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Abstract—This paper presents 73 GHz human blockage mea-
surements for a point-to-point link with a 5 m transmitter-receiver
separation distance in an indoor environment, with a human that
walked at a speed of approximately 1 m/s at a perpendicular
orientation to the line between the transmitter and receiver, at
various distances between them. The experiment measures the
shadowing effect of a moving human body when using directional
antennas at the transmitter and receiver for millimeter-wave radio
communications. The measurements were conducted using a 500
Megachips-per-second wideband correlator channel sounder with
a 1 GHz first null-to-null RF bandwidth. Results indicate high
shadowing attenuation is not just due to the human blocker but also
is due to the static directional nature of the antennas used, leading
to the need for phased-array antennas to switch beam directions
in the presence of obstructions and blockages at millimeter-waves.
A simple model for human blockage is provided based on the
double knife-edge diffraction (DKED) model where humans are
approximated by a rectangular screen with infinite vertical height,
similar to the human blockage model given by the METIS project.

Index Terms—Millimeter-wave, human shadowing, double knife-
edge, diffraction, blockage, 73 GHz, METIS.

I. INTRODUCTION

and reduced diffraction around obstacles, compared to \tF a
UHF frequencies [1]. Since mmWave systems are envisaged to
employ more directional antennas/antenna systems, thiy wi
likely experience greater blockage effects caused by haman
cars, and street furniture, compared to current omnidoeat

or quasi-omnidirectional wireless systems [6], [7]. Thevextt

of unlicensed spectrum worldwide in the 60 GHz mmWave [8]
band has led to technological advancements for commercial
grade products due in part to WiGig [9] and IEEE 802.11ad.[10]
The 802.11ad 60 GHz channel model [11] in particular inctude
a human blockage model to account for random human move-
ments in an environment.

Human blockage measurements were conducted at 5 GHz
by Ericsson to understand the temporal variations induged b
humans for stationary terminals in an office over a 200 MHz
bandwidth. Results indicated that the line-of-sight (LQ&ath
was dominant and that secondary paths were 20 dB down
or lower [12]. During the day, human blockers on average
attenuated the LOS path by 10-15 dB, but no more. A hu-
man shadowing model based on double knife-edge diffraction
(DKED) was developed with a human scattering model, which
were in good agreement with measurement observations.

Millimeter-wave (mmWave) bands are an ideal spectrum Collongeer al. with the Institute of Electronics and Telecom-

candidate for fifth-generation (5G) communications systerfunications of Rennes performed 60 GHz wideband measure-
as the sub-6 GHz spectrum has become overly-saturated fhbnts with a 500 MHz bandwidth signal and a 2.3 ns temporal
[2]. The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) in thesolution with 40 dB of dynamic range using horn and patch
United States is actively engaged with industry as the need fransmitter (TX) and receiver (RX) antennas to capture huma
mmWave bands becomes more apparent, as indicated by gBfvity influence on the channel in a large laboratory [13].
notice of inquiry (NOI) 14-177 [3] calling for the investiian Human shadowing in the direct path between the TX and RX
of SpeCtrUm bands above 24 GHz for mobile use, in additi%uced more than 20 dB of attenuation for approximate'y
to the notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 15-138 [4] fogo0 ms for groups of 11 to 15 people walking through the
frequency bands in the 27.5-28.35 GHz, 37-38.6 GHz, 38fhk. Measurements involving horn antennas revealed aszéd
40 GHz, and 64-71 GHz range, for mobile use. Although thgtenuation caused by human blockage compared to the patch
FCC only considered the 71-76 GHz and 81-86 GHz E-bangtennas due to a lack in angular diversity of directive mmés,
frequencies for fixed-services, it is envisioned that théylve 54 observation noted later in Section IV.
considered for mobile use in the future [5]. Researchers at IMST GmbH derived a DKED model for hu-

The use of multiple antennas to create narrow beams Wiftan obstruction by use of rays based on 10 GHz measurements
beamforming technologies will likely be needed for systenfsom six test cases that modeled human blockers as an itjfinite
operating at mmWaves to maintain acceptable SNR due to thgtical blocking screen with a defined width [14], represen
increased free space path loss in the first meter of promagaths a vertical stripe (diffraction screens are commonly used

