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Abstract—Integrated Sensing and Communication (ISAC) has
been identified as a key 6G application by International Telecom-
munication Union (ITU) and 3rd Generation Partnership Project
(3GPP). Channel measurement and modeling is a prerequisite for
ISAC system design and has attracted widespread attention from
both academia and industry. 3GPP Release 19 initiated the ISAC
channel study item in December 2023 and finalized its modeling
specification in May 2025 after extensive technical discussions.
However, a comprehensive survey that provides a systematic
overview—from empirical channel features to modeling method-
ologies and standardized simulators—remains unavailable. In
this paper, the key requirements and challenges in ISAC channel
research are first analyzed, followed by a structured overview
of the standardization workflow throughout the 3GPP Release
19 process. Then, critical aspects of ISAC channels, including
physical objects, target channels, and background channels, are
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examined in depth, together with additional features such as
spatial consistency, environment objects, Doppler characteristics,
and shared clusters, supported by measurement-based analysis.
To establish a unified ISAC channel modeling framework, an Ex-
tended Geometry-based Stochastic Model (E-GBSM) is proposed,
incorporating all the aforementioned ISAC channel characteris-
tics. Finally, a standardized simulator is developed based on E-
GBSM, and a two-phase calibration procedure aligned with 3GPP
Release 19 is conducted to validate both the model and the sim-
ulator, demonstrating close agreement with industrial reference
results. Overall, this paper provides a systematic survey of 3GPP
Release 19 ISAC channel standardization and offers insights into
best practices for new feature characterization, unified modeling
methodology, and standardized simulator implementation, which
can effectively supporting ISAC technology evaluation and future
6G standardization.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication, chan-
nel measurement and modeling, 3GPP standardization, unified
model, channel simulator.

1. INTRODUCTION
A. Overview of 6G ISAC

Radar and communications, as key utilities of electromag-
netic waves, have traditionally developed separately. Commu-
nication is primarily concerned with information transmission,
while radar focuses on target sensing and identification [1]-[3].
However, the expansion of frequency bands and bandwidth in
communications, along with the evolution from single-antenna
systems to large-scale antenna arrays [4] in both radar and
communication systems, has led to significant similarities in
their hardware architectures and channel characteristics [5],
[6]. These convergences make the integration and co-design of
radar and communication systems increasingly feasible. This
emerging research area is commonly referred to as Integrated
Sensing and Communication (ISAC). As research progresses,
ISAC technology has been more broadly defined as the inte-
gration of sensing and communication functionalities within a
unified system, enabling Base Stations (BS) or User Terminals
(UT) to simultaneously exchange information and perceive
their surrounding environment [7]-[10]. By sharing a majority
of the software, hardware, and information resources, ISAC
systems bring tremendous advantages to improving spectrum
utilization and reducing costs [11]-[14].

In June 2023, the International Telecommunication Union
(ITU) finalized the Recommendation on the Framework and
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Overall Objectives of the Future Development of IMT for
2030 and Beyond [15], [16]. Building upon the three primary
use cases of 5G, the document expands and enhances the
framework by identifying six key usage scenarios—including
ISAC—and defining 15 capability indicators such as higher-
accuracy positioning and sensing-related metrics. In the same
month, the 3rd Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) released
TR 22.837 standardization [17], which specifies 32 potential
use cases for wireless sensing, including target detection,
tracking, and environment reconstruction. In parallel, the IMT-
2030 Promotion Group, a national-level research initiative, has
published several reports on ISAC, further underscoring the
central role of ISAC in the evolution of future communication
technologies.

Basic Definitions: 1) Sensing transmitter (STx): the Trans-
mission Reception Point (TRP) or a UT that sends out the
sensing signal which the sensing service will use in its opera-
tion. A sensing Tx can be located in the same or different TRP
or a UT as the sensing receiver. 2) Sensing receiver (SRx): the
TRP or a UT that receives the sensing signal which the sensing
service will use in its operation. A sensing Rx can be located
in the same or different TRP or a UT as the sensing Tx. 3)
Sensing Target (ST): target that need to be sensed by deriving
characteristics of the objects within the environment from the
sensing signal. 4) Background environment: background clutter
and/or Environment Objects (EOs) that are not the sensing
target(s). 5) Monostatic sensing: sensing where the sensing
transmitter and sensing receiver are co-located in the same
TRP or UT. 6) Bistatic sensing: sensing where the sensing
transmitter and sensing receiver are in different TRPs or UTs.

B. Requirements and Challenges of ISAC Channel Research

The radio channel is the transmission medium between a Tx
and a Rx. It plays a crucial role in determining the ultimate
performance limit of mobile communications systems [18]-
[21]. Channel models can be categorized as the determinis-
tic model, stochastic model, and deterministic-stochastic hy-
brid model. Among them, Geometry-Based Stochastic Model
(GBSM) is mainstream due to its low complexity and scalabil-
ity, and has been widely adopted in standardized communica-
tion channel modeling by ITU [22] and 3GPP [23]. It adopts
a clustered structure that groups multipaths into stochastic
clusters, leveraging both environment-specific features and
stochastic modeling [24], [25]. GBSM is two-dimensions (2D)
in 4G systems and expands to three-dimensions (3D) in 5G
systems by introducing the zenith angles [4].

In contrast to 5G communication systems that primarily
focus on overall channel propagation characteristics, ISAC
systems emphasize extracting effective target information from
environmental clutter to support sensing tasks such as localiza-
tion, tracking, and identification [26], [27]. This necessitates
the inclusion of additional deterministic components in the
channel model to characterize the specific propagation behav-
ior of sensing targets [28], [29]. Moreover, ISAC introduces
new sensing use cases and monostatic sensing modes, which
are not covered by existing communication configurations
[30]. Therefore, conventional 5G channel models are insuf-

ficient for ISAC performance evaluation, and an Extended-
GBSM (E-GBSM) for 6G ISAC is urgently needed [31].

Fig. 1 illustrates the ISAC channels with new features
observed in typical application scenarios. Accurately and
realistically capturing these characteristics poses significant
challenges for ISAC channel modeling. Firstly, in order to
realize the sensing tasks, a necessary prior step in sensing
channel modeling is to determine the ST’s position, velocity,
and scattering propagation characteristics. This modeling pro-
cess has been widely recognized and adopted in the 3GPP
standardization work [30] and academic research [24], [25].
As for the scattering characteristic, the radar community has
introduced the concept of Radar Cross Section (RCS), which
is defined as the effective area of a target that captures and
reflects the electromagnetic wave energy [32]. To address
the challenges of RCS modeling, computational electromag-
netic (CEM) methods, including finite difference time domain
(FDTD) [33], the moment method (MoM) [34], and the finite
element method (FEM) [35] are applied to solve Maxwell’s
equations to emulate electromagnetic interactions with targets,
offering high accuracy in RCS calculations. However, as for
the typical STs such as Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs),
humans, and vehicles, the high computational complexity
of electromagnetic simulations limits their applicability in
standardized models, making it a key challenge to develop
a generalized and scalable RCS modeling approach for ISAC
systems.

ISAC Tx and Rx can be mainly categorized into four types:
Transmission Reception Point (TRP), normal UT, aerial UT,
and vehicle UT. Correspondingly, nine propagation links of
1) TRP-TRP, 2) TRP-normal UT, 3) TRP-vehicle UT, 4) TRP-
aerial UT, 5) normal UT-normal UT, 6) normal UT-vehicle
UT, 7) normal UT-aerial UT, 8) vehicle UT-vehicle UT, 9)
aerial UT-aerial UT are defined, which covers all potential
propagation situations in ISAC [36]. Because the ISAC chan-
nel incorporates the ST, the ST-related channel is divided into
Tx-target and target-Rx links, each corresponding to one of the
nine propagation types described above. However, accurately
characterizing the full Tx-target-Rx channel, which is a com-
ponent of the ISAC channel, remains an open question. During
the standardization discussions, some companies [37], [38]
have proposed using a statistical cluster from communications
to describe the ST-related channel, while others [39], [40]
have theorized concatenation channel models. More empirical
research is needed to explore the channel characteristics of
typical scenarios and further validate the relevant models.

