)

Fig. 8. Full radio simulation pipeline with various beamforming patterns and their corresponding spectra.

Before introducing the ASP techniques, let’s provide a
brief scenario description. In a typical ASP scenario [37], M
signals incident from different directions onto the array are
received by the N elements of the UPA. These signals are
processed by L steering vectors, resulting in the processed
signals y(t) across the L scanning directions. This process
can be expressed as:

y(t) = WH ·A(Θ,Φ) · ssignal(t) + n(t). (8)

The signal vector ssignal(t) is defined as:

ssignal(t) = [s1(t), s2(t), . . . , sM (t)]
T
, (9)

where sm(t) represents the m-th incident signal characterized
by its incident zenith angle θm and azimuth angle ϕm. n(t)
is the additive white Gaussian noise. The matrix A(Θ,Φ)
is a complex matrix of size N × M , with each column
corresponding to the array manifold vector of the m-th signal:

A(Θ,Φ) = [a(θ1, ϕ1),a(θ2, ϕ2), . . . ,a(θM , ϕM )] , (10)

where each array manifold vector a(θ, ϕ) is the product of the
antenna pattern gain G(θ, ϕ) and the phase differences caused
by the path differences d(θ, ϕ) between each element and a
reference location:

a(θ, ϕ) = G(θ, ϕ) · e−j
2πd(θ,ϕ)

λ . (11)

The objective in our case is to find an appropriate steering
vector set WH = [w1,w2, . . . ,wL], that maximize the
Signal-to-Interference-plus-Noise Ratio (SINR) of the signals
in each corresponding AoA direction. As we mentioned in
Sec. II-C, we use a pinhole camera model to generate the radio
spatial spectrum, which means we need to scan the AoAs of
all the 200 × 300 pixels.

To accommodate different wireless systems, we explored
various ASP techniques to provide an overview of spectra

that different systems can generate, as shown in Fig. 8, more
specific, the CBF, TCBF and MVDR patterns and spectra are
simulated by a 8 × 8 UPA, the ideal spectra are generated by
a synthesized ideal pattern with main lobe width 3◦, which is
close to the pattern of a 64 × 64 UPA with CBF.

CBF, also known as the Bartlett beamformer [38], is a
delay-and-sum beamforming technique. It adjusts the phase
shifts of each array element to align their wavefronts in the
desired scanning direction (θl, ϕl). The CBF steering vector
only compensates for phase differences, expressed as:

wCBF(θl, ϕl) =
a(θl, ϕl)

∥a(θl, ϕl)∥
. (12)

Therefore, CBF requires only an analog beamforming sys-
tem with phase shifters and a single RF chain. Fig. 8 illustrates
the CBF pattern, which acts as a kernel convolved with
incoming MPCs to form the spatial spectrum. This kernel
exhibits numerous strong side lobes, leading to significant
interference in the spectrum, even when represented on a
linear scale. Furthermore, this kernel varies with different
steering angles, complicating frequency-domain deconvolution
for interference reduction [39].

To address this issue, we tested the CBF spectrum tapered
by a Hann window [37] and found that while side lobe levels
were suppressed, interference remained problematic on the dB
scale.

MVDR, also known as the Capon beamformer [40], is a
popular array signal processing technique characterized by its
adaptive ability to maximize the SINR. Unlike CBF, which
merely maximizes gain in the current scanning direction,
MVDR optimizes the steering vector w by solving the fol-
lowing problem:

min
w

wHRw subject to wHa(θl, ϕl) = 1, (13)
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where R is the signal autocorrelation matrix. The optimal
steering vector and the corresponding power spectrum can be
written as:

wopt =
R−1a(θl, ϕl)

aH(θl, ϕl)R−1a(θl, ϕl)
, (14)

PMVDR(C) =
1

aH(θl, ϕl)R−1a(θl, ϕl)
. (15)

As shown in Fig. 8, the MVDR spectrum in both linear and
dB scales has much higher resolution and significantly reduced
interference, revealing some geometric structure of the scene.
However, MVDR has two key limitations: it requires indi-
vidual element responses, needing a full digital beamforming
system, and it is sensitive to signal distortion due to its reliance
on the autocorrelation matrix R.

