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Abstract—Integrated Sensing and Communication (ISAC),
as a fundamental technology of 6G, empowers Vehicle-to-
Everything (V2X) systems with enhanced sensing capabilities.
One of its promising applications is the reliance on constructed
maps for vehicle positioning. Traditional positioning methods
primarily rely on Line-of-Sight (LOS), but in urban vehicular
scenarios, obstructions often result in predominantly Non-Line-
of-Sight (NLOS) conditions. Existing researched indicate that
NLOS paths, characterized by one-bounce reflection on building
wall with determined delay and angle, can support sensing and
positioning. However, experimental validation remains insuffi-
cient. To address this gap, channel measurements are conducted
in an urban street to explore the existence of strong reflected
paths in the presence of a vehicle target. The results show
significant power contribution from NLOS paths, with large
Environmental Objects (EOs) playing a key role in shaping
NLOS propagation. Then, a novel model for EO reflection
is proposed to extend the Geometry-Based Stochastic Model
(GBSM) for ISAC channel standardization. Simulation results
validate the model’s ability to capture EO’s power and position
characteristics, showing that higher EO-reflected power and
closer distance to Rx reduce Delay Spread (DS), which is
more favorable for positioning. This model provides theoretical
guidance and empirical support for ISAC positioning algorithms
and system design in vehicular scenarios.

Index Terms—6G, ISAC, Channel measurement, V2X, NLOS,
Environment Object.

Integrated Sensing and Communication (ISAC) is emerging
as a fundamental technology to realize ubiquitous sensing
and support digital twins within 6G networks [1]. Unlike
conventional systems that are typically limited to either com-
munication or sensing, ISAC combines both functions into a
unified framework. This allows base stations and terminals
to perform communication tasks while concurrently sensing
the environment [2]. Vehicle-to-Everything (V2X) serves as
a typical application scenario for ISAC, playing a significant
role in enabling autonomous driving [3], [4]. Notably, vehicle
positioning is one of the key functions, relying on the acqui-
sition of environmental information for map construction, and
using algorithms to accurately determine the vehicle’s location
[5].

Traditional positioning algorithms, such as TOA (Time of
Arrival) and TDOA (Time Difference of Arrival), are suitable
for ideal LOS (Line of Sight) condition [6], [7]. However,
in urban vehicular scenarios, the presence of obstacles such
as buildings and trees adds complexity to the environment,

resulting in significant multipaths effects that degrade posi-
tioning accuracy [8]. To address this challenge, [9] proposes
using NLOS paths that undergo one-bounce reflection and
leverages bidirectional estimation of the Angle of Arrival
(AOA) and TOA. In addition, [10] finds through ray-tracing
simulations that NLOS positioning primarily relies on fixed
and regular scatterers in the environment, such as walls. These
scatterers are referred to as environment objects (EOs) while
other multiple-bounce scattering paths should be discarded as
much as possible.

However, most of these findings are based on theoretical
analysis and simulation studies. They have not been validated
by measurements to confirm whether urban vehicular sce-
narios contain EOs that can reflect one-bounce strong power
NLOS paths for positioning. Furthermore, [11] discusses the
3GPP’s latest need for modeling EO to better characterize the
propagation characteristics of ISAC channel in vehicular sce-
narios. Yet, this theory remains unsupported by experimental
validation.

Therefore, this paper aims to address the aforementioned
gaps by conducting bi-static measurements in an urban street
environment, with a vehicle as sensing target at 26 GHz. The
results reveal that the power of NLOS paths is sufficiently
strong for sensing, primarily influenced by large EOs such as
wall and metal fence. To quantify this impact, KEO-factor is
introduced to describe the proportional relationship between
NLOS paths and EO-reflected paths. Furthermore, a novel
EO reflection model is proposed based on ground reflection
in Geometry-Based Stochastic Model (GBSM), offering a
more accurate representation under NLOS condition in ISAC
channel. Simulation results validate this model’s effectiveness
in capturing both EO power and position characteristics, as
evidenced by shifts in the Cumulative Distribution Function
(CDF) of Delay Spread (DS).

