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Abstract

Lack of knowledge of the material properties (medium, thickness, structure, roughngbss a stingly negative impact on
the quality of the radioelectric field predictions obtained by rigorous methods. In order to be able to optimise our model based
on Geometrical Optics (GO) and Uniform Theory of Diffraction (UTD)—exploiting the rays obtained by a three-dimensional
ray tracing (combining reflection, transmission and diffraction)—we associate a genetic algorithm (GA) to it. We evaluate their
performances after optimisation on a typical indoor environment, and then we determine the influence of a few ray tracing para-
meters on the prediction accuracy and thus the knowledge of the environment of simUlate.this article: R. Matschek,
C. R. Physique 6 (2005).
0 2005 Académie des sciences. Published by Elsevier SAS. All rights reserved.

Résumé

Optimisation par un algorithme génétique d’un modéle basé sur I'optique géométrique et la théorie uniforme de la
diffraction. La méconnaissance des caractéristiques des matériaux (nature, épaisseur, structure, rugesttéortement
préjudiciable a la qualité des prédictions du champ radioélectrique obtenu par des méthodes rigoureuses. De fagon a pouvoir
optimiser notre modele basé sur I'Optique Géométrique et la Théorie Uniforme de la Diffraction exploitant les rayons obtenus
par un tracé de rayon tridimensionnel (combinant réflexions, transmissions et diffractions), nous lui avons associé un algorithme
génétique. Nous en avons évalué les performances apres optimisation sur différents environnements indoor, et nous avons
ensuite déterminé l'influence des différents parametres du tracé de rayons sur I'acuité des prédictions et donc la connaissance
de I'environnement de simulatioRour citer cet article: R. Matschek, C. R. Physique 6 (2005).

0 2005 Académie des sciences. Published by Elsevier SAS. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Having an accurate tool to predict the electromagnetic field in varied environments (indoor and urban) in a wide frequency
bandwidth is an imperative condition to deploy correctly mobile networks, Wifi hot-spots, etc.

This tool must realise a compromise between computational time and accuracy to ensure compatibility with operational
constraints of engineering. It then requires a good knowledge of the environment: the modelling of the calculation scenes’
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geometry is a paramount factor of the prediction quality, but the intrinsic characteristics of materials constitutive of these scenes
are also important, especially when simulations are based on physical models.

Taking into account the currently used frequencies for high data rate radio communications (from approximately 500 MHz
up to 100 GHz) and of the required accuracy (standard deviation of about 6 to 8 dB), we developed a tool combining a three-
dimensional ray tracing with a model based on Geometrical Optics (GO) and Uniform Theory of Diffraction (UTD); it will be
presented in a first part.

It appeared to us that the intrinsic characteristics of materials given in the literature are not suitable to obtain systematically
predictions of a satisfactory quality; in a second part, we will thus describe the genetic algorithm (GA) implemented in our
tool in order to carry out a multivariable optimisation (relative permittivity, conductivity, thickness, even roughness, for about
ten materials and thus about fifty unknown factors). Finally, in a last part, we will compare some simulations given by our tool
to electromagnetic measurements realised in an indoor environment, by analysing the convergence of the algorithm and the
influence of the rays on the performance of the radioelectric predictions.

2. Context
2.1. Environment

A calculation scene is the combination of data resulting from a Geographical Information System (ground, vegetation, etc.)
and from architecture software (for buildings), eventually completed by specific elements (furniture, etc.). This information is
indicated in the form of plane facets made up of an unspecified number of points. The edges must have dimensions compatible
with the frequency of simulation: in the case of our model based on GO, we regard as valid any edge of size higher than
approximately 10. Some examples of such scenes are given in Fig. 1.

2.2. Materials

In the following, we will assume that the materials are homogeneous, linear and isotropic, and the relative permeability will
be equal to unity.

Dielectrics could be lossy, provided that the conductivity is such that the loss angle is lower than a few percents (in the
contrary case, the index of refraction is strongly complex and the phase and amplitude plans are then dissociated, giving an
inhomogeneous wave making null and void the ray approach [1]).

In this paper, roughness will not be taken into account.