Space Alternating Generalized Expectation maximiza-
tion (SAGE) algorithm [41] is an iterative technique for
parameter estimation, particularly effective in array signal
processing [42], [43]. Therefore, in our study, SAGE was used
exclusively for extracting MPCs from field measurements, and
the extracted MPCs were subsequently used to generate the
spectrum. As shown in Fig. 14(b), the SAGE spectrum is
generated by an equirectangular camera model and overlaid
with a picture from a similar optical camera at same pose.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULT AND EVALUATION

In this section, to evaluate the performance of RF-3DGS, we
designed several experiments. First, we directly compared the
performance of RRF reconstruction with other methods. Next,
to assess its generalizability, we tested how different types of
spectra affect the performance of RF-3DGS. To evaluate RF-
3DGS’s effectiveness in massive MIMO spatial management,
we conducted experiments to test its ability to predict the CBF
steering vector. Finally, as mentioned, RF-3DGS reconstructs
multi-dimensional CSI, and we tested the accuracy of the
reconstructed AoD and delay.

Performance of Radio Radiance Field Reconstruction:
In this part, we focus on evaluating the radiance field recon-
struction performance. The dataset, consisting of 800 samples,
splits into fixed 160 test samples and 640 training samples.
Furthermore, the training samples were randomly selected in
proportions of 20%, 40%, 60%, 80%, and 100%.

A important point is that only high-level metrics, such as
LPIPS (lower is better), can effectively evaluate our spectra
quality when compared to the ground truth. Traditional statis-
tical metrics, such as the Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR)
and SSIM, fall short. This issue has been widely discussed in
the CV domain [44], [45]. As illustrated in Fig. 9, even though
the spectrum predicted by our method is visibly of higher
quality, the PSNR and SSIM yield similar values for both
spectra, while only LPIPS reflects the difference accurately.

The main reason for this metric failure is that our scenario
differs significantly from other visual task comparisons. In
typical visual tasks, like evaluating compression or super-
resolution, outputs are usually close to the perfect ground
truth images, resulting in high metric scores (PSNR > 35

dB, SSIM > 0.9, LPIPS < 0.05), where errors are mostly
pixel-wise.

In contrast, in our tasks, the reconstruction performance
is considerably worse, with PSNR around 15 dB, SSIM
around 0.5, and LPIPS around 0.4, and the ground truth
also contains distortions and noise. These factors reduce the
metric discriminative power, as critical errors, such as the
loss of geometric structure, are obscured by less significant
noisy errors. This issue is particularly severe for PSNR and
SSIM, which heavily rely on statistical features, unlike LPIPS,
which utilizes convolutional neural networks to extract “deep”
features for similarity evaluation.

𝑵𝒆𝑹𝑭𝟐 Ours

84.64%↓

Ground Truth

Fig. 9. Limitation of Statistical Metrics.

With LPIPS as the primary metric, we compared our
method, RF-3DGS, with the Conditional GAN (CGAN) [46],
representing black-box neural network approaches, and the
SOTA NeRF2. The results are presented in Fig. 10.

58x ↓ 390x ↓

Fig. 10. General comparison.

RF-3DGS demonstrates significantly better LPIPS scores,
requires orders of magnitude shorter training times, and offers
rendering speeds faster than Long Term Evolution (LTE) frame
rates. Additionally, RF-3DGS achieves high reconstruction
quality with very sparse training samples, with rendering
quality substantially degrading only when the sample count
drops below approximately 20, depending on the uniformity
of the sample distribution. For evaluating other parameters, we
utilized the full training set to analyze their impact.

In contrast, NeRF2 struggles to capture detailed scene in-
formation, resulting in degraded LPIPS performance. As illus-
trated in Fig. 9, NeRF2 can only reconstruct large, illuminated
floaters with limited details. Moreover, its training process
takes approximately 3 hours, with each rendering requiring
around one second.

