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Abstract—TeraHertz (THz) communications are envisioned
as a promising technology, owing to its unprecedented multiGHz bandwidth. In this paper, wideband channel measurement campaigns at 140 GHz and 220 GHz are conducted
in indoor scenarios including a meeting room and an office
room. Directional antennas are utilized and rotated for resolving
the multi-path components (MPCs) in the angular domain.
Comparable path loss values are achieved in the 140 and 220
GHz bands. To investigate the large-scale fading characteristics
for indoor THz communications, single-band close-in path loss
models are developed. To further analyze the dependency on the
frequency, two multi-band path loss models are analyzed, i.e.,
alpha-beta-gamma (ABG) and multi-frequency CI model with
a frequency-weighted path loss exponent (CIF), between which
the ABG model demonstrates a better fit with the measured
data. Moreover, a coherent beam combination that constructively
sums the signal amplitudes from various arrival directions can
significantly reduce the path loss, in contrast with a non-coherent
beam combination.

I. I NTRODUCTION
New spectral bands are required to support Terabit-persecond (Tbps) data rates for future wireless applications to
deal with the exponential growth of wireless data traffic [1],
[2]. Currently, wireless local area networks (WLAN) techniques, i.e., 802.11ad protocol and fifth-generation (5G) mobile networks, have opened up the millimeter-wave (mmWave)
spectrum (10-100 GHz) to seek for broader bandwidth and
higher data rates. However, still limited to several GHz
bandwidth, the mmWave cannot support Tbps requirements.
To further move up the carrier frequency, the Terahertz band
spanning over 0.1 and 10 THz, is envisioned as one of
the promising spectrum bands to enable ultra-broadband 6G
communications.
The channel measurement is the fundamental of the channel studies at THz band. From the literature, a number of
channel measurement campaigns at THz frequencies have
been reported for indoor scenarios [3]–[13]. On one hand,
indoor channel measurement campaigns focus on the shortrange scenarios, e.g. on-desk, on computer motherboard, and
inter-racks, and the distance ranges from 0.1m to 10m [5]–
[9], [11]. On the other hand, the room-scale studies consist of
very few transmitter-receiver (Tx-Rx) positions, generally less
than 20 Tx-Rx positions due to the long time consumption of
narrow beam scanning in the spatial domain [5], [10]–[13].
Therefore, an extensive channel study with various Tx and

Rx positions in different indoor scenarios for different THz
frequencies is still missing.
In this paper, we first present a channel measurement
campaign conducted in a meeting room and an office room
at 140 GHz and 220 GHz, through frequency-domain channel
sounding method via a vector network analyzer (VNA). The
measured bandwidths are 13 GHz and 8 GHz at 140 GHz
and 220 GHz, respectively. In particular, three cases, namely,
Line-of-Sight (LoS) case in the office area, LoS case in the
hallway and Non-Line-of-Sight (NLoS) case, are measured in
an office room (not consistent). In light of the measurement
results, we study the path loss properties at 140 GHz and 220
GHz in different indoor scenarios. The single-frequency path
loss models as well as the multi-frequency path loss models
are developed based on the channel measurement results. To
be concrete, the omni-directional path loss, which considers
the received power from all the scanned angles by the directional antenna, and the best-direction path loss, which only
consider the received power from the strongest direction, are
calculated and analyzed, respectively. In particular, different
beam combination methods, i.e. coherent beam combination
and non-coherent beam combination, are considered for the
path loss calculation for the NLoS case.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we describe the details of the THz channel measurement platform as well as the channel measurement campaign. Then, the single-frequency and multi-frequency path
loss models are developed and derived with different postprocessing methods based on the channel measurement results
in Sec. III. Finally, the paper is concluded in Sec. IV.
II. C HANNEL M EASUREMENT C AMPAIGN
In this section, we describe the THz measurement campaign, including the specification of the hardware system, indoor environments, and measurement deployment. Moreover,
system calibration is carried out for eliminating the impact of
the measurement system on the channel.
A. Channel Measurement System at 140 GHz
The THz channel measurement platform at 140 GHz consists of radio frequency (RF) fronts with horn antennas at both
Tx and Rx sides, and a VNA. The local oscillator (LO) signal
of 10.667 GHz is multiplied by a factor of 12 to 128 GHz. The
immediate frequency (IF) signals generated by VNA range
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Fig. 1. The deployment of the channel measurement in a (a) meeting room (b) office room.