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section
II describes the measurement system and scheme. Section III
presents the measurement results and conducts a quantitative
analysis of the power contributions from different scatterers
in the ISAC channel. Section IV focuses on the modeling
of EO especially in NLOS condition, providing expressions
based on ground reflection, along with the simulation results
on DS under different power proportions and EO positions.
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Section V provides the conclusion of this study.

I. MEASUREMENTS DESCRIPTION
A. Measurement System

In this measurement experiment, the Transmitter (Tx) uti-
lizes a vector signal generator to generate a PN code sequence
with a length of 1022 bits. The generated signal is then mod-
ulated to 26 GHz using binary phase shift keying and trans-
mitted via a lens antenna, which provides excellent directivity
and high gain, ensuring that more energy is directed toward
the target. At the Receiver (Rx), a spectrum analyzer is used
to capture and record the received signal. To ensure sufficient
system gain, a low-noise amplifier is used at the receiver to
amplify the signal [12]. Fig. 1 illustrates the structure of the
measurement system. The specific configuration is detailed in
Table. I.

Fig. 1: Measurement system diagram.

TABLE I: Measurement System Configuration

Parameters Value/Type
Center frequency (GHz) 26

Bandwidth (MHz) 600
PN sequence 1022

Horn antenna azimuth HPBW (deg) 8
Lens Horn Antenna azimuth HPBW (deg) 4.75

Height of Tx/Rx Antenna (m) 1.6
Antenna polarization V-to-V

B. Measurement Scheme

As depicted in Fig. 2, a Bi-static ISAC channel mea-
surement campaign is conducted along an urban L-shaped
street. The selected environment facilitates clear scatterers
identification including tall building wall, dense metal fence,
lampposts, and vegetation. The Tx, equipped with a lens an-
tenna, is positioned on the west side of the street transmitting
eastward. A horn antenna on the north side faces south at
a 0° angle. The horn antenna is rotated both clockwise and
counterclockwise, collecting data every 5° across a range of
±90°, resulting in a total of 36 receiving angles. The absence
of a LOS path between Tx and Rx is noted, obstructed by a
tall building.

Two cases are designed to investigate the sensing of target
by Rx in bi-static mode. Initially, a 4.2m × 1.7m × 1.6m

vehicle is positioned at a 45° angle in the corner of the street,
facing the Tx (Case 1, Fig.2(a)). In this scenario, the vehicle
is aligned with the Tx, establishing a clear LOS path. This
setup simulates a typical turning scenario, where the vehicle is
in motion and about to change direction. In Case 2 (Fig.2(b)),
the vehicle is moved to the left side of the east-west street,
facing west. In this situation, there is no direct alignment
with the Tx, and there is also no clear LOS path to the Rx.
This setup represents a scenario where the vehicle is about to
complete its turn at the intersection.

(a) Case1 scenario

(b) Case2 scenario

Fig. 2: The measurement campaign

II. MEASUREMENT RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

To visualize the distribution of multipath components
(MPCs) across delay, spatial, and power domains, Fig. 3
presents the Power-Angular Delay Profiles (PADPs) under
various cases, along with the analysis of potential propagation
paths. In the environment, the PADP clearly distinguishes
various scatterers, such as the mental fence, wall, and lamp-
posts, highlighting their individual contributions to the MPCs.
When the vehicle is introduced into the environment, one-
bounce reflection from the vehicle (label A) becomes clearly
noticeable in Case 1. However, it is relatively weaker in Case
2 due to the absence of a distinct LOS path. By comparing the
PADP of Case 1 and Case 2 with the baseline environment, the
observed changes reveal the MPCs influenced by the vehicle
and reflected from the surrounding scatterers, labeled as B,
C and D. These MPCs that interact with the vehicle and are
finally received can be defined as the target channel.

Subsequently, a quantitative analysis on the power propor-
tion of different paths in target channel is conducted to further
investigate which scatterers matter in the vehicular scenario.
First, we accurately measure the size of the environment,
calculating the distances and angle ranges that the signal



(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 3: The analysis of possible paths and result of PADP
for different cases are as follows: (a) Environment. (b)

Case1. (c) Case2.