As for the ST-unrelated channel component (multipaths
contributed by the environment, such as the trees labeled by
the upper-right circle of Fig. 1 and the corresponding red
sensing paths), although they do not carry useful information
about the target of interest, they actually constitute a larger
fraction of the ISAC channel, as practically validated in [41].
Accurately characterizing these environmental / background
multipaths will significantly enhance the performance of target
information extraction, such as localization and identification
[26]. The ST-unrelated background channelS, similar to com-
munication channels, focus on the overall propagation char-
acteristics without considering intermediate nodes. Therefore,
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the ISAC channel with new features, including 1) RCS, 2) target channel, 3) background channel, 4)
spatial consistency, 5) EO, 6) Doppler effect, and 7) shared cluster. The red and blue dotted lines denote the sensing and

communication channels, respectively.

in the separated Tx-Rx (defined as bistatic) sensing mode, the
corresponding models and parameters from 5G communica-
tion standardization [23] can be directly reused as the starting
point for research. These 5G models and parameters depend
on the distance and relative position between separated Tx and
Rx, making them unsuitable for the new Tx-Rx co-located
echo (defined as monostatic) sensing mode, which includes
propagation situations /), 5), 8), and 9). Developing a gen-
eral approach for modeling monostatic background channels
requires further empirical analysis and research.

Channels generated by nodes within the correlation distance
exhibit similar characteristics, reflecting the spatial continuity
of the propagation environment [42]. Accurately character-
izing this spatial consistency is essential for preserving and
evaluating the continuity of channel variations. In the context
of 5G communication, spatial consistency has been addressed
for both channel large-scale and small-scale parameters [23],
across different propagation links, constrained by the correla-
tion distance. In ISAC systems, spatial consistency becomes
even more crucial for sensing performance evaluation, par-
ticularly in multi-node cooperation sensing and under mo-
bility scenarios [16]. Given the dual role of the channel in
supporting both communication and sensing functions, spatial
consistency models should incorporate the unique character-
istics introduced by STs, without compromising for existing
communication channel correlations.

In propagation channels, a Line-of-Sight (LoS) path may
exist between the Tx and Rx (or between Tx / Rx and

ST). Meanwhile, various types of scatterers contribute to the
non-LoS (NLoS) propagation paths through mechanisms such
as reflection, scattering, and diffraction, resulting in NLoS
clusters. The LoS path provides the most direct and effective
information for enabling sensing functions such as localization
in ISAC systems [43]. However, to enhance target information
acquisition, especially under NLoS conditions, it is crucial to
characterize the large, regular EO, such as walls and ground
surfaces, along with the NLoS paths they generate. These
NLoS paths have a significant impact on the channel and
can be effectively utilized for improved sensing performance.
Exploring how to accurately model EOs, particularly their
propagation characteristics of single-hop mirror reflections, is
one of the key challenges [36], [44].

Doppler effect plays a critical role in communication sys-
tems, causing frequency shifts in the received signal due to the
relative motion between the Tx and Rx. In traditional commu-
nication systems, these shifts can lead to signal degradation,
such as inter-symbol interference and reduced capacity, espe-
cially in high-speed scenarios [45]. Accurate modeling and
compensation of Doppler shifts are essential for maintaining
link reliability. In ISAC systems, characterizing the Doppler
effect enables effective velocity sensing and identification of
STs. Unlike communication channels, ISAC channels require
considering the relative motion between the Tx, Rx, and
STs, as all three act as mobile nodes. Additionally, ISAC
applications, like human posture recognition in smart homes
and UAV state detection in low-altitude networks (as shown
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in Fig. 1), demand more advanced micro-Doppler studies.

In the existing research, ISAC channel models are widely
utilized in ISAC systems to evaluate upper-level technology
development and system design [46]-[49], where commu-
nication and sensing channels are generated independently.
Communication and sensing channels are intrinsically different
because of different propagation configurations, e.g., Tx-Rx
relative positions. However, due to the multiplexing of hard-
ware resources (e.g., antennas) and the same environment,
some objects might serve as shared propagation scatterers
for both the communication and sensing channels. Accurately
characterizing this feature will help assess the mutual assis-
tance between communication and sensing. However, whether
this ISAC channel is truly shared, to what extent it is shared,
and how to model and evaluate remain challenges that require
empirical validation and analysis.

In 5G communication channels, blockage modeling has
been studied as an add-on feature to the channel model. In
3GPP TR 38.901 [23], Blockage A and B are defined, using
a stochastic method and a geometric method, respectively,
to capture e.g., human and vehicular blocking. In ISAC
channels, STs with known location, orientation, and size can

also potentially block the background channel or the paths of
other target channels. Investigating the blocking effects caused
by different typical STs and their coupling with the ISAC
environment, as well as how to extend the modeling based on
3GPP, requires further empirical validation.

C. Paper Contribution and Organization

ISAC channel measurement and modeling plays a pivotal
role in the design, standardization, and optimization of ISAC
systems. However, there has not been a comprehensive survey
yet that provides a systematic overview that spans from
empirical channel measurements to modeling theories and to
standardized simulations. The main contributions of this paper
are summarized as follows:

o A systematic examination is conducted on the require-
ments and challenges of ISAC channel research, and an
overview of the standardization workflow and timeline in
3GPP Release 19 is provided. The discussion focuses on
key ISAC scenarios and target types, the evolution of the
ISAC channel modeling framework, and the standardiza-
tion efforts related to critical ISAC channel features.

o The latest standardization progress and global research
on the emerging characteristics of ISAC channels and
their modeling are comprehensively reviewed. The review
provides an in-depth discussion covering critical channel
components, including physical objects, target channels,
background channels, along with additional features such
as spatial consistency, EO, Doppler effect, and shared
clusters. All aspects are supported by extensive empirical
measurements and analysis.

o Representative 6G channel and system-level simu-
lators are surveyed and compared. A unified and
standardization-oriented ISAC channel model is then es-
tablished by evolving the 3D GBSM into an extended
framework (E-GBSM). The E-GBSM characterizes the
concatenated Tx-Target and Target-Rx sub-channels, and
incorporates all key ISAC channel features, such as RCS,
monostatic background paths, EO, shared clusters, and
micro-Doppler effect).

o Based on the proposed unified ISAC channel model, the
BUPTCMCCCMG-IMT2030 channel simulator is devel-
oped, along with the ISAC channel simulation procedure
and calibration methodology aligned with 3GPP TR
38.901. Calibration results demonstrate high consistency
with reference implementations at 6 GHz and 30 GHz
under both TRP-monostatic and bistatic sensing configu-
rations, thereby verifying the engineering applicability of
the standardized channel model and simulator.

II. 3GPP STANDARDIZATION OF ISAC CHANNEL
MODELING

To address the gap in current standardized communication
channel models that prevents effective sensing evaluation, the
3GPP Technical Specification Group (TSG) of Radio Access
Network (RAN) approved a new study item Study on channel
modelling for Integrated Sensing And Communication (ISAC)
for NR for the development of ISAC channel in meeting RAN
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#102 [50] in Dec. 2023. The work was conducted by RAN
working group 1 (RAN1) that is responsible for the specifica-
tion of the physical layer within RAN. This proposal aims to
develop a channel model to support studies on typical ISAC
scenario and use cases, and including two sub-agenda items
of ISAC deployment scenarios and calibrations and ISAC
channel modelling. The detailed discussions starts at RAN1
#116 meeting in Feb. 2024 and ended at RAN1 #121 meeting
in May 2025. The timeline and important reached consensuses
of these meetings are presented in Fig. 3 [51]. After nine
formal meetings (#116, #116bis, #117, #118, #118bis, #119,
#120, #120bis, and #121) with online and offline discussions,
and some email discussions, the channel model for ISAC
is established and added into the 3GPP TR 38.901 V19.0.0
standard wireless channel [23].