from 2 GHz to 15 GHz, which are mixed with the multiplied
LO signal to the frequency band from 130 to 143 GHz. The
measured bandwidth Bw is 13 GHz. Therefore, the delay
domain resolution of our measurement results, ∆t = 1/Bw , is
76.9 ps, which suggests two paths with the difference in propagation distance larger than 2.3 cm are resolvable. In addition,
the number of the sampled points in the frequency domain or
equivalently, the sweeping frequency points are 1301, which
corresponds to the frequency interval of ∆f = 10 MHz. The
maximum detectable delay, τm = 1/∆f , is calculated as 100
ns, hence, the largest traveling distance of a detectable path
is Lm = 30 m.

TABLE I
PARAMETERS OF THE M EASUREMENT S YSTEM .
Parameter Value
Value
Sounder frequency
140 GHz
220 GHz
Local oscillator
1.667 GHz
18 GHz
Start frequency
130 GHz
201 GHz
End frequency
143 GHz
209 GHz
Bandwidth
13 GHz
8 GHz
IF bandwidth
10 MHz
Sweeping points
1301
801
HPBW at Tx
30◦
60◦
HPBW at Rx
10◦
10◦
Delay resolution
76.9 ps
125 ps
Maximum excess delay
100 ns
Maximum path length
30 m
Azimuth rotation range
[0◦ , 350◦ ]
Elevation rotation range
[-20◦ , 20◦ ]
Rotation step
10◦

A directional horn antenna at Tx produces the half-power
beamwidth (HPBW) of 30◦ with an antenna gain of 15 dBi
at 140 GHz, to guarantee a wide angular coverage. The Rx
antenna gain is 25 dBi, and the HPBW is 10◦ , which is
one-third of that at Tx for high spatial resolution. The Rx
is mounted on a rotation unit, which can be rotated by step
motors. In addition, the power of the test signal is 1 mW, and
the noise floor of our THz measurement platform is −120
dBm (with antenna gain). The detailed parameters of the
measurement system are summarized in Table I.

B. Channel Measurement System at 220 GHz
The THz channel measurement platform at 220 GHz consists of RF fronts with horn antennas at both Tx and Rx
sides and a VNA. The LO signal of 18 GHz is multiplied
by a factor of 20 to 216 GHz. The IF signals generated by
VNA range from 7 GHz to 15 GHz, which are mixed with
the multiplied LO signal to the frequency band from 201 to
209 GHz. The measured bandwidth Bw is 8 GHz. Therefore,
the delay domain resolution of our measurement results is
125 ps. The HPBW of transmit antenna is 60◦ while the
HPBW of the receive antenna is 10◦ at 220 GHz. The other
parameters of the sounding system are summarized in Table I
as well.
C. Meeting Room Environment and Measurement Deployment
We carry out the channel measurement in a typical meeting
room with an area of 10.15 m × 7.9 m and a ceiling height
of 4 m. In the meeting room, a 4.8 m × 1.9 m desk with
a height of 0.77 m is placed in the center, and eight chairs
are around the desk, as shown in Fig. 1(a). In addition, two
TVs are closely placed in front of a wall. The material of
one wall is glass, while the other three are lime walls. We
notice that the maximum detectable path length imposed by
the measurement system is 30 m, which is three times the
dimension of the meeting room. As a result, reflected paths
with at most three-order reflection can be recorded in our
measurement.
In our measurement deployment, 10 positions of Rx are
set in the meeting room, as depicted in the top view of the
meeting room in Fig. 1(a). Tx is close to a corner of the
meeting room. In the measurement set, the Rx is placed on
the positions Rx1-4 and Rx6-10. For the measurement of each
Rx, the main beam of Tx is directed to the Rx. By contrast,
Rx with the spatial resolution of 10◦ scans the receiving
beam in the azimuth domain from 0◦ to 360◦ and elevation
domain from -20◦ to 20◦ to detect sufficient multi-paths. As a
directional beam of transmitter points to Rx, the antenna gain
of the reflected paths from the ceiling and the floor are 16
dB lower than that of the LoS path at 140 GHz. Therefore,
the considered reflected paths collected in our experiment are