Fig. 4: Illustration of the comparison of MPCs at Rx with
5° angle between the environment and Case 1. The

additional red lines at the 48m position indicate the effective
MPCs contributed by the vehicle target.

propagates from Tx through various sactterers to the receiver,
ensuring the precise identification of the corresponding MPCs.
By comparing the Power Delay Profiles (PDP) of the en-
vironment, Case 1, and Case 2 at the same angles, MPCs
attributed by the vehicle are identified as shown in Fig. 4.
Moreover, measurement data reveal that wall and fence, as
relatively regular scatterers, exhibit strong energy at receiver
angles when facing them at specific incident and reflection

angles, which suggests the adherence to specular reflection
mechanism. Therefore, the MPCs contributed by the target
and then reflected by different scatterers can be separated at
all Rx angles.

Then, the power contribution PPscatterer of each scatterer
to the target channel is calculated, as shown in (1). In this
equation, Pscatterer represents the total power from a specific
scatterer across N measured angles, which is 36 in this
measurement. While Ptar denotes the total power of the target
channel across all angles, which includes the sum of power
contributions from all scatterers. This method quantifies the
relative contribution of each scatterer to the overall target
channel power, helping to identify which scatterers have the
most significant impact. Table.II and Table.III summarize the
power proportions of different paths in target channel.

PPscatterer =
Pscatterer

Ptar
=

N∑
i=1

Pscatterer,i

N∑
i=1

Ptar,i

(1)

TABLE II: Power proportion of different paths in target
channel for Case 1

Path Contributed by Propagation Distance/Angle Power proportion

A Vehicle LOS-LOS 47m∼51m (-5°∼ 5°) 50.5%

B Vehicle-Wall LOS-NLOS 50m∼53m (15°∼55°) 9.7%

C Vehicle-Fence LOS-NLOS 52m∼58m (-55°∼-15°) 34.5%

D Vehicle-Lamppost LOS-NLOS 49m∼50m (-30°∼-25°) 5.3%

TABLE III: Power proportion of different paths in target
channel for Case 2

Path Contributed by Propagation Distance/Angle Power proportion

A Vehicle LOS-LOS 45m∼48m (-5°∼5°) 17.9%

B Vehicle-Fence-Wall LOS-NLOS 60m∼66m (15°∼55°) 61.3%

C Vehicle-Fence LOS-NLOS 52m∼58m (-55°∼-5°) 8.4%

D Vehicle-Fence-lamppost LOS-NLOS 49m∼50m (-30°∼-25°) 12.4%

The measurement results indicate that when a vehicle
target is introduced, environmental scatterers impact the target
channel to varying degrees. Small scatterers like lampposts
contribute relatively little power, around 12% in Case 2 and
only 5% in Case 1. In contrast, large regular scatterers such as
wall and metal fence significantly affect the target channel.
In Case 1, besides direct reflection from vehicle, the metal
fence and wall contribute about 45% of the power, while in
Case 2, due to the absence of LOS paths, they contribute
approximately up to 70%. These scatterers can be defined
as EOs, which play a critical role in the target channel. As
a result, the power from EOs is sufficiently strong to be
leveraged for NLOS-assisted sensing.



HNLOS
u,s (τ, t) =

√
KEO ·

K∑
k=1

HEO
u,s,k(t)δ(τ − τEO,k) +

√
1−KEO ·

N∑
n=1

HNLOS
u,s,n (t)δ(τ − τn) (3)

HEO
u,s(t, τ) =

[
Frx,u,θ (θEO,ZOA, ϕEO,AOA)
Frx,u,ϕ (θEO,ZOA, ϕEO,AOA)

]T

·
[

REO
∥ 0

0 −REO
⊥

]
·
[

Ftx,s,θ (θEO,ZOD, ϕEO,AOD)
Ftx,s,ϕ (θEO,ZOD, ϕEO,AOD)