A. ISAC Deployment Scenarios

The typical existing communication scenarios and STs of
UAYV, humans indoors, humans outdoors, automotive vehicles
(at least outdoors), automated guided vehicles (e.g. in indoor
factories), and objects creating hazards on roads/railways
(examples defined in TR 22.837) are considered as a starting
point, which are approved at the RAN1 #116 meeting in Feb.
2024. Any TRP and / or UT location in the corresponding
communication scenario can be selected as sensing Tx and
Rx locations. During #116bis to #119 meeting, RANI has
successively finalized the evaluation param-eters for the agreed
typical STs. The defined parameter categories include:

1) Applicable communication scenarios.

2) Sensing Txs and Rxs properties.

3) ST including LoS/NLoS, outdoor/indoor, 2D or 3D
mobility, 2D or 3D distribution, orientation, and physical
characteristics (e.g., size).

4) Minimum 3D distances between pairs of Tx/Rx and ST.

5) Minimum 3D distance between STs.

6) Optionally, EO, e.g., types, characteristics, mobility,
distribution, etc.

The determination and updates of these parameter values are
based on TR 38.901 [23], while the parameter values defined
in TR 36.777 [52] for aerial UT, defined in TR 38.808 [53] for
indoor room scenario, defined in TR 37.885 [54], 38.859 [55]
for automotive Urban grid / highway scenarios are also taken
into account in the corresponding ISAC evaluation scenarios.
These settings can be used directly for the system simulation
and evaluation, and certain percentage of TRPs / UTs that
have sensing capabilities should be configured in the channel
calibration.

B. ISAC Channel Modeling

Different from the communication standard channel model
in 3GPP TR 38.901 V18.0.0 version, the common framework
of the ISAC channel model is agreed at the RANI #116
meeting in Feb. 2024, which is composed of a component
of target channel and a component of background channel:

HISAC = Htarget + Hbackgrounda (1)

where the target channel Hiqrge; includes all multipath
components impacted by the ST(s). Background channel
Hpqckground includes other multipath components not belong-
ing to target channel. A pair of sensing Tx and Rx can sense
one or multiple STs within the shared environment, and the
same ST can be modeled in the ISAC channels of multiple
pairs of sensing Tx and Rx. Moreover, power normalization
between target and background channels was discussed and a
placeholder was left for further study.

Several key new features of the ISAC channel have been
discussed during the 3GPP standardization process, as shown
in Fig. 3. Firstly, the physical model of sensing targets was
agreed to be modeled as single or multiple Scattering Points
(SP) in the #116bis meeting. In the #118bis meeting, the
RCS of STSP was defined according to models A - B or
A- B - By, thus establishing the framework for RCS research.
By the final #121 meeting in May 2025, the monostatic and
bistatic RCS models and parameters for typical STs were
agreed upon. Secondly, in the Aug. 2024 #118 meeting, a key
proposal for the target channel was approved, equating the ST
to Tx or Rx, and the target channel was modeled through the
concatenated sub-channels of Tx-TAR and TAR-Rx. Following
meetings, the implementation and simplification methods, as
well as power thresholds, were determined. Thirdly, for the
background channel, the bistatic mode reused existing com-
munication TRs, while the monostatic background channel
underwent prolonged discussion. In the Apr. 2025 #120bis
meeting, a 3-Reference-Point (RP) based modeling method
was approved, and the relevant parameters for typical ISAC
scenarios and targets were quickly converged and determined.
Additional features such as spatial consistency, EO, Doppler,
and blockage were discussed intermittently during meetings,
leading to certain consensus.

In the following sections, this paper focuses on summarizing
the research on these new features of ISAC channel models,
proposes a unified channel modeling methodology extending
the GBSM, and introduces a standardization-compatible chan-
nel simulator with the corresponding calibration parameters.

III. PHYSICAL OBJECT CHARACTERISTICS AND
MODELING

Accurate representation of the influence of physical objects
on the channel is essential for modeling the target channel.
Physical objects are classified into two categories: STs and
EOs. STs are objects of interest for sensing . According to
3GPP, the main types of STs include UAVs of large and
small sizes, vehicles, humans, and Automated Guided Vehicles
(AGVs). EOs are non-target objects with known locations. The
ISAC channel model supports two types of EOs. The first
type (type-1 EO) shares similar characteristics with STs and
is modeled in the same manner. The second type (type-2 EO)
is larger in size and is modeled differently from STs. This
section focuses on the details related to STs, which are also
applicable to type-1 EOs.

In order to better sensing the ST, an ST is modeled based
on its size through either a single or multiple scattering points.
Each Scattering Point of an ST (SPST) is used to model the to-
tal scattering effect of an ST in the channel. The 3GPP believes



JOURNAL OF KX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021

TABLE I: Target RCS measurement and simulation campaigns in 3GPP Release 19

Srf::il:sg Targets Participating organizations Reference
Vehicle BUPT, Huawei, NIST, Xiaomi, ZTE [56] [SE‘;O[]SS] [59]
[56] [61] [60] [59]
Human BUPT, NIST, ZTE, Xiaomi, vivo, Apple, [62] [63] [64] [65]
OPPO, CATT, LGE [66]
Monostatic UAV with small size BUPT, Huawei, vivo, ZTE, [67] [68] [69] [60]
Samsung, CATT, LGE, QC [70] [65] [66] [71]
UAV with large size BUPT, Xiaomi, NIST, Samsung [56] [61] [72] [73]
AGV BUPT, Huawei, LGE [74] [57] [75]
Vehicle BUPT, Huawei, ZTE, Xiaomi [74] [76] [60] [59]
Human BUPT, Apple, Xiaomi, DOCOMO [74] [63] [72] [77]
Bistatic UAV with small size BUPT, vivo [67] [69]
UAV with large size BUPT [74]
AGV BUPT [74]

that STs with larger sizes, such as vehicles and AGVs, need to
define both single and multiple scattering point models, while
targets with smaller sizes, such as humans and UAVs of large
and small sizes, only need to define a single scattering point
model. After being scattered by physical objects, the scattering
direction energy distribution, polarization state, and phase of
the electromagnetic wave will all change. The influence of
the scattering point on these aspects needs to be modeled at
least in two aspects, i.e., RCS and cross-polarization matrix
(CPM).The RCS of the SPST is a scalar value and is defined as
the hypothetical area required to intercept the incident power
at the SPST such that if the total intercepted power are re-
radiated, the power density actually observed at the receiver
would be produced. The polarization matrix of the SPST in-
cludes the effects of the phase and amplitude of copolarization
and cross-polarization at the SPST. The polarization matrix
of the SPST is separately modeled from other polarization
effects introduced by stochastic clusters and/or EOs in the
target channel.

In 3GPP Release 19, several companies put forward insight-
ful contributions to monostatic RCS modeling. For example,
LG Electronics (LGE) Inc. emphasize the need for dedicated
research into forward scattering mechanisms [66], and vivo
Mobile Communication Co., Ltd. propose representing the
human body’s RCS using multiple STs approach [69]. In
parallel, extensive measurement campaigns and simulations
were conducted by various participants. Table I summarizes
the RCS measurements and simulations conducted by various
companies for several typical sensing targets during the 3GPP
Release 19 period. These campaigns are categorized into
monostatic sensing and bistatic sensing.