mainly from the desk, chairs and walls, whose elevation angles
are sufficiently confined within [-20◦ , 20◦ ].
D. Office Room Environment and Measurement Deployment
The dimensions of the office room in our channel measurement campaign are 30 m × 20 m, as shown in Fig. 1(b),
including a hallway and an office area. In the north of the
office room, there is a 30-meter-long hallway. In the the office
area, the space is partitioned by plastic boards into individual
personal zones. On each desk, there are two monitors as well
as other work-related items.
The measurement campaign consists of three sets, (i) LoS
office area, (ii) LoS hallway and (iii) NLoS, the deployments
of which are depicted in Fig. 1(b). In the measurement set of
LoS office area, Tx is placed at Tx B and Tx C, respectively.
When Tx is placed at Tx B, Rx is placed at B1-B18. When
Tx is place at Tx C, Rx is placed at C1-C15. There are in total
33 measurement points in the measurement set of LoS office
area, and the distance between Tx and Rx varies from 3.5 m to
14 m. In the measurement set of LoS hallway, Tx is placed at
Tx A while Rx is placed at A1-A21. The distance between Tx
and Rx ranges from 2 m to 30 m. In the measurement set of
NLoS, Tx is placed at Tx D, which is behind the corner of the
hallway. 20 measured Rx points locate at D1-D20 without the
existence of a LoS path, as shown in Fig. 1(b). The distance
between Tx and Rx is 3.75 m-20 m. In the aforementioned
measurement campaign, there are in total 74 measurement
points. For each measurement point, the main lobe of Tx
directs to the Rx in the LoS cases. In the NLoS case, Tx
always directs to position A1.
E. System Calibration
After channel measurements, system calibration need to be
conducted to eliminate the effect of the VNA, cables and
RF fronts at Tx and Rx. The process of system calibration
requires to first measure the channel transfer function of an
attenuator. The measured S21 parameter from our channel
measurement is Smeasured = Hsystem Hchannel where Hsystem is
the response of the channel sounding system and Hchannel
is the realistic channel transfer function of THz signals in
indoor scenarios. Then, we connect the RF fronts at Tx and
Rx with a attenuator and have the measured S21 parameter for
calibration, Scalibration = Hattenuator Hsystem . Finally, the realistic
channel transfer function of THz signals in indoor scenarios
is represented as Hchannel = Smeasured Hattenuator /Scalibration .
III. PATH L OSS M ODELS
In this section, we first introduce the single-frequency path
loss model, i.e., close-in (CI) model, and multi-frequency
path loss, i.e., alpha-beta-gamma (ABG) model and multifrequency CI model with a frequency-weighted path loss
exponent (CIF). Then, we demonstrate the path loss from the
channel measurement campaigns. The single-frequency and
multi-frequency path loss models are developed and evaluated,
respectively. In particular, the best-direction path loss and
omni-directional path loss as well as path loss with different