2.3. Radioelectric parameters

The higher the frequency, the more valid the optical approach (resulting from the locality principle) [2]; frequency bandwidth
of a tool based on GO and UTD is thus very wide, with the following restrictions:

Fig. 1. Examples of calculation scenes (on the left: outdoor; on the right: indoor).
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Fig. 2. The simulation tool.

e The lowest frequency depends on the dimension of the facets (cf Section 2.1) and the distances between the points of
emission and reception (if is the wave number anfl the distance parameter used in UTD—cf. Section 4.2, one must
havek - L > 1) [3].

e The wavelength is much larger than the size of roughnesses [4].

The wave resulting from the source is regarded as spherical, unconstrained on its polarisation; in the same way, antenna
diagrams (with the emission as with the reception) could be unspecified.

2.4. Simulations
The tool used here is based on two main components:

e the ray tracing which, starting from geometrical information on the scene and the points of emission and reception, finds
valid geometric paths including several reflections, transmissions and diffractions, which are next stored in a ray file (this
is described in Section 3),

e using the ray file, the materials, the characteristics of the sources and the receivers, the calculation model of the radioelectric
field calculates the vector field in amplitude and phase (described in Section 4).

The main components of our tool are summarized in Fig. 2.

3. The ray tracing
3.1. Direct, reflected and transmitted rays

Direct and transmitted rays are obtained by a rectilinear tracing followed by a test of screening [5]. To look for reflected
rays, we use the traditional method of sources/images.

3.2. Diffracted rays

Finding multiple diffractions is significantly more complex than that of the other interactions, in particular when the various
phenomena (reflection, transmission and diffraction) are combined.

The application of the principle of locality and the generalised Fermat [6] principle to the case of diffraction makes it possible
to define a cone—known &ller's cone—giving the potential directions of the diffracted rays, as illustrated by Fig. 3 [7].

To find the path of a ray undergoing diffractions (without reflections), we thus assume that an edgedefined by its
origin points; and a vectoF; giving its orientation and its length [8].
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Fig. 3. Keller’s cone.

If a; is a scalar ranging between 0 and 1, an unspecified point ofieciyethus always be defined by:
13[, =aqa;.F; +5; Q)
For each point of diffraction we have thus to solve, if suffixes and ‘+’ denote respectively the ‘back’ and ‘forward’
points anddy is the diffraction angle:

Pp—P ¥  P—-P_ 7
1Py — PN 1P — P_) N7
By developing this expression for each diffraction, we get a system of non-linear equations whose resolution is immediate
with the first order, and simple to the second order (with the Newton—Raphson method for example).
To combine reflections with diffractions, we applied the method of the sources/images (cf. Section 3.1) to the diffracting
edges, such that the previously exposed case for diffractions only is applicable.

The ray tracing algorithm integrates an original classification of the edges making it possible to eliminate the non-causal
solutions (images of the same order but not resulting from the same facets).

cogfg) = 2

4. Radioelectric field computation

The ray file generated by the tracing contains the type and the position of the impacts constituting of the optical path between
a source and a point of observation, and various geometrical parameters of the scene (wedge apertures, angles of reflection ¢
diffraction, etc.). With this information, it is then possible to predict the received field by applying GO laws and the UTD
formulation which was the subject of many publications (with a particular mention for [2] and [3]) and will be only briefly
presented in this section.

4.1. Geometrical Optics

Along the optical path, the radioelectric field is affected by a variation of phase and a variation of amplitude related to the
spreading factor of the bear(s) at the distance from the sourcez?.
If k is the wave number, one can then express the variations of the£figldie to the propagation of the ray:

. 1
ES=EC. A(s)- e /*S  whereA(s) = - for spherical waves (3)
S

When the ray undergoes a reflecti@nor a transmissiorT, the field is also affected by a Fresnel coefficient depending
on the angle of incidenc#, the complex relative permittivity, and the polarisation (soft= £, ) or 2 (hard= E|). These
coefficients are expressed below:

§0siny = VB —00FY g ey 2B siny with {ES -
gs:h . siny + /& — cofy gshosing + /3, —cofy gh =g,