A. Monostatic RCS

To support subsequent research, 3GPP specifies the orienta-
tion of an ST as follows: The front of a vehicle, the face of a
human, a UAV with large size or an AGV facing the direction
with azimuth angle ¢ = 0° and zenith angle § = 90° in the

120°
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Front 30° 5 3300
9

——RCS measurement|

60° 10 300°

60° 2 300°
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a0e Left 35 270° a0 a0 2700

120° 240° 1200 Foot 2407
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150° 210°

180°

©) (d)

Fig. 4: Monostatic RCS distribution of different STs (a)
vehicle, (b) UAV with large size, (¢) AGV, and (d) human
under RCS model 2 [56], [78].

local coordinate system. For AGVs, the ‘front’ refers to the
short edge along the horizontal direction. The top side of the
ST is defined as facing the direction with zenith angle 6 = 0°.

Fig. 4 (a) presents the measured monostatic RCS result of a
vehicle [56]. Significant scattering peaks are observed on the
front, left, rear, and right sides, as well as on the roof of the
vehicle. Furthermore, contributions from 3GPP participating
organizations exhibit large RCS values in specific scattering
angles for UAV with large size, AGV, and human under RCS
model 2, as shown in Fig. 4 (b), (c) and (d) [56], [78]; while
UAV with small size (as depicted by Qualcomm Incorporated
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TABLE II: Parameters on RCS for the STs with angular independent monostatic RCS values

Target 101g(oas) [dBsm] 101g(op) [dB] 10lg(os) [dB]
UAV with small size -12.81 0 3.74
Human under RCS model 1 -1.37 0 3.94

in Fig. 5 (a) [71]) and human under RCS model 1 (as depicted
by Xiaomi in Fig. 5 (b) [72]) exhibit angular independence in
their scattering patterns.

Top view
150

165 180 165 P Il
10 150 60_- ! S 12

Max RCS = 3.97 dBsm E I S
@ Az = -87deg Hpol 270

(@ (b)

Fig. 5: Monostatic RCS distribution of different STs (a) small
UAV [71] and (b) human under RCS model 1 [72].

Moreover, the RCS of all STs demonstrates random fluctu-
ations. Based on experimental target scattering characteristics,
Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications (BUPT),
Xiaomi Corporation et al. propose RCS models for all SP-
STs. The RCS coefficient ogcs for an SPST comprises three
multiplicative components [79]:

ORCS = OM * 0D * 0g. )

It is worth noting that if the model is transformed into the dB
domain, the relationship can be expressed as:

ORCS_ dB =O0M_dB +0pD_dB + 0S_dB- 3

The first component o, represents a large-scale parameter,
which is a deterministic value for each SPST. Both the
second component op and the third component og are small-
scale parameters. Depending on whether the target scattering
characteristic is omnidirectional or angular dependent, op can
be modeled as unity or as an angular dependent function.
Meanwhile, og follows a log-normal distribution. To ensure
normalization, the mean p ,, and standard deviation oy ,,
must satisfy the following constraint: u,, ,, = — 1121(()10) o2 45

For the UAV with small size and human under RCS model
1, their monostatic scattering characteristics are characterized
as an SPST model. The angle-dependent component op is
fixed to 1, while oy represents the linear average RCS under
monostatic sensing. The RCS parameter logarithmic values for
the UAV with small size and human under RCS model 1 are
provided in Table II.

The scattering characteristics of UAV with large size and
human under RCS model 2 under monostatic sensing condi-
tions are similarly characterized by single SPST model. For
Vehicle and AGV, both single SPST and multiple SPST models

are applicable. As recommended by the 3GPP standard, the
multiple SPST model for these targets is characterized by five
scatter points located at the front, left, back, right and roof
side of the vehicle or AGV. For each SPST of the UAV with
large size, human under RCS model 2, vehicle, and AGV,
the component op is angle-dependent and can be modeled
using a pattern similar to an antenna radiation pattern. The
values/pattern 101g(ops0p), denoted as oprp_ap(0, @), of the
RCS for a SPST is deterministic based on the incident angle

(0, 0).

UMD_dB(97 $) = Gmax — min {_ (0'3/{3(9) + O'(ﬁ;(¢)) 7Umax}
“4)

where:
o 035(0) is defined by:

2
o5 (0) :min{—12 <9—9m> ,—omax} 5)

0348

o oll(¢)is defined by:

2
0(1;1;3((25) = min{_lz (d)(bcentm> 7_GIIlaX} (6)

¢3 dB

Due to space limitations, Table III only lists the values of
parameters for the large-sized UAV’s RCS, such as Gpax,
Omax> 03aB, ¢3aB and so on.

B. Bistatic RCS

For the case of bistatic sensing, the RCS is extended based
on the monostatic sensing scenario. For targets such as UAV
with small size and human under RCS model 1, where the
angle-dependent component o p = 1, their RCS in logarithmic
scale 10logyo(oaop) is denoted as onmp_as (8, di, Os, ds),
which is defined as follows:

omp_dB(8i, @i, 05, ¢s) = maX{lologw(UM) — 3sin (g) ,

JFS(9i7 ¢i7 957 ¢S)}
(7

where:

o (0;, ¢;): Incident ray direction

o (0s,¢s): Scattered ray direction

o ops: Forward scattering effect (set to —oo in Release 19)

o (0: Angle between incident and scattered rays, 5 €

[0°,180°]
The values of o, op, og still refer to Table II.

For large UAVs with a single scattering point, vehicles with
single / multiple SPSTs, and AGVs with single / multiple
SPSTs, their logarithmic scale RCS 10log,y(oarop) is still
denoted as omp_ag(0;, @i, 05, ¢s), which is defined as follows:
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TABLE III: Parameters on RCS for UAV with large size

10 lg(O']WO'D) [stm]

Pcenter IN © P3qB IN ° Oeepger in © G345 in ° Grax Omax Range of 6 in ° Range of ¢ in °
Left 90 7.13 90 8.68 7.43 14.30 [45,135) [45,135)
Back 180 10.09 90 11.43 3.99 10.86 [45,135) [135,225)
Right 270 7.13 90 8.68 7.43 14.30 [45,135) [225,315)
Front 0 14.19 90 16.53 1.02 7.89 [45,135) [-45,45)
Bottom - - 180 4.93 13.55 20.42 [135,180] [0,360)
Roof - - 0 4.93 13.55 20.42 [0,45) [0,360)

omp_aB(0i, ¢4, 0s, 0s) =

max {Gmax — min {— (UXB(H) + UCI;IB((b)) 7Umax} -

8

k1 sin (M) + 5log;, (cos (5)> , ©
2 2
Gmax — Omax> UFS(eiv ¢i7 657 ¢s)}

with 0} (0) and ol (¢) are defined by:
2

O'C‘{B(e) = mln{_12 (Hcenter> 7_Umax} (9)

0348

2
afﬁgw):min{—m (W) ,—amax} (10)

$34B
where:

e (0, ¢): zenith angle and azimuth angle of the bisector the
incidence and scattered rays, whose zenith angles and
azimuths are (0;, ¢;) and (6s, ¢5)

o org: Forward scattering effect (set to —oo in Release 19)

e [3: Angle between incident and scattered rays, 5 €
[0°,180°]

e ki, ko for different targets:

— k1 =6.05, ko = 1.33 for UAV with large size.
— k1 =0.5714, ks = 0.1 for human under RCS model

2.

— k1 = 6, ka = 1.65 for vehicle with single/multiple
SPSTs.

- k1 = 12, ks = 1.45 for AGV with single/multiple
SPSTs.