_ o model buildings in microcellular scenarios as well [15]hiF
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m to 22 m, the maximum single human blockage attenuatiac?Bths ;évggezbﬁsgq;r?rgleéiggzh%nergusrg?nldnet; system stions

was on average 20-30 dB for each distance, with an overall

maximum attenuation nearly 40 dB down from the reference- Deserpton Speciicaion
Similar measurements by TU Braunschweig and Intel modeletd Sasband Sequonce PRBS (L0 order. 1 = Longth 2047)
human blockage through ray-tracing with knife-edge ddffian Chip Rate 500 Mops
for the IEEE 802.11ad 60 GHz channel model with goo j. RE Nul-to-Null Bandwidth 1 GHz
agreement between measurements and the model, and atso PDP Detection FFT matched filter
showed similar deep shadowing attenuation of 30-40 dB whife Sampling Rate 1.5 GSJs onl andQ
a human blocker walked through a point-to-point link [16] Multipath Time Resolution 2ns
Additionally, the model proposed in [16] includes a valid aeb Minimum Periodic PDP Interval 32.752u8
area with an upper and lower bound for blockage attenuatignyaximum Periodic PDP records per snapstot 41,000 PDPs
with an extension to the model given in [17]. PDP Threshold 25 dB down from max peak

Fraunhofer HHI and TU Braunscheweig also conducted wid@-  TX/RX Intermediate Frequency 5.625 GHz
band 60 GHz human blockage measurements over a 3 GHz TXIRX LO 67.875 GHz (22.625 GHz x3)
bandwidth with a 2x2 MIMO channel sounder in a conference Synchronization TX/RX Share 10 MHz Reference
room for point-to-point links with T-R separation distascef Carrier Frequency 73.5 GHz
2, 4, 6, and 10 m with a human blocker walking “perpendiculgr X Power 58 dBm
walks” (PPWs) through the link [18]. DKED, uniform theory of TXIRX Antenna Gain 20 dBi
diffraction (UTD), and piecewise linear (PWL) approxinuati TXIRX Azimuth and Elevation HPBW 15

. TX/RX Antenna Polarization V-V
models were compared to the measured data regarding the o VERT
. . . m

LOS component and indicated that the DKED model unde TXIRX Heighs i
estimates human body shadowing (HBS) and the UTD model :

overestimates HBS attenuation. Additional work by Fradaho
HHI showed that the 60 GHz outdoor channel with human ) ) o
obstructions is highly time-invariant with as much as 30-4fjtérval for capture is 32.752s, with up to 41,000 periodic

dB attenuation of the LOS path in a typical small cell deploy?PPs recorded per snapshot, where a snapshot is the regordin
ment [19]. of successive PDPs. Note that the TX and RX channel sounding

In this paper we present human blockage measurements cfptems shared a common cable-connected 10 MHz reference
ducted at 73 GHz for a point-to-point 5 m link using directibn for frequency synchronization. _Addlt_|0nal details regagithe
high-gain horn antennas in an indoor environment. The rest/geasurement system are provided in Table |.
the paper is organized as follows: Section Il describes tha-m ) o
surement equipment and setup, Section |1l describes a reddiff- Measurement Environment and Descriptions
METIS model based on DKED for simulation and measurementThe TX and RX were set up in an open laboratory space
comparison, Section IV compares the modified DKED modw@iith a 5 m T-R separation distance with each antenna height
simulations and the measured results, with conclusionerdraat 1.4 m and oriented boresight-to-boresight. Figs. la dnd 1
in Section V. show the side and top-down environment views. Nine separate
5-second measurement snapshots were recorded for a human
blocker walking through the point-to-point link, with a PDP
interval frequency of 500 Hz, resulting in approximately0oR5
A. Measurement Equipment and Specifications PDPs per snapshot (1 PDP captured every 2 ms, with no

The 73 GHz human blockage measurements were conduc¥graging). Measurements 1 through 9 were conducted wth th
with a wideband correlator channel sounder that transngoa human blocker walking (approximately 1 m/s) at a perperidicu