4.2. Uniform Theory of Diffraction

“

R (y) =

From the exact resolution of the canonical case of the infinite metallic half-plane (Sommerfeld’s solution), it is possible to
obtain a heuristic formulation ([7] then [9]) allowing the calculation of the field diffracted by a lossy dielectric wedge [10].
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If Q is the point of diffractions’ is the distance from the source to this point and now the distance betweeh and the
point of observation, the diffracted field can then be expressed:

— —=s.,h -
Py =Fi(0)- D" A(s,s) - eIk o
where the spreading facta, in the case of a spherical wave, is given by:

S/

N —
Als,s) = s(s+s")

(6)

D% is a 2nd order tensor whose coefficients, expressed below, depend on polarisation (suffixes Of éinel reflection
coefficients indicate the 2 faces of the wedge):

D" =Dy + Do+ RY" - D3+ RY" - Dy @
With [11,12]:
D —_e_jm cot[ p ’”] F[k L sinz(ﬂ " )] 1..,4 (8)
— . —_— . L — |, m={1, ...,
" 2ny/2rkg - Sing), 2n 2n

whereg,, is an angle related to the optical boundaries (existence of the incident and reflected rays compared to the two faces
of the wedge), angﬂ() is the angle between the incident ray and the edgis.the Fresnel function expressed by:

o
F(x)zz-j-ﬁe"x'/e*f“zdu ©)
Jx

L is the distance parameter which guaranties the continuity of the field near the boundarieis arfdnction of the angle of
aperturex; they are defined by [13]:
/ i /
L= w and n= (ZNJ
(s"+s) T
Multiple refinements were introduced into UTD to extend its field of application, often in a heuristic way; we will not
evoke them here but one will be able to consult with benefit the examples detailed in the following references: improvement
of the UTD diffraction coefficients [14], diffraction of an inhomogeneous plane wave by a wedge [15,16], complex penetrable
wedge [17], UTD heuristic formulation to take into account a transmitted ray through a lossy dielectric wedge [18,19].
Let us, however, note that when the ray diffracted by an edge is again diffracted by another edge of the same facet (inducing
a grazing incidence), it is necessary to take into account the slope diffraction [20]. The total diffracted field is then expressed, if
¢’ is the angle of incidence [2,3]:

(10)

d _ i . ps.h . . . N .a—Jks
E (P)—|:E (Q)-D +jk —3(/)/ v :| A(s,s’)-e (12)

4.3. Knowledge of the materials

With a 3D ray tracing and an accurate model for predicting the radioelectric field, it is now possible to carry out simulations
as well indoor as outdoor, in so far as the constraints clarified in Sections 2.2 and 2.3 are respected. It is though necessary to
know precisely the intrinsic characteristics of materials.

The literature is abundant on this subject; we present for example in Table 1 the values recommended by the COST 231 [21]
for losses in building materials, in the band 1-2 GHz.

However, it is important to precise that, on the one hand, the precision of the predicted field strongly depends on the material
characteristics and that, on the other hand, those have a strong variability. In addition, the structure of materials (multiple layers,
roughness, etc.) cannot be systematically observed and modelled. Lastly, it seems unrealistic to seek to characterise these
materials in situ (expensive and delicate measurements, in addition not easy to extrapolate) [22]. We thus chose to optimise
materials starting from radioelectric measurements of reference. Optimisation to be realised must be multivariable but not
sensitive to local minima.

For these two constraints, a genetic method seemed to be useful. Indeed, this technique is largely used in many domains, for
example in electromagnetics for antenna diagrams optimisation.
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Table 1

Typical losses in the band 1-2 GHz

Context Material Losses

Outdoor Thick concrete wall (25 cm) 13
Reinforced glazing 8

Indoor Thin concrete wall<€ 10 cm) 6
Pave 23
Brick 25
Plasterboard 5
Windows 2

5. The genetic algorithm
5.1. Principle

Based on mechanisms derived from the life observation [23], a GA makes it possible to find a quasi optimal solution of a
multivariable problem; largely based on random numbers, this algorithm will converge more or less quickly and more or less
effectively with each pulling.