C. Polarization Scattering Characteristics

During propagation, the transmitted signal undergoes re-
flection, diffraction, or scattering upon encountering objects.
This interaction alters the polarization direction of the signal,
with the extent of change influenced by the target’s geometry,
size, and electromagnetic material properties. Consequently,
capturing and modeling the polarimetric scattering character-
istics of STs can enhance target detection and recognition. TR
38.901 employs the CPM to represent polarization variations
caused by ground reflections. During the Release 19 period,

the polarimetric scattering characteristics of the targets are also
characterized by the use of CPM. The CPM, ;) of an SPST
for a pair ¢ of incident/scattered angles is generally modeled
by amplitude factors o 1, @2, Bi1, B2, and initial random

0 0 .
phases {éfgmésgi,@fp’i,@f& ,ie.,
. ( ipoo ) B; T
al’l eXp ] Sp,t 1,1 GXp J sp,t

CPM, D,i
! Bi,2 exp (j(bfg,i) 2 €Xp (J‘I’fﬁ,i)

For UAV, human, vehicle or AGV, a;1 = o0 = 1, i1 =

_ -
Bia2= Kgp.i» 1-€4s

exp (J‘i’gﬁ,i) \/ H.:pl,i €xp (J"I’fﬁ,i)
w/ns_pl’i exp (j‘bfzi) exp (j(bfﬁi)

(12)
where kg, ; is the cross-polarization ratios (XPRs) of the pair
1 of incident/scattered angles. The XPR describes the ratio
between the power of the co-polarized signal and the power

of the cross-polarized signal, and is typically expressed in
decibels (dB):

CPMyg,; =

Pco
XPR = 1010910(

Cross

)1dB] 13)

e P.,: The received power in the co-polarized direction
e P..,ss: The received power in the cross-polarized direc-
tion
According to the contributions of companies, kg, ; is randomly
generated by log-normal distribution per tariet type defined

in Table IV, and {@99 po? ¢0 oo is uniformly

Sp,1) T sp,i? T 8p,i’ T spyi
distributed within (—, ].

TABLE IV: Statistical parameters of XPR for different STs

Target UXPR OXPR
UAV 13.75 7.07

Human 19.81 4.25

Vehicle 21.12 6.88
AGV 9.6 6.85
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PADP results
PADP results

PADP results

Fig. 6: Comparative analysis of sensing target channel characteristics in three measurement scenarios, (a) UMa-UAV, (b)

Indoor-Human, and (¢) UMi-Vehicle [41].

IV. TARGET CHANNEL CHARACTERISTICS AND
MODELING

In 3GPP Release 19, substantial technical discussions were
devoted to the modeling of target channels. This section
presents a systematic survey from four key perspectives: direct
and indirect paths, LoS probability, channel concatenation, and
multiple targets.

A. Direct and Indirect Paths

For discussion purpose, the #117 meeting [80] in Japan
approves the proposal to categorize the propagation paths in
the target channel as: (1) the direct path, i.e., LoS ray from Tx
to target + LoS ray from target to Rx, (2) the indirect paths,
i.e., any propagation path other than the direct path, including
LoS + NLoS, NLoS + LoS, and NLoS + NLoS rays.

For the direct path of a target, the propagation parame-
ters can be deterministically generated based on TR 38.901.
Specifically, Azimuth angle of Arrival (AoA)/ Zenith angle of
Arrival (ZoA) at Rx and Azimuth angle of Departure (AoD) /
Zenith angle of Departure (ZoD) at target can be generated
based on the 3D location of target and Rx in the global
coordinate system, AoD / ZoD at Tx, AoA / ZoA at target
are generated based on the 3D location of Tx and target. The
absolute propagation delay is expresses as 7 = (dy + dz)/c,
with ¢ denoting the speed of electromagnetic wave. The phase
difference caused by the mobility of the target or Tx/Rx can
be calculated as
27

Ap = 5 dy cos (A6y) + da cos (Afs)], (14)

where Af; represents the angle between the lines connecting
the Tx and the target positions before and after the relative
movement. Afy represents the angle between the lines con-
necting the target and the Tx positions before and after the
relative movement. The mobilit velocity of the target also more
directly influences the Doppler frequency of the direct paths,
as detailed in Section VI-C. Therefore, the direct path carries
the most target information, enabling localization functionality.
To simplify simulations or when considering open scenarios
such as UAVs, some literature only discusses the direct path

[81]. In [80], an 28 GHz monostatic channel measurement
is conducted with a UAV as the target, where the Tx and
Rx deployed on a rooftop. As shown in the Fig. 6(a), the
PADP measurement results exhibit a strong dominant direct
path, while the indirect paths are negligible, with the remaining
paths representing background echoes.

However, in complex scenarios such as indoor environments
or vehicular networks, indirect paths are indeed present, as
demonstrated by empirical measurements [80], [82]. In [82],
an outdoor channel measurement is conducted with a pedes-
trian as the target, where the Tx and Rx are located in a square
and on top of a building, respectively. The results show that
the direct path exhibits significantly higher received power
than the indirect (scattered) path, allowing it to be neglected
based on the 25 dB power threshold criterion. In [80], an ISAC
channel measurement campaign is carried out at an indoor hall
and an outdoor road in BUPT. As shown in the Fig. 6(b) and
Fig. 6(c), the power of indirect paths in the target channel
reaches significant levels, which demonstrates the necessity
of indirect path modeling. In summary, in complex indoor or
outdoor scenarios, indirect paths can be observed from channel
measurements, but their power proportion is closely related to
the specific layout of the scenario.

Recent studies have placed significant emphasis on the
modeling of indirect paths, primarily including methods based
on stochastic clusters and based on EOs. On the one hand,
when the stochastic cluster is used to generate the indirect
paths in the target channel of a target, the simulation flow
and parameter tables in section 7, TR 38.901 can be reused
with some modifications. On the other hand, considering the
model’s universality and low complexity, the ISAC channel
model still uses the statistical modeling method GBSM as a
starting point. However, since sensing function requires the
realization of target positioning or tracking, deterministic pa-
rameters have been considered to introduce into ISAC channel
modeling. To address the modeling requirements for target
localization and tracking in sensing function, the concept of
EO is introduced, defined as a non-target object with known
location. The indirect paths generated by EOs are demon-
strated to significantly enhance positioning accuracy. In the
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discussion, type-1 EO has comparable physical characteristics
as a sensing target while type-2 EO has extremely large size.
In a channel simulation, the multipath parameters of Tx-EO-
target or target-EO-Rx can be generated according to the
geometric relationship after modeling EO’s position. Further
details on modeling indirect paths using EOs are still being
continuously discussed in the ISAC channel standardization
process.

B. LoS Probability

Traditional communication channels consider whether the
propagation conditions between Tx and Rx are LoS or NLoS
condition, and generate different channel parameters accord-
ingly. Since the target divides the sensing channel into Tx-
target and target-Rx links, each link may have different
propagation conditions. The #116 bis meeting classifies the
propagation conditions of the target channel into the following
four categories: (/) LoS condition in both Tx-target and target-
Rx links, (2) LoS condition in Tx-target and NLoS condition
in target-Rx link, (3) NLoS condition in Tx-target and LoS
condition in target-Rx link, (4) NLoS condition in both Tx-
target and target-Rx links.

In TR 38.901, the LoS probability in scenarios of Urban
Macro (UMa), Urban Micro (UMi) - Street canyon, Rural
Macro (RMa), Indoor - Mixed office, Indoor - Open office,
and Indoor factory (InF) with different clutter density and
BS height is already defined to decide the LoS condition
for Tx (BS) to Rx (UT) link. It depends on parameters such
as the heights of the BS and UT, the 2D distance between
the BS and UT. A straightforward way to determine the LoS
conditions for ISAC channels is to reuse the existing distance-
dependent LoS/NLoS condition decision probability model
from TR 38.901. For bistatic sensing, the LoS probabilities
of the Tx-target and target-Rx links are calculated separately,
whereas for monostatic sensing, the LoS probability of Tx-
target or target-Rx link is calculated.