Megachips-per-second pseudorandom noise (PN) sequenc@rlﬁntat'on through the LOS link at discrete 0.5 m mcrergent
length 2047, resulting in a 1 GHz null-to-null RF bandwidtf€tween the TX and RX from 0.5 m to 4.5'mas depicted in
centered at 73.5 GHz with a transmit power of -5.8 dBm. THe9- 2- The body breadth of the blocker (shoulder-to-shenid
TX and RX employed a high-gain directional horn antenri§ Ubreadtn= 0.47 m, the depth i8gepin = 0.28 m (similar to the

each with a 15 azimuth and elevation half-power beamwidttfimensions in [18]), and the height ieign: = 1.8 m with a
(HPBW) and 20 dBi of gain, resulting in an effective isotmp'SketCh provided in Fig. 3 to show comparison of the blocker

radiated power (EIRP) of 14.2 dBm. The system emp|oyeddé{nensions with the TX and RX. For the measurement results
National Instruments (NI) 5771 high-speed digitizer thamns given in Section IV, only a portion of the 5-second snapsbot f
pled at 1.5 Giga-Samples/s (GS/s) on fhand Q demodulated each measurement is displayed in order to convey the relevan
baseband channels that were captured and correlated ieseft Shadowing events (SE).

via a fast Fourier transform (FFT) matched filter to createlth
and @ channel impulse responses (CIRs) that generate a power
delay profile (PDP) of the channel{+ Q?). The system had _
a maximum instantaneous dynamic range of 40 dB, with a”* Simple DKED model assumes a human blocker to be
25 dB down from max peak PDP threshold applied to ealfpresented as a screen with four sides, or as an infinitefizae
individual PDP to discard erroneous noise spikes and SYSt€Mrhe Fraunhofer distance of the antennas is 0.2 m, thus 0.5 im tke
irregularities near the noise floor. The minimum periodicHP Dfar-field.

Il. MEASUREMENTEQUIPMENT AND DESCRIPTIONS

I1l. DOUBLE KNIFE-EDGE DIFFRACTION BLOCKAGE
MODEL
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Fig. 4: (a) 3D projection of screen blocker. (b) Top-down jection

of screen blockerr is the distance between the TX (poid) and RX

Fig. 2: Depiction of nine measurements where the human bloc - . - \ Lo
. A . e oint B), and w is the width of the screen. (c) Side projection of
walked through the LOS link at a perpendicular orientatieiug of lisrc):reen tzlockerr is the same distance betweer(l zhe X F:;mcji RX as in

body) at 0.5 m increments between the TX and RX. the top-down view, and is the height of the screen. The dimensions
are defined as follows: = AB; w & wiw2; h & A1A2: D2, &
Awl; Dl L w1B; D242 £ Aw2; D1y, & w2B; D2, L ART;
Dl ©71B; D21 EAR2; D11, 728,

screen with two sides [14], [20]. A numerical approximatfon
DKED from [20] was developed in the METIS human blockage
model [21] and is the model used for comparison and extension
in this paper. A sketch of the screen used to represent a human
for the DKED model is shown in Figs. 4a, 4b, and 4c for the 3D,
top-down, and side projections, respectively, with diniemns
(all in meters) of each length defined in the caption.
Considering Figs. 4a, 4b, and 4c given here, shadowing due
to the human blocker is determined for a screen blocker perpe
dicular to the TX-RX pointing orientation, with dimension$
the blocker that represent the general deptia,f) and height
(bneighy Of the blocker, with respect to the solid lines with arrows
that connect the TX (poind) and RX (pointB) in the top-
Fig. 3: Human blocker dimensions with the TX and Rifeighe = 1.8 down and side view in Figs. 4b and 4c, respectively. As the
mM; bbreadtn = 0.47 M; baeptn = 0.28 m; TX/RX height = 1.4 m. screen moves between the TX and RX, it remains perpendicular
to the point-to-point link for simple simulation and anat/ss




explained in [21]. The corresponding shadowing incurred By modified version of (3) that accounts for the TX and RX
each of the 4 edgesw(; w2; hl; h2) based on knife-edge antenna radiation pattern is given by:

diffraction is as follows [21]: :
tan™" (£ /T (D2u1jw2 + Dlyijuz — 1) Lscreen ModdB] = —201log; (5 - le) VGp2,. - VGpi,,
le\wQ = - (1a)
1
tan~! (£ /5 (D2n1jn2 + Dlpyjpz — 7) +(§ - w2> v/Gpa,,  V/GD1y»
Fhrijne = (1b)