]
· exp

(
−j2π

dEO

λ0

)
exp

(
j2π

r̂Trx,EO · drx,u

λ0

)
· exp

(
j2π

r̂Ttx,EO · dtx,s

λ0

)

· exp

(
j2π

r̂Ttx,EO · vtx

λ0
t

)
· exp

(
j2π

r̂Trx,EO · vrx

λ0
t

)
(4)

τEO =
dEO

c
=

√
(htx − hrx)2 + (dtx + drx)2 + d22D − (dtx − drx)2

c
(5)

III. MODELING OF ENVIRONMENT OBJECT

A. EO modeling in GBSM

The previous section reveals that, in urban vehicular ISAC
scenarios, a significant portion of the power in target channel
originates from EOs, making it essential to model these
components for positioning. In the bi-static sensing mode,
due to the presence of target, the channel is divided into
Tx-target and target-Rx components, which exhibit the same
characteristics due to channel reciprocity, as illustrated in
Fig.5. Therefore, This section focuses on modeling the EO
within target-Rx channel, assuming the vehicle acts as a
transmitter in target channel. What’s more, similar to the
ground reflection model in GBSM [13], EOs can be treated
as specular reflection surfaces and are typically considered
strong paths under NLOS conditions, as indicated by the
previous measurement results.

Fig. 5: Illusion of EO reflection.

To quantify the power contribution of the EO-reflected path,
the KEO-factor is proposed, as defined in (2). Here, PEO

and PNLOS denote the total power of EO-reflected paths and
the overall NLOS power in the environment, respectively.

This parameter serves as a measure of the presence and
influence of EOs within the environment. Specifically, when
KEO = 0, it indicates the absence of significant EOs, whereas
a higher KEO value suggests that the majority of NLOS
power originates from EO-reflected paths.

KEO =
PEO

PNLOS
, KEO ∈ [0, 1] (2)

When considering EO-reflected path in NLOS propagation,
the total channel impulse response (CIR) under NLOS con-
dition is expressed in (3). The total NLOS channel response
HNLOS

u,s is the summation of the EO-reflected paths and other
NLOS paths, where K and N represent the total number of
EO-reflected paths and other NLOS paths, respectively. The
CIR for the original NLOS paths HNLOS

u,s,n is generated based
on the steps described in [13]. For EO-reflected path within
a 3D-MIMO system [14], the CIR is defined by (4), where

• Frx,u,θ and Frx,u,ϕ are the field patterns of receive
antenna element u the direction of the spherical basis
vectors, θ̂ and ϕ̂ respectively.

• Ftx,s,θ and Ftx,s,ϕ are the field patterns of transmit
antenna element s in the direction of the spherical basis
vectors, θ̂ and ϕ̂ respectively.

• θEO,ZOA and ϕEO,AOA are the zenith and azimuth angle
of arrival after interacting with the EO.

• θEO,ZOD and ϕEO,AOD are the zenith and azimuth
angle of departure after interacting with the EO.

• REO
∥ andREO

⊥ represent the reflection coefficients for par-
allel and perpendicular polarization, which vary with
different materials and surfaces of EO.

• dEO represents the propagation distance of EO-reflected
path.

• λ0 is the wavelength of the carrier frequency.
• r̂tx,EO, r̂rx,EO indicate the unit vectors from the Tx or

Rx to the EO, respectively.



• dtx,u,drx,s indicate the location vectors of the transmit-
ter and receiver antennas.

• vtx,vrx indicate the velocity vectors of transmitter and
receiver.

Since NLOS-assisted positioning primarily relies on one-
bounce reflected paths, while multiple-bounce paths are
treated as noise that affect positioning accuracy, the EO
modeling above mainly focuses on one-bounce reflections.
Therefore, the position of EO can be determined by defining
the horizontal distances dtx and drx from the Tx and Rx to
EO, respectively. Consequently, the delay, angles, and other
parameters can be derived based on geometric relationships
and theoretical formula, as shown in (5), where htx and hrx

are the height of Tx and Rx respectively. d2D indicates the
horizon distance between Tx and Rx.