The work in [83] simulates the multiplied LoS probability
of UMa scenario and UMa-UAV scenario for bistatic sensing.
As shown in Fig. 7, it can be found that the LoS probability of
Tx-target-Rx link decreases sharply as the distance increases,
which will significantly reduce the probability of successful
target detection. The literature [83] suggests that decreasing
the Tx-Rx distance is a candidate method to improve the LoS
probability, while changing the LoS probability is another way
with extra measurement validation. Literature [70] suggests
that the EO blockage also affect the LoS/NLoS conditions
of ISAC links. Moreover, considering the limitations of BS
and UT heights in the communication standards, the LoS
probability model needs to be adjusted based on measurements
for various heights of sensing targets such as pedestrians,
vehicles, and UAVs [84], [85].

C. Channel Concatenation

The traditional communication channel model focuses on
the statistical characteristics between Tx and Rx, without
considering the specific attributes of intermediate scatterers.
However, Sensing requires explicit information about the
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Fig. 7: The LoS probability calculated from the multiplication
of two segments. (a) In UMa scenario, the x range is [35
m,465 m], y range is [-465 m, 465 m], (b) In UMa scenario,
the x range is [35 m,65 m], y range is [-65 m, 65 m], (c) In
UMa-UAV scenario, the x range is [35 m, 465 m], y range is
[-465 m, 465 m], and (d) In UMa-UAV scenario, the x range
is [35 m,65 m], y range is [-65 m, 65 m] [83].

target’s position, velocity, RCS, etc. to enable functions such
as localization and environmental reconstruction. To describe
the sensing target in ISAC channel model, some perspectives
advocate modeling the sensing channel, especially the indirect
paths, as concatenation [28], [83], [84], while other works
believe that traditional non-concatenated models are sufficient
to support sensing evaluations [86]-[89].

In the concatenated modeling solutions, the sensing target
channel path loss derived from the Friis transmission formula
is widely accepted and used for evaluating the target’s link
budget. Specifically, Friis transmission formula is expressed
as

PrGrogesGr\?
PR - (47T>3d%d§ ) (15)
where Pr and Pr demote the receving and transmitting power,
respectively. G and Gr are the power gain of the antennas or
amplifiers at the Tx and Rx side, respectively. The wavelength
of the electromagnetic wave is expressed as A. d; and do
represent the 3D distances of Tx-target and target-Rx links.
ogrcs denotes the RCS related coefficient of a sensing target at
the large-scale level. Considering modeling the sensing target
channel by adding the path loss of the Tx-target link and TAR-
Rx link (PLgp (d1) + PLgp (dz2)), the impact of the antenna
aperture is calculated twice as much but missing the impact of
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target RCS. Consequently, the path loss of the sensing target
channel can be modeled as:

PLgp (di,d2) =PLgp (d1) + PLgp (d2)

)\2
+ 10 loglo (4 ) — 1010g10 (URCS) .

m

(16)

In the channel simulation, PLgp (dy) and PLgg (d2)
can reuse the model and parameters given in TR
38.901/36.777/37.885 [23] considering different scenarios.
The work in [84] has conducted channel measurements in
an L-shaped corridor for Tx-target, target-Rx, and Tx-target-
Rx links. As shown in Fig. 8, the red dots represent mea-
surement data taken under constant d; conditions, meaning
the RCS is approximately constant. The difference between
PLyg (dy,ds) and PLgp (d2) is measured at 15 different do,
with the vertical axis is in dB. The slope of the fitted curve is
approximately 0, which validates the correctness of (16).
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Fig. 8: RCS calculated based on the concatenation model of
path loss at different distances [72].

As for the concatenation-based small-scale characteristics
in target channel, CMCC Co., Ltd. and several other or-
ganizations in 3GPP [80], [90] considering the propagation
mechanism, propose modeling the clusters/multiples of the Tx-
target-Rx link as the convolution of the clusters/multiples of
the Tx-TAR and TAR-Rx links.

In [67], channel measurements are conducted in a IloT
scenario for the Tx-target, target-Rx, and Tx-target-Rx links,
with a Reconfigurable Intelligence Surface (RIS) as the target.
As shown in the Fig. 9, there are four multipaths A-D in the
target-Rx link. For the measured path 1 in the Tx-target link,
Tx-target-Rx link appears as 4 concatenated paths, 1A-1D, at
the corresponding delay accordingly. [67] also presents the
difference between their theoretical concatenated power and
measured power values, validating equation (12) in the power
dimension.

To avoid an excessive number of cluster delays and high
computational complexity, [92] suggests using constraint of
incident angle and scattering angle to reduce the ray com-
binations. In [93], a power threshold can be set for cluster
/ ray reduction according to methods described. In addition,
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Fig. 9: PADPs of (a) target-Rx measurement, (b) Tx-target-Rx
measurement [91].

results from several proposals [75] have demonstrated that
when the paths in the Tx-TAR and TAR-Rx links are 1-by-1
matched, the overall channel performance can be maintained
while significantly reducing computational complexity.

In the non-concatenated modeling solutions, the indirect
paths from Tx to target to Rx (Tx-TAR-Rx) are considered
part of Tx-Rx propagation and modeled by Tx-Rx paths
satisfying Tx-TAR-Rx geometry [87]. The indirect paths are
applied on a cluster or sub-cluster level, the path loss can
also be modeled with (16) and their delays, powers, angles,
and initial phases are generated following cluster generation
in section 7, TR 38.901. The path loss model This method
has lower complexity and maximizes the reuse of existing
standards in TR 38.901. However, these indirect paths are
not directly or indirectly associated with the sensing target,
which reduces their compatibility with actual environments.
Additionally, further discussion is needed on how to select
paths within the Tx-Rx models that satisfy the Tx-target-Rx
geometry.

In summary, the advantages and disadvantages of the con-
catenation & non-concatenation methods are as follows [94]:

e Concatenation -Advantages: can accurately model all
indirect paths of the target channel. -Disadvantages: high
computational complexity and some of the modeled paths
will likely not observable by experiment.
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e Non-concatenation -Advantages: simple modelling and
low complexity. -Disadvantages: modeling results are not
strongly associated with the target, affecting the accuracy
of performance evaluation.

D. Multiple Targets

3GPP RAN WGI1 #117 meeting adopts the proposal that
multiple sensing targets can be modeled in the ISAC channel
of a pair of sensing Tx and sensing Rx, and the same sensing
target can be modeled in the ISAC channels of multiple
pairs of sensing Tx and Rx. A key point for subsequent
discussion involves whether to model a propagation path from
Tx to Rx interacting with more than one sensing target. [70],
[82] think the modeling for Tx-targetl-target2-Rx path is the
similar issue with the modeling for Tx-target-EO-Rx or Tx-
target-EO-Rx link (especially the type-1 EO), which should
be characterized or ignored at the same time. [89] suggests at
least the blockage of the one target by another target shall be
considered. However, considering the complexity of modeling
and the necessity of evaluation, most literature and companies
[95] do not recommend modeling the correlation between
targets. In summary, the core controversy in current discussion
revolves around whether and how to model propagation paths
involving multiple STs, which necessitates a careful trade-
off between modeling complexity and the potential gains in
sensing performance.

V. BACKGROUND CHANNEL CHARACTERISTICS AND
MODELING

Although the target channel involves ST information di-
rectly. However, the background channel multipaths actually
constitute a larger fraction of the ISAC channel, which has
been practically validated in [41]. The work in [10] highlights
the importance of the background channel and analyzes the
coupling effects between the background component and the
ST. [26] investigates small target tracking in satellite videos
by introducing background information into training. In theo-
retical analysis and design, simplified ideal assumptions about
the background channel have also been initially applied. For
example, in [96], [97], the ST-unrelated component is con-
sidered as additive white Gaussian noise, with ISAC system
performance derived accordingly. Similar channel assumptions
are employed in [98] and [99], where beamforming and system
design are explored, respectively. Although the background
channel does not carry direct ST information, its accurate mod-
eling is crucial for evaluating sensing performance, especially
in the complex environments [10], [13].