™ (6)

where Fy, w2 = Fu1 Or Fyu2, A is the carrier wavelength)2 . . .

and 1 a1 e procied diances accoring o he AmensURETECT L 01 vy o he pormalzed near e of
from the top-down and side views between the TX .and t fom the TX to the screenif2,,|.,») and from the screen to the
screen and between the screen an(_j the R)_(’ res_pecuvely, R (D1,1)w2), relative to the normalized boresight gain which
roas th_e TR sepa_ranon distance in t_he sm_le view and toiﬁ’ésG(O) = 1. This results in larger losses in the shadow region
dpwn view. The W'.dth (.)f the_ screen is deflned asfrom for what would be observed for an omnidirectional antenn&, d
Fig. 4b and the height is defined asfrom Fig. 4c. Thex to off boresight trajectories. Note that when the screers da

sign is applied With."?H' to both edges for non_—I._OS (NLOS)shadow the boresight trajectory between the TX and RX, the
shadow zone conditions, and for LOS conditions, the ed%rmalized gains are set 6 — 1

farthest from the link is considered in the shadow zone and Is
applied with a+, and the edge closest to the link is applied

with a —. For a situation with multiple screens, the total _ _ _ o
loss is determined by summing the combined losses in dB.The measurement setup described in Section Il indicated tha

The advantage to this model is the simplified and closed-forpd® PDPs were captured each second for a total of 5 seconds
numerical approximation for DKED, similar to solutions dge (@PProximately 2500 PDPs) for each of the nine measurement
model UTD for real-time propagation prediction modelingJj2 distances between the TX and RX (see Fig. 2) as the human

When considering a blocker with a given heighand width blocker walked along a path that is perpendicular to the line
w, the shadowing loss by a blocker is modeled by DKED for getween the TX and RX. The area under each PDP was summed

; e 11 . up to determine the total received power (2500 total sariples

screen with four edgesu(; w2; hl; 12) as [21]: 5 seconds) due to contributions from the LOS path, and refliect
LscreeddB] = —201ogyq (1 — (Fh1 + Fra)(Fuw1 + Fu2)) (2) and diffracted paths (a 25 dB down from max peak threshold
] ] ] ) was used for each individual PDP). In order to consistently
with the corresponding four losses due to knife-edge difft@  ,ccount for the human blocker moving through the LOS link,

from the sides, top, and bottom of the screen. However,;a nopstructed PDP was used to obtain the reference rdceive
simpler model considers only the side edges for diffract@md qyer in the absence of a shadowing event. Thus, all powers
considers the screen heightio be infinitely vertical: were referenced to an unobstructed power of 0 dBm, with
LscreeddB] = —201og; (1 — (Fu1 + Fu2)) 3) subsequent human shadowing gain observed as positive gain
in dB and human shadowing attenuation observed as negative
The models in (2) and (3) are accurate for omnidirectionghin in dB.
antenna measurements, but do not account for the lack ofangu For each of the nine measurement cases, the DKED METIS
diversity inherent in measurements with directive antsnnacreen model (3) and modified DKED METIS model (6) were
Thus, the antenna radiation pattern as pointed out in [18] hg&imulated based on the approximate 1 m/s walking speed of
an impact on the blockage attenuation. In order to accouhe human blocker and a depthydy) of 0.28 m as the width
for the antenna radiation pattern at off-boresight anghest t w for the vertical screen. Fig. 5 shows the measured total
influences diffraction gain, the KED fields must be weightereceived power and simulated DKED models for each of the nine
accordingly. That is, when the screen is fully blocking themeasurements. Observations from each measurement mdicat
LOS path (boresight-to-boresightis blocked), the prgdgtaths that a diffraction/reflection gain caused by the human t#ock
between the TX and scree®?,,; and D2,,.), and the screen upon entering the shadow region can induce a gain of 1-2 dB
and the RX P1,,; andD1,,3), do not contain the full directive in a majority of the cases, irrespective of the distance athvh
gain of the antennas. the blocker entered the link.