beam combination methods are considered. The properties
and physical parameters revealed in this section are useful
as guidelines for THz communication system design.
A. Single-frequency Path Loss Model
Path loss is a large-scale fading which reveals the signal
power level of Rx at different places. We evaluate the close-in
(CI) path loss model for all the measurement sets, respectively.
In particular, the CI path loss model is represented as,
d
PLCI [dB] = 10 PLE log10 ( ) + FSPL(d0 ) + XσCI , (1)
d0
where PLE is the path loss exponent, d denotes the distance
between Tx and Rx, and d0 represents the reference distance
which is 1 m in this work. XσCI is a zero-mean Gaussian
CI
random variable with standard deviation σSF
in dB, which
represents the fluctuation caused by shadow fading. Moreover,
we compute the free-space path loss (FSPL) by invoking the
Friis’ law, given by
c
),
(2)
FSPL(d0 ) = −20 log10 (
4πf d0
where c denotes the speed of light, and f represents the
carrier frequency. In addition, PLE in (1) is determined by
minimizing σSF via a minimum mean square error (MMSE)
approach.
B. Multi-frequency Path Loss Models
Multi-frequency path loss models considers the dependency
of path loss on both distance and frequencies, which requires
the channel measurements at different frequencies in the same
scenarios. There are two commonly used multi-frequency path
loss models in the literature, i.e., ABG model and CIF model
if antenna polarization is not considered as in this work.
1) ABG model: The alpha-beta-gamma (ABG) model is
derived by adding a frequency-dependent optimization parameter to the current floating-intercept or alpha-beta (AB) model
used in 3GPP [14]. The ABG path loss model is represented
as [14],
d
f
PLABG [dB] = 10α log10 ( ) + β + 10γ log10 ( ) + XσABG ,
d0
f0
(3)
where f denotes the carrier frequency in gigahertz, and f0
represent the reference frequency, which is 1 GHz in this
work. XσABG is a zero-mean Gaussian random variable with
ABG
standard deviation σSF
in dB, which represents the fluctuation caused by shadow fading. The ABG model includes four
ABG
model parameters, α, β, γ, and σSF
. β is the offset value,
while α and γ show the dependence of path loss on distance d
and frequency f , respectively. Parameters are selected based
ABG
on measured data by minimizing the value of σSF
.
2) CIF model: To enable multi-frequency modeling, the CI
model is generalized by adding a frequency-weighted path loss
exponent. Therefore, the CIF path loss model is represented
as [14],



d
f − favg
CIF
log10 ( )
PL [dB] = 10n 1 + b
favg
d0
(4)
+FSPL(f, d0 ) + XσCIF ,

(a) Path loss in the meeting room.

(b) Path loss in LoS office area case.

(c) Path loss in LoS hallway case.

(d) Path loss in NLoS case.

Fig. 2. Best-direction path loss measurement results and proposed CI model.

where FSPL shares the same expression in (2), and XσCIF is a
zero-mean Gaussian random variable with standard deviation
CIF
σSF
in dB. Similar to the PLE in (1), n measures the dependence of path loss on distance. The parameter b measures the
linear dependence of path loss on frequency about favg , the
weighted average of all frequencies, as,
ΣK fk Nk
favg = k=1
,
(5)
ΣK
k=1 Nk
where K is the number of frequencies considered in the CIF
model, and Nk is the number of data points corresponding to
the k-th frequency fk .
C. Best-direction and Omni-direction Path Loss
On one hand, in directional antenna channel measurement,
the path loss can be divided by directional path loss and
omni-directional path loss. In this paper, we consider the bestdirection path loss as the directional path loss. That is, for each
Tx-Rx position, we only calculate the path loss from the best
direction which has the strongest received power. It should
be noted that some researchers may consider another kind of
directional path loss, i.e., they collect the path loss from all
the scanned angles at each Tx-Rx position for the path loss
regression model. The best-direction path loss for each Tx-Rx
position is the path loss from the direction with the maximum
received power scanned at Rx, which is calculated as,
PLbest = −20 ∗ log10 (max H avg i,j ),
(6)
i,j

where H avg i,j is the channel transfer function (CTF) over the
measured frequency band at ith azimuth angle and j th elevation
angle at Rx. The calculation of Hi,j is given as,
S
X
Hi,j,s ,
(7)
H avg i,j =
s=1
th

where Hi,j,s is the CTF at s swept frequencies and at ith
azimuth angle and j th elevation angle at Rx. S is the number
of swept frequencies. The best-direction path loss results and
the corresponding developed CI models for different indoor
scenarios at 140 GHz and 220 GHz are shown in Fig. 2,
which are compared with the PLE for 0.5 to 100 GHz indoor
channels given in 3GPP TR 38.901 model [15].
On the other hand, the omni-directional path loss for each
Tx-Rx position is the path loss considering the power received
from all the scanned angles at Rx, which is calculated as,
X
PLomni = −10 ∗ log10 (
H avg 2i,j ).
(8)
i,j