For CGAN, the generator synthesizes images while the
discriminator evaluates their fidelity, guiding the generator’s
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optimization. The challenge lies in our sparse training input,
where test inputs differ significantly from the training data.
Consequently, the generator struggles to learn the mapping
between Rx poses and target images, and the discriminator
fails to provide useful gradients, resulting in poor overall
performance.

Impacts of Different Spectra: To further evaluate the
effects of different types of spectra, we trained RF-3DGS
using CBF, TCBF, and MVDR spectra, testing them against
both their corresponding homogeneous ground truth and the
ideal spectrum ground truth. These two tests serve distinct
purposes: first, homogeneous spectrum testing evaluates how
spectra interference and inconsistency impact RF-3DGS’s re-
construction ability; second, ground truth testing assesses how
these spectra degrade reconstruction quality. Fig. 11 provides
a detailed comparison.

Fig. 11. Impacts of different spectra.

From the comparison, it is clear that the CBF and TCBF
spectra impair both reconstruction ability and quality, evident
from their poor performance across all metrics. The degrada-
tion in reconstruction quality is even more pronounced, with
PSNR dropping to 5 dB. This suggests that for CBF and TCBF
spectra, strong interference, and lack of geometric information
severely limit the effectiveness of radiance field reconstruction
in large environments.

In contrast, the MVDR spectrum group exhibits much
higher performance than CBF and TCBF in both testing sce-
narios. More interestingly, in homogeneous spectrum testing,
the MVDR spectrum group even results in higher PSNR
and SSIM compared to the ideal spectrum group, which
may appear counter-intuitive given the ideal spectrum’s higher
quality and lower interference. However, as shown in Fig. 6,
our method has an extrapolation ability that provides more
details than the ideal spectrum. This extrapolation results in
lower performance in statistical metrics like PSNR and SSIM
but yields similar evaluations from LPIPS, further validating
the effectiveness of the LPIPS metric in our tasks.

In summary, these comparisons demonstrate that RF-3DGS
achieves significantly higher radio radiance field reconstruc-
tion quality, faster training speed, and faster rendering speed
compared to other methods. Additionally, RF-3DGS requires
only tens of samples to reconstruct the radiance field across
a large lobby while providing an explicit geometric represen-
tation. These features and high performance underscore the
potential of RF-3DGS in future 6G network applications.

Application in MIMO Spatial Management: To evaluate
the effectiveness of RF-3DGS in wireless communication, we
consider an application scenario where the Rx-side channel
gain spectra are used to guide the Rx array in performing
angle-domain CBF for signal reception. In this context, the
AoA of the maximum-gain path is primary concern. The
following results illustrate the angle deviation of RF-3DGS
with different types of spectra. As shown in Fig. 12, although
the CBF and TCBF spectra fail to accurately represent the
scene geometry, they can still support simple beamforming
tasks, though with some performance loss.

Fig. 12. Angle deviation of CBF guided by spectra.

Spatial-CSI Prediction: Another key feature of RF-3DGS
is its capability to encode Spatial-CSI. In this paper, we tested
its capability to represent the AoD and delay, which are critical
in wireless communication.

As shown in Fig. 13, the results indicate the ability of RF-
3DGS to reconstruct Rx-side AoD spectra and delay spectra.
We also present examples of the decoded CSI spectra in
Fig. 5. For the delay channel, the example demonstrates that
the delay increases from the near reflection point to the far
end, similar to a depth image. In the AoD-azimuth channel,
although the angles vary according to physical laws, a sharp
edge corresponding to the transition between 0 and 360◦ is
visible. A more appropriate approach would involve using a
3D unit vector to represent such AoD information; however,
in this paper, we use these two angles for a more intuitive
demonstration.

Fig. 13. Accuracy of encoded CSI spectra.

VI. FIELD STUDY: A DIGITAL RADIO TWIN

In previous experiments, our testing relied on simulation
datasets, which raised concerns about potential discrepancies
between our digital twin and its physical counterpart. In this
section, we demonstrate the fidelity of our digital radio twin
framework, which includes both environment geometry and a
comprehensive radio radiance field, and highlight its support
for advanced applications like ISAC.