We will call genethe set of the materials constituting a calculation scene. Several genes will be combined together, thus
constituting apopulationwhich will evolve several times. Our GA is integrated in the prediction tool at the electromagnetic
model level, without requiring any change of the existing ray file, as illustrated on Fig. 2. Its successive iterations thus generate
a reasonable computing time, by refining only the parameters related to materials without impairing the rigour of the optical
methods used.

5.2. Implementation

The coding of the genes (i.e., of materials) depends on the limit values of the several variables and the desired granularity;
our choice is illustrated in Fig. 47, is the change probability of the gene; the relative permittigjtythe conductivitys and
the thicknesg of a material are then obtained by (A, B, C and D refer to Fig. 4):

=41 e =[1...13 775

o 10t . o =[103...1077] (12)
SR e=10...1023 mnj

o — 10-D-1 pm =[10"8...107 1]

The GA evolves according to several steps: initialisation of the population, evaluation of various genes, selection of best
genes, crossing of the genes with 1 or 2 points, random mutation, convergence test, and new iteration or writing of the new
material file.

During initialisation, a gene carries the information contained in the initial material file; the other genes are initialised in a
completely arbitrary way.

The evaluation consists in calculating the error induced by each gene by comparing the field predicted with a reference
field. Various formulas can be used, according to whether one wants to reduce the standard deviation of the error, to reduce it

Material 1 Material 2 I I Material n ‘
s "'~\,\_\ Typ.: n~10 to 50
Permittivity Ep | Conductivity O e & | P
11013775 | 107t010°S/m | 0t01.023m |10°
to
107!
A (9 bits) B (10 bits) C (10 bits) D (3 bits)

Fig. 4. The gene.



R. Matschek / C. R. Physique 6 (2005) 595-603 601
average, to minimise the error relative to strongest fields, etc. In addition, one can calculate this error starting from the fields
expressed into linear or into dB. We chose to implement the following expression:

nb receivers,

ernor=————. E
nb receivers  “ 7 (
1=

I 2 i 2

(Epredicteg)” T (Epredicteq } ')
I 2 i 2

(E reference) +(E reference)

The selection makes it possible to choose the best genes (i.e., those which present the best adaptation); a compromise mus
be carried out between the will to converge and the need for guaranteeing the population a certain genetic diversity. We chose
to preserve 10% of the best genes. The 90% of genes not preserved are then generated by crossing over two by two the previous
genes classified according to their adaptation.

Randomly, the crossing is done at 1 or 2 points, the position of the points of cut being also random.

Finally, random binary errors are introduced in the genes, making it possible to keep diversity in the population and also
exploring solutions impossible to generate by crossover. In our implementation, the probability of mutation moreover is self-
managed by the algorithm itself.

|0910{ (13)

6. Results
6.1. Reference measurements

We chose to test our prediction model and its associated GA on an indoor configuration (inducing a reasonable time to
find the rays). The calculation scene is a recent building of 6 floors. A source emits at 1.8 GHz on the 2nd floor, and refer-
ence measurements are realised at the 1st floor. Both transmitter and receiver antennas are omnidirectional ones, in vertical
polarisation.

Let us notice that the choice of a building configuration is de facto penalising, not only because of the presence of a slab
of armed concrete between the floors, but also because the surrounding buildings were deliberately not integrated into the
calculation scene. This is represented in Fig. 5 (on the left).

Over 500 iterations, the GA converges quickly, then requires the mediation of the mutations (which make fall the average
value) to continue to progress; in fact, the GA converges in stages.

Indeed, various uncertainties relative to the scene (geometry, modelling, materials, etc.) and to the source (emitted power,
antenna diagram, polarisation, orientation, specific disturbers, etc.) seldom allow a perfect convergence, independently of any
consideration on the validity of the method used (GO and UTD).

After optimisation, the error between prediction and measurements gives an average of 1.71 dB and a standard deviation of
6.73 dB. Let us recall that the choice of the function of evaluation advantages the decrease of the standard deviation and not
that of the average, which explains why it is quite significant.