The omni-directional path loss is generally lower than the
best-directional as it involves all the received power. The
PLE of CI models calculated with best-direction path loss
and omni-direction path loss for indoor scenarios at 140 GHz
and 220 GHz are summarized in Table II. It is observed that
best-direction and omni-directional PLE values at 220 GHz
are slightly higher than those at 140 GHz. As the best direction in LoS cases is the LoS direction and high-directional

antenna are utilized at Rx, the best-direction propagation is
approximately the free-space propagation. Therefore, the bestdirection path loss in LoS cases is very close to 2, which is
the PLE for free-space path loss. In addition, omni-directional
PLE is around 0.5 higher than best-direction PLE, except
in the NLoS case where the signal power is comparable to
the noise floor. Therefore, omni-directional received power
that sums the received power from all the directions will be
much larger than the best-directional received power in NLoS
case as noise power dominates the received power, which
results in relatively significant difference between PLE with
best-direction path loss and omni-directional path loss. By
comparison, hallway scenario in the office room shows the
lowest PLE and smaller than 2, which can be explained by the
waveguide effect. Furthermore, PLE in office area is observed
to be larger than PLE in meeting room. The reason is that the
strong reflected paths from the walls are out of main beam of
Tx in the office area due to the larger dimension of the office
room than the meeting room [4].

TABLE II
PLE OF CI MODELS FOR INDOOR SCENARIOS AT 140 GH Z AND 220 GH Z .
Office
f
Path loss type
Meeting
Hallway
NLoS
area
140
Best-direction
1.94
2.11
1.79
2.59
Omni-directional
1.44
1.67
1.25
1.78
GHz
220
Best-direction
2.05
2.15
1.93
2.78
GHz
Omni-directional
1.61
1.72
1.36
1.99

To further investigate the relationship among path loss,
distance and frequencies for THz indoor communications,
the multi-frequency path loss models, i.e., ABG model and
CIF model, with best-direction path loss and omni-direction
path loss are presented in Table III and IV, respectively. In
ABG model for NLoS case, we observe that α is significantly
lower than that in other scenarios, which suggests non-obvious
linear dependency on the distance. The reason is that the
received power is below the noise floor when distance is
large. In addition, γ in ABG model and b in CIF model with
both best-direction path loss and omni-direction path loss are
all positive, which validates that the path loss is positively
dependent on the frequency. Another observation is that the n
value of CIF models in a certain scenario is between the PLE
values in CI models at 140 GHz and 220 GHz, respectively.
The reason is that n value represents the PLE at the reference
frequency, f0 , which is the averaged measured frequencies
in CIF models. This suggests that CI and CIF models have
continuous relationship and offers the physical basis.
In order to evaluate the developed multi-frequency path loss
models, we calculate the squired R values for each model. R2
ranging from 0 to 1 indicates the goodness of fit of the model,
e.g., R2 = 1 indicates that the model predictions perfectly fit
the data. Overall, ABG model shows higher R2 values than
CIF model, which suggests ABG model is more suitable for
indoor THz channels.

TABLE III
ABG AND CIF MODEL WITH BEST- DIRECTION PATH LOSS
ABG model with best-direction path loss
ABG [dB]
α
β
γ
σSF
R2
Meeting room
2.21
21.65
2.41
2.80
0.82
Office area
2.17
28.31
2.17
1.74
0.91
Hallway
1.74
13.90
2.89
1.51
0.94
NLoS
0.29
38.05
2.88
2.78
0.54
CIF model with best-direction path loss
CIF [dB]
n
b
f0 [GHz]
σSF
R2
Meeting room
2.00
0.12
184.14
2.81
0.69
Office area
2.13
0.044
182.18
1.72
0.89
Hallway
1.86
0.16
178.00
1.64
0.93
NLoS
2.68
0.16
180.00
5.71
0.50