B. Numerical Analysis

To validate the impact of EO modeling on the channel, we
conduct simulations of real-world scenarios and compare the
results with measurement data. Based on the formulas, the
target-Rx channel in Urban Microcell(Umi) scenario with a
single EO as reflecting wall surface can be simulated. The
configuration parameters are shown in Table IV, with dtx =
drx = 6.5m and KEO = 0.5, which is the same deployment
as the measurement described in section II.

TABLE IV: Simulation Configuration

Parameters Value/Type

Scenario Umi urban street

Link condition NLOS

Center frequency (GHz) 26

Bandwidth (MHz) 600

Number of Tx/Rx 1

Coordinates of Tx/Rx (m) (0,0,1.6)/(0,26,1.6)

Type of Tx/Rx antenna Horn

Following simulation configuration described above, the
PDP of target-Rx channel is plotted, as shown in Fig. 6. It
can be observed that a distinct strong path appears at delay
of 97 ns, which closely aligns with the absolute delay of 99
ns for the path reflected from target to the wall and then to
Rx in the actual measurement scenario. The remaining MPCs
describe the NLOS paths that reflected from other surrounding
scatterers in the environment.

Since the delay spread (DS) reflects the multipath effects
of the channel [15], a smaller DS indicates more concen-
trated energy, which is beneficial for improving positioning
accuracy. Therefore, to further investigate the impact of in-
troducing an EO on channel delay characteristics, simulations
are conducted. Firstly, the KEO-factor is varied to simulate
different power contributions from the EO-reflected path,
enabling the observation of changes in the CDF of DS
under varying reflection intensities. Furthermore, the power
contribution in the NLOS environment is kept constant, while

(a)

(b)

Fig. 6: Simulated PDP result (a) is based on the
configuration parameters in TableIV, which is corresponding

to the measurement result (b).

Fig. 7: CDF of DS under different KEO values.

the distance between the EO and Rx is adjusted to examine
how the position of EOs affects the CDF of DS.

The simulation results, as shown in Fig. 7 and 8, demon-
strate that when the EO remains in the fixed position but
the reflection power increases, the average DS decreases.
This suggests that as more energy is focused on the EO-
reflected path, the impact of other MPCs become smaller,
which is more favorable for target sensing and positioning.
Conversely, when the distance between the EO and the
transmitter increases while keeping the power contribution



Fig. 8: CDF of DS under different drx values.

constant, the average DS increases. This implies that as the
EO moves farther from the Rx, its influence on the channel
weakens, leading to a more dispersed signal and indicating a
lack of EOs in the environment that can assist in positioning.
These findings highlight the critical role of the EO’s reflection
strength and location in influencing the target’s sensing and
positioning capabilities within the ISAC channel.

IV. CONCLUSION

This paper presents channel measurements in an urban ve-
hicular scenario, emphasizing the notable power contributions
reflected from large regular EOs in the target channel, which
are favorable for sensing and positioning. An EO reflection
model based on ground reflection in GBSM is introduced
and validated through simulations, effectively capturing both
EO power and position characteristics. These findings provide
valuable insights for ISAC channel modeling and simulation
in vehicular scenarios. Future research should focus on de-
veloping advanced algorithms and model designs to better
leverage EO characteristics, further enhancing positioning and
sensing performance.
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channel model for IIoT scenarios: A survey,” IEEE Internet of Things
Journal, vol. 8, no. 11, pp. 8799–8815, 2021.

https://portal.3gpp.org/desktopmodules/Specifications/\protect \@normalcr \relax SpecificationDetails.aspx?specificationId=4044
https://portal.3gpp.org/desktopmodules/Specifications/\protect \@normalcr \relax SpecificationDetails.aspx?specificationId=4044
https://www.3gpp.org/DynaReport/38901.htm

	MEASUREMENTS DESCRIPTION
	Measurement System
	Measurement Scheme

	MEASUREMENT RESULTS AND ANALYSIS
	Modeling of Environment Object
	EO modeling in GBSM
	Numerical Analysis

	Conclusion
	References