Note also that optimised values for the several materials of the scene are quite different from those usually used in simulations
(some measurements of concrete around 2 GHz [22] gave a relative permittivity of 6.56 and a conductivity -of £ mS
Table 2 shows the optimised values for the 1st floor illustrated in Fig. 5.

Fig. 5. The indoor scene (on the left: complete, for optimisation; on the right: the 1st floor, for validation).
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Table 2
Optimised values for the 1st floor at 1.8 GHz
Material Thickness (cm) Relative permittivity Conductivity (ms 1)
Thick concrete wall 32 121 011
Partition 63(1) 81 3104
Lower pave 25 16 2138
Upper pave 65 109 1000 (non-penetrable)
1 6 1 16 21 26 31 36 41 51 5 61 66 71 76 81 8 91
-10
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‘ —e— Measurements =—— Predictions |

Received power (dBm)

Fig. 6. Comparison simulation/measurements.
6.2. Comparison predictions/measurements

To evaluate our intrinsic characteristics, we will now compare the predictions given by our model to measurements realised
on the 2nd floor (the transmitter remains unchanged at the 2nd floor). The set of materials is then a subset of that optimised
previously. The new calculation scene is illustrated on the right of Fig. 5 (with rays, reception points, reflection, transmission
and diffraction points).

Comparison between simulations (bold line) and measurements (line with circles) is illustrated in Fig. 6 (received power in
dBm for 96 points of measurements). The standard deviation of the error is now 7.69 dB and the average falls to 7.2 dB.

6.3. Comments

In spite of the fact that the standard deviation remains acceptable (by comparison to that of other indoor propagation models),
these statistics show that the scene was not sufficiently detailed. Transmitted rays through the partitions of the 1st stage resul
in an excessive predicted field, attesting that these partitions have been regarded by our model as bringing less attenuation tha
actually happens. In other words, a significant contribution of the measured field did not result from the 162 rays found by the
ray tracing during optimisation. This remark suggests in particular to take into account the roughness in our model, in order to
introduce a certain dispersion of energy (reduction of the specular contribution of the reflections).

In addition, it is important to notice that the ray tracing settings is more demanding for the test set than for optimisation (3
phenomena to the maximum); we indeed authorised a more significant number of phenomena per ray, in particular concerning
the transmissions. This point is essential because it illustrates the flexibility brought by the choice to rather optimise the mate-
rials than the electromagnetic model (contrary to the semi-empirical approaches which are then related to the environment of
reference).

It should, however, be noted that the richer the ray file will be, the more the computed field will depend on materials, the
phenomena and the angles of incidence, thus supporting the quality of the optimisation carried out by GA. Observation of the
Fresnel coefficients (cf. Eq. (4)) lets us suppose that the transmissions depend primarily on conductivity, whereas the relative
permittivity mainly influences the reflections.

Lastly, let us remark that GA is very powerful in computational time: the results exposed here having been obtained in
a few minutes on a relatively standard PC (Pentium IV, 2 GHz). Moreover, this computational time, by the principle of the
algorithm, increases linearly with the number of unknown factors whereas, by other methods of optimisation, this increase is
often quadratic.
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7. Conclusion

In order to be able to predict the electromagnetic field in varied environments for a wide frequency bandwidth, a tool
associating a ray tracing and a model based on GO and UTD was presented. First, the combined research of the various
phenomena taken into account (reflection, transmission, diffraction) was presented; then, GO and UTD were briefly detailed.

The knowledge of the intrinsic characteristics of materials is of primary importance for accurate predictions; after having
noted that the values given in the literature were not sufficiently accurate, we presented the GA implemented in our tool for
carrying out the optimisation of these characteristics, starting from measurements of radioelectric field. The coding of gene, the
error function and the various parameters of this GA were specified. The global performance of the tool (ray tracing associated
to radioelectric model) was finally evaluated to real indoor measurements.

Once optimised, this model presents an accuracy equivalent to that of other more traditional models (semi-empirical, etc.),
but with a higher adaptivity.

With the intrinsic characteristics of materials optimised by the tool, the optical methods thus seem completely adapted to
the prediction of electromagnetic field in varied environments, in so far as their representation is sufficiently precise (geometry,
type of material and positioning).
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