TABLE IV
ABG AND CIF MODEL WITH OMNI - DIRECTIONAL PATH LOSS
ABG model with omni-directional path loss
ABG [dB]
α
β
γ
σSF
R2
Meeting room
2.08
16.73
2.52
2.91
0.80
Office area
1.70
27.58
2.22
1.39
0.91
Hallway
1.29
11.54
2.94
1.67
0.90
NLoS
0.067
27.27
3.09
1.19
0.88
CIF model with omni-directional path loss
CIF [dB]
n
b
f0 [GHz]
σSF
R2
Meeting room
1.53
0.25
184.14
3.13
0.54
Office area
1.70
0.06
182.18
1.38
0.89
Hallway
1.30
0.19
178.00
1.80
0.84
NLoS
1.88
0.25
180.00
3.98
0.52

D. Path Loss with Beam Combination
In THz communications, high-gain antennas or antenna
arrays would be deployed to actively search and find the
strongest directional beams especially when LoS path is
obstructed. Combining the strongest beams can increase SNR
and reduce path loss [16]. To be concrete, beams can be
coherently combined and non-coherently combined. Coherent
beam combination is to sum the amplitude of the signals from
different directions. As a result, the path loss with coherently
combining N beams is calculated as,
N
X
avg
PLcoherent = −20 ∗ log10 (
H k ),
(9)
k=1

where H avg k is the sorted averaged CTF over all the scanned
directions at Rx and H avg 1 is the largest averaged CTF.
Similar to the omni-directional model procedure, noncoherent beam combination path loss consider the of the
power from different directions, which calculated as,
N
X
avg 2
PLnon−coherent = −10 ∗ log10 (
H k ).
(10)
k=1

The NLoS path loss with different beam combination
methods and combined beams are summarized in Table V.
From Table V, the best-drection path loss is equal to the path
loss with only one beam combined. In addition, the coherent
beam combination significantly reduces PLE compared with
non-coherent beam combination in the NLoS case. With 5
strongest beams by coherent beam combination, PLE at 140
GHz in NLoS case reduces from 2.59 to 1.36. However, PLE
is 2.01 at 140 GHz with 5 beams non-coherently combined.

Although the path loss is reduced by coherent beam combination, we note that the noise power is enhanced by N
times after the beam combination. Moreover, We notice that
the more beams are combined, the lower standard deviation
of shadow fading in CI model is observed.
TABLE V
CI MODELS WITH DIFFERENT BEAM COMBINATION METHODS
140 GHz NLoS
220 GHz NLoS
CI [dB]
CI [dB]
PLE
σSF
PLE
σSF
Best direction
2.59
5.72
2.78
5.52
N =1
2.59
5.72
2.78
5.52
N =2
2.05
4.60
2.53
4.54
Coherent
N =3
1.75
3.93
1.95
3.93
N =4
1.53
3.46
1.74
3.50
N =5
1.36
3.10
1.57
3.18
N =1
2.59
5.72
2.78
5.21
N =2
2.34
5.16
2.53
5.03
Non-coherent
N =3
2.19
4.83
2.39
4.74
N =4
2.09
4.60
2.29
4.54
N =5
2.01
4.43
2.22
4.40

IV. C ONCLUSION
In this paper, we conduct channel measurement campaigns
in indoor scenarios at 140 GHz and 220 GHz, respectively.
The measured indoor scenarios includes a meeting room, and
office area, hallway and NLoS in office room. Large-scale
fading characteristics, i.e. path loss, in indoor scenarios at
140 GHz and 220 GHz are achieved and studied based on the
channel measurement campaigns conducted in a meeting room
and office room. The single-frequency and multi-frequency
path loss models are developed and evaluated. From the
analysis of the path loss models, we observe that the PLE
in hallway scenario shows the lowest PLE among all the
scenarios due to the waveguide effect. In addition, PLE in
office area is higher than PLE in a meeting room, as the strong
reflected paths from walls are not detected in the office area.
Furthermore, the results show that PLE at 220 GHz is higher
than that at 140 GHz, and this positive dependency of path loss
on the frequencies is further validated by multi-frequency path
loss models (ABG model and CIF model). The analysis of the
R2 values of the multi-frequency path loss models shows that
ABG model outperforms CIF model in indoor THz channels.
Furthermore, the coherent beam combination can significantly
reduce the path loss in NLoS case.
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