A. Bistatic Background Channel

ISAC background signals exhibit two propagation modes:
bistatic and monostatic [1], [11]. The bistatic background
channel, involves a spatial separation between the Tx and Rx,
similar to communication configurations. The conventional
GBSM generates propagation channels based on the relative
positions of the transceivers as well as statistical parameter
distributions [23], making it readily applicable to bistatic
background sensing [29], [100].

During the discussions at the 3GPP RANI1 meeting, the
corresponding scenarios and networks for TRP-TRP, TRP-UT,
UT-TRP, and UT-UT dual-base sensing modes were configured
according to the 3GPP specification [23]. Following the com-
munication standardizations, large-scale parameters (such as
path loss and shadow fading) and small-scale parameters (such
as delay, power, and angle XPR) between the sensing Tx and
Rx pairs were generated, along with the channel coefficients.
Note that for the ISAC bistatic background channel, the
absolute arrival time from Clause 7.6.9 of [23] must be applied
to enable the sensing functionality.

B. Monostatic Background Channel

The monostatic background channel, where the co-located
Tx&Rx acquire channel information by receiving its own
transmitted signals reflected through environmental scatterers.
The absence of independent anchors (e.g., Rx or ST) relative to
the Tx renders existing GBSMs are not applicable. While radar
research [101], [102] has modeled monostatic clutter using
statistical distributions, it fails to achieve compatibility with
communication standards, making it challenging to perform
unified performance evaluations for ISAC systems.

To capture realistic characteristics of the monostatic back-
ground channel, state-of-the-art studies [41], [104], [105] have
conducted several measurements, demonstrating that propaga-
tion parameters are influenced by the scenario condition, such
as the density of environmental scatterers around the Tx&Rx.
In [106], a geometric model is proposed based on an assumed
small distance between the monostatic Tx and Rx. However,
the high complexity of this approach limits its applicability
for standardization. To enhance compatibility with existing
standards, [107] proposes an interesting virtual communication
Rx approach, where the channel from the Tx&Rx to single
virtual Rx, can be referred to as a Referece Point (RP), is
reused 3GPP TR 38.901 [23]. In this work, monostatic Ray-
tracing simulations are applied, and the strongest path is iden-
tified as the RP position. However, measurement results in [2]
indicate that monostatic background channels exhibit a more
discrete multipath distribution compared to communication
channels, with significantly larger Delay Spread (DS) and
Angular Spread (AS), parameters that traditional GBSMs with
single Rx (i.e., RP) fail to capture. As a result, toward 3GPP
ISAC standardization, accurately and practically developing an
extended GBSM framework for ISAC monostatic background
channels remains an open challenge, highlighting the urgent
need for further methodological advancements and more val-
idation.

In [103], we conduct ISAC monostatic background channel
measurements for an indoor scenario at 28 GHz. Realistic
channel parameters are extracted, revealing pronounced single-
hop propagation and discrete multipath distribution. Inspired
by these properties, each monostatic background path is
mapped to a virtual anchor, with nearby ones represented
by a sub-channel from a communication Rx-like Reference
Point (RP). A novel stochastic model is then proposed, char-
acterizing the ISAC monostatic background channel as the
superposition of sub-channels between the monostatic Tx&Rx
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Fig. 10: Simulated CDFs of modeled channel parameter
under 200 simulations, where (a) log;,(DS/1s) and (b)
log,0(AS/1°) of AoDs with optimized multi-RPs, simplified
3 average multi-RPs, and single RP. The black lines with -
7.48 and 1.95 mark the corresponding measured values 32.92
ns and 89.98°, which serves as a baseline for evaluating the
accuracy of the proposed model [103].

and multi-RPs. Based on the measurements and the proposed
parameterization algorithm, the optimal number of multi-RPs
is determined to be 3, with evenly distributed angles and equal
distances considered as a simplification [103]. Results validate
that the proposed model accurately matches the measured
ISAC channel, with DS and AS errors reduced by over 20%
and 50%, respectively, compared to reusing communication
parameters.

To obtain the multi-RP parameters for typical ISAC scenar-
ios, we conducted extensive monostatic background channel
measurements and Ray-tracing simulations in collaboration
with companies such as ZTE Corporation, Huawei Technolo-
gies Co., Ltd., and OPPO Corp., Ltd. [108]. These studies

revealed that the multi-RPs follow a Gamma distribution with
respect to the horizontal distance (d,,p,) from the monostatic
Tx&Rx and the vertical height (h.,.,) from the ground,
expressed as

dmrp ~ F(Old, /Bd) + Cd,
hmrp ~ F(ahvﬂh) + ¢,

a7
(18)

where oy and «y denote the shape parameters, 55 and [y,
denote the rate parameters, and ¢4 and ¢y, are the offsets of the
corresponding Gamma distribution. Together with companies,
we also derived the parameter distributions for typical ISAC
scenarios, including UMa, UMi, RMa, indoor office, and
indoor factory, as well as different TRP and UT modes.
Taking the UMi scenario as an example, which we exclusively
provided and incorporated into the 3GPP standardization, the
results are shown in Table V.

VI. ADDITIONAL NEW FEATURES IN ISAC CHANNEL
MODELING

A. Spatial Consistency

In the study of spatial consistency within geometry-based
stochastic channel models (GSCMs) for communication chan-
nel, the relative positioning among simulated nodes plays a
crucial role. To ensure realism, key channel parameters—such
as path loss, large-scale parameters (LSPs), and small-scale
parameters (SSPs)—must exhibit spatial correlation that aligns
with the distances between these nodes. For instance, users
located in close proximity are likely to experience compara-
ble propagation characteristics due to their shared scattering
environment and similar distances to the base station. This
phenomenon is referred to as spatial consistency or spatial
correlation. Maintaining spatial consistency is particularly vital
in advanced communication techniques such as full-dimension
MIMO (FD-MIMO), beamforming, and beam tracking, where
accurate angular information and user positioning are essen-
tial. In ISAC scenarios, moving targets and terminals are
commonly encountered, whether in indoor human sensing or
outdoor vehicular networking applications [109]. Therefore,
accurate channel modeling of the continuous variation of
channel parameters in dynamic environments is of critical
importance. On one hand, the parameters perceived by sensing
systems in practice exhibit continuous changes; on the other
hand, such continuity is essential for accurately estimating the
trajectories of moving targets. Moreover, tracking continuously
evolving multipath components reflected by environmental
scatterers can further enhance sensing accuracy and assist in
improving positioning performance.

To ensure spatial consistency between LSPs and SSPs, exist-
ing research has established methods for LSPs. However, SSPs
currently lack spatial correlation mechanisms. In conventional
geometry-based stochastic channel modeling approaches, SSPs
are typically generated by independently assigning random
variables to each spatial position. Consequently, despite po-
tential correlations in LSPs and path loss characteristics, the
absence of spatial correlation in SSPs leads to fundamentally
inconsistent channel behaviors.
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TABLE V: Multi-RP parameters of background channel for monostatic sensing [51], [78]

Parameters UMi-TRP UMi-UT UMi-UAV
oq 6.1996 10.0220 0.0156AR+5.5399
Distance (m) Ba 0.1558 1.2522 40.4517/(h+254.6318)
cd 15.2697 11.0040 0.0140h+15.1184
ap 12.0487 3.0487 0.0123h+11.9569
Height (m) Bn 2.3261 1.9128 17.8047/(h-0.2202)
ch 0.0157 0.1785 0.0532h-0.0120

Note: & is the height of the aerial UT.