Calibrating Radiance Field: To validate the fidelity of our
generated spectra, we first overlay them with equirectangular
photographs taken from the same positions. The results show
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(a)

(b)

Array FoV 

Fig. 14. (a) digital twin and (b) physical twin measurements comparisons [34].

that most spectra align well with the visual geometry, as
illustrated in Fig. 14.

We also conducted field measurements at the same Rx
locations using a synchronized Tx-Rx system, as depicted in
Fig. 7. This system generates high-definition, precise Channel
Impulse Response (CIR) between each Tx and Rx array
element pair, which are processed by the SAGE algorithm
to estimate key MPCs, including path loss, delay, AoD, and
AoA. More details about this system are available in [43], [34].
Using these MPCs, we generated an MPC spectrum similar to
our ideal spectra, as shown in the lower image of Fig. 14,
which was then used to validate and calibrate our digital twin.

Two limitations in the field measurement process affect
direct validation performance: the limited Rx vertical FoV,
indicated by the red lines in Fig. 14 which also applies to
Tx, and the system’s reliance on SAGE algorithms, which only
estimate dominant MPCs. Consequently, the spectrum contains
little information beyond several discrete MPCs.

This scenario is common when real systems have imper-
fections. In these cases, the advantages of RF-3DGS, such as
rapid training and extrapolation ability, become particularly
valuable. With just 3 minutes of re-training, we can produce a
validated radio radiance field representation with high testing
metrics, as shown in Fig. 15.

Fig. 15. Calibration with field measurement.

An ISAC Scenario Demo with Digital Radio Twin:
Considering RF-3DGS’s exceptional ability to reconstruct the
radio radiance field and model the environment with real-time
wireless communication feedback, its potential for ISAC ap-
plications [21] is evident. Fig. 16 illustrates an ISAC scenario
within digital radio twin, which consists of a normal digital
twin framework and a well-trained RF-3DGS representation.
On the left of Fig. 16, the ability of RF-3DGS to provide

real-time radio spatial spectra at arbitrary positions serves as
prior knowledge of the radio scattering background. When a
sensing target enters the scene as shown on the right of Fig. 16,
optical monitors detect the target’s entry. However, visual data
alone can only provide vague information about the target,
limiting its utility for precise sensing. Such vague information
can be used by the digital twin to notice the connected Rxs
the relative location of the sensing target within their FoV,
as highlighted by the red boxes. With both the real-time
radio scattering background and the target’s potential direction,
wireless communication feedback can be processed more
effectively to extract detailed information about the sensing
target. In comparison, traditional methods often struggle to
distinguish and render such dynamic changes from wireless
communication feedback in real time[47], [48].

Fig. 16. ISAC scenario demonstration.

This capability is particularly advantageous in scenarios
where timely and accurate sensing is critical, such as safety
monitoring or automated navigation systems. RF-3DGS facil-
itates the simultaneous acquisition of communication signals
and the precise reconstruction of the surrounding environ-
ment’s geometry in an explicit and efficient manner.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we proposed RF-3DGS, a fast and efficient
radio radiance field reconstruction method that demonstrates
high performance in reconstruction quality. RF-3DGS signifi-
cantly reduces the training time to just a few minutes, requires
only 2 ms to render a spectrum, and needs only tens of samples
to reconstruct a scene while providing an explicit geometry
representation. We also showcased several applications of RF-
3DGS and introduced a digital twin framework to validate and
enhance the reconstruction process.

However, several challenges persist. A primary issue is the
difficulty in obtaining accurate radio spatial spectra. Addition-
ally, mitigating the deviation in the RRF representation de-
mands further efforts to design novel representation structures
and rendering pipelines. Furthermore, exploring more practical
applications to fully leverage the benefits of RF-3DGS in 6G
networks, particularly in areas such as cell-free massive MIMO
and ISAC, remains a crucial avenue for future research.
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