The normalized azimuth gaii at anglef is determined via  The maximum blockage attenuation was greater than 30 dB in
the far-field radiation pattern of a horn antenna with a djmecithe shadow region for all nine measurement cases. The negasur
azimuth half-power beamwidth (HPBM}Y) and is approximated results indicate a strong sensitivity to human blockage rwhe
by [23]: in the shadow region between the TX and RX, and the small

wavelength of the signal (approximately 4 mm) attributethi®
G(0) = sinc?(a- sin(f)) - cos?(0) (4) deep oscillating fades of 30 to 40 dB or greater, as a result of
variations in constructive and destructive interferer@imilarly,
where: the top envelope of the human blockage attenuation can be

L, < . (HPBWAZ )> , (HPBWAZ> 1 attributed to constructive interference. When the bloéketery
Smc a-sm|{ ——— - COS —_— | =

IV. MEASUREMENTRESULTS AND ANALYSIS

5 =3 (5) close to the TX or RX (Meas. 1-2, and Meas. 8-9), the DKED
METIS screen model significantly underestimates the oleserv
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Fig. 5: Comparison of total received power from human blgekaneasurements at 73 GHz and DKED simulations for an inffjnitertical
screen with width 0.28 m.

shadowing, in extreme cases by more than 20 dB (Meas. 1 andst cases. The average walking speed of 1 m/s for the human
Meas. 9) and by approximately 10 dB for Meas. 2 and Medslocker and the body deptlhdp) of 0.28 m corresponds to a
8. shadowing event of approximately 280 ms, well aligned with
The use of directive antennas had a significant impact #e observations. This temporal variation in power could be
human blockage measurement results, especially when @ygrcome by beams switching directions to find scattereds an
blocker was close to the TX and RX where attenuation waeflections to make a reliable connection [1], [2], [24], [25
40 dB or greater in the deep shadow region. This is a stroBfjadowing event durations and fade depths were symmetrical
implication on the use of directive antennas and beamfagmiwhen using equivalent TX and RX directional antennas, such
at mmWaves where such narrow beams with high gain aHwht nearly identical observations were made when the human
fast switching speeds will be needed to improve SNR and lkedy was blocking the LOS path at a distance of 0.5 meters
avoid blockers [24]. While the original DKED METIS modelfrom the TX (Meas. 1) and 0.5 meters from the RX (Meas 9.),
was unable to effectively model a human blocker (modeled asd similarly for 1 meter from the TX (Meas. 2) and 1 meter
an infinitively high screen), the modified DKED METIS modefrom the RX (Meas. 8), as shown in Fig. 5.
accounted for the ’5SHPBW antennas used at the TX and RX The DKED simulations in this paper did not consider the
(see Table 1), and was able to model the screen with gobdight edges of the screen (see Fig. 4a), which has also been
agreement between measurements and simulation as depicdmonly ignored by others in the literature [12], [14], [21
in Fig. 5. By accounting for antenna directivity at the TXThe UTD model was not considered but was observed to
and RX, the model accurately traces the upper envelope averestimate human blockage in [18] in addition to the DKED
the blockage attenuation in all measurement cases. In dachmodel underestimating human blockage. It is expected that
the nine measurement cases, the entire shadowing evesd laahtennas with a wider beamwidth would result in less bloekag
approximately 200 ms to 300 ms on average (nominal O dBtenuation that would more closely match the original DKED
attenuation to maximum attenuation, and back to nominalMETIS model, and thus an antenna beamwidth dependent
dB attenuation), with 20 dB to 40 dB shadowing events iextension was added (e.g. Eqg. (6) herein) to the modified DKED
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