To introduce spatial consistency in SSPs, in the WINNER
II model two approaches are proposed [110]. The first one
is based on the cluster death-birth process and has been
resolved in the quasi deterministic radio channel generator
(QuaDRiGa) model [111]. The second approach is based on
the appearance and disappearance of multipath components,
according to a Markov process. Since for its application, the
parameters have not yet been extracted from measurements,
this approach was never adjusted. Differently, in the COST
2100 channel model, a global set of scatterers is shared by all
users through so-called visibility regions [112]. Even though
this type of channel model supports spatial consistency, it is
currently not widely accepted due to its high complexity and
its limited support on propagation scenarios.

Additionally, the few existing scenarios are parametrized
only for a small range of carrier frequencies. Furthermore,
according to [113], this model is not suitable to be used with
large antenna arrays since the spatial variation that comes
with large antenna arrays is not considered by this model.
Recently, the 3GPP in the study item [23] specified a new 3D
radio channel model, feasible for frequencies of future mobile
networks ranging from 0.5 to 100 GHz, that accounts also for
spatial consistency. However, the spatial consistency model as
described in [23], is not very explicit and leaves room for
various interpretations. In particular, the spatial correlation is
only defined as a 2D random process based on the parameter-
specific decorrelation distances. Further details on what a 3D
random process represents in [114].

Concurrently, in the work presented in [115] propose the
model for correlating SSPs indicates a high correlation over
distance and a saturation in terms of correlation, where after
approximately 30 m distance the model exhibits the same
correlation regardless of the input parameters applied. In a
further investigation in the work [42], by performing Ray-
tracing simulations, it is shown that abrupt changes of channel
parameters occur, are realistic and reflect the changes in
geometry of surrounding objects along the propagation path,
and thus have to be included in the modeling of spatial consis-
tency. [116] therefore carefully further develop our modeling
approach and provide a detailed description together with a
statistical validation and a full parametrization of our spatial
consistency model for SSPs.

While the spatial consistency framework in conventional
communication scenarios provides a solid foundation, ISAC
scenarios introduce additional challenges such as dynamic tar-
gets, complex environmental scatterers, and multiple link types

across heterogeneous network nodes. These aspects necessitate
an extended and more refined spatial consistency model. The
following subsections summarize the current specifications in
standardization and highlight their applicability and limitations
for ISAC environments.

The spatial consistency procedure in ISAC channel is used
to generate the random variables for the sensing Tx-SPST
links, the SPST-sensing Rx links and the background channels.
The spatial consistency procedures in 3GPP ISAC channel
are reused to handle the links between TRPs and STs/UTs.
What’s more, for sensing scenario UMi-AV, UMa-AV and
RMa-AV, the 2D random process (in the horizontal plane)
can be extended to 3D random process considering vertical
correlation distance.

It is worth emphasizing that the spatial consistency proce-
dure is employed in ISAC scenarios to generate the random
variables for the STx-SPST links, SPST-SRx links, and back-
ground channels, ensuring spatial correlation across different
links. For sensing scenarios such as UMi-AV, UMa-AV, and
RMa-AV, the conventional 2D random process—defined in
the horizontal plane—is extended to a 3D random process to
account for variations in aerial UT height, as specified in [52].
In this extension, the spatial correlation distance remains the
same as the horizontal correlation distance defined in [23].

e Link-correlated: parameters of any two links of UT-
UT/SPST links are correlated, subjected to correlation
distance.

e All-correlated: all UT-UT/SPST links are correlated.

Table VI summarizes the correlation types for each param-
eter in this updated spatial consistency model.

The spatial consistency across the links between the
STx/SRx and multiple SPSTs of a single ST is modeled
as if the multiple SPSTs were individual independent STs.
Spatial consistency is not modeled between the STx-SPST
links, SPST-SRx links, and background channels under certain
conditions. First, spatial consistency does not apply when the
involved links belong to different link types, such as outdoor
LoS, outdoor NLoS, or O2I. It is also not applicable when
the UTs are located on different floors, again based on the
definitions in the same table.In terms of sensing modes, for
monostatic sensing, spatial consistency is not applied to the
background channel. For bistatic sensing, spatial consistency is
not modeled for any of the STx—SPST links, SPST-SRx links,
or the background channel. Furthermore, spatial consistency is
not supported for links associated with non-co-located TRPs
or when the links are generated using channel models with
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TABLE VI: Correlation type among UT-UT/SPST links

Parameters
Delays
Cluster powers
AoA/ZoA/AoD/ZoD offset
Ao0A/ZoA/AoD/ZoD sign
Random coupling
XPR
Initial random phase
LoS/NLoS states
Blockage (Model A)
O2I penetration loss
Indoor distance
Indoor states

Correlation type
Link-correlated
Link-correlated
Link-correlated
Link-correlated
Link-correlated
Link-correlated
Link-correlated
Link-correlated

All-correlated
All-correlated
All-correlated
All-correlated

parameters from different communication scenarios. Similarly,
in monostatic UT sensing, background channels across dif-
ferent UTs or different RPs of the same UT are considered
spatially inconsistent. For sensing scenarios such as UMi,
InH, and InF, spatial consistency is not modeled between
TRP-target/UT links and target/UT-UT links. In addition,
spatial consistency is not applied between the TRP-TRP links
and any other links in the ISAC channel model. In the case of
TRP monostatic sensing, background channels across different
TRPs or different RPs of the same TRP are also excluded from
spatial consistency modeling.

In the future research of ISAC systems, enhancing the
design of perception algorithms and improving the quality
of deep learning training datasets are two key directions. By
utilizing spatial consistency modeling, more accurate prior
information can be provided to perception algorithms, helping
them better understand signal propagation patterns in complex
environments, thereby improving robustness and positioning
accuracy in dynamic scenarios. At the same time, the per-
formance of deep learning models is heavily dependent on
high-quality datasets. Spatial consistency theory enables the
construction of more realistic training data, allowing models
to achieve better generalization and optimized performance in
real-world environments. In conclusion, optimizing perception
algorithms and enhancing dataset quality will enable ISAC
systems to achieve more efficient and accurate perception
capabilities in practical applications.

B. Environment Object

ISAC-based Environmental Reconstruction enables base sta-
tions and user terminals to simultaneously execute high-rate
communication tasks while performing high-resolution sens-
ing of the surrounding environment. A prominent application
of ISAC is Vehicle-to-Everything (V2X), which is critical for
autonomous driving systems in smart transportation. Among
various V2X functionalities, high-precision vehicle positioning
stands out as a key capability, relying on ISAC-enabled
environmental reconstruction for dynamic map updates and
advanced fusion algorithms for robust localization in complex
scenarios.

16

Conventional positioning algorithms such as Time of Arrival
(TOA) and Time Difference of Arrival (TDOA) are effective
under ideal Line-of-Sight (LoS) conditions [43]. However, in
urban vehicular environments, the presence of obstacles like
buildings and trees introduces rich multipath effects, severely
degrading positioning accuracy [117]. Based on ray tracing
simulations in vehicular environments, Samsung also observed
that the interactions between the ST and other objects (e.g.,
EOs or other STs) cause an additional path loss of 11-15 dB
for the indirect path (Tx-Target-type 1/2 EO-Rx) compared to
the direct path (Tx-Target-Rx), as summarized in Table VIIL. To
address this challenge, [118] proposes leveraging Non-Line-
of-Sight (NLoS) paths that undergo single-bounce reflections,
by jointly estimating the AoA and TOA from both ends of
the link. Additionally, [119] demonstrates through Ray-tracing
simulations that NLoS-based positioning primarily relies on
fixed, structured environmental scatterers such as walls. These
are referred to as EOs, while multi-bounce paths are generally
considered less reliable and should be discarded.

To ensure algorithm feasibility from practical physical
scenarios, accurate channel modeling and real-world experi-
mental validation are essential. Prior studies indicate that a
considerable portion of received signal power comes from
NLoS paths, significantly impacting system performance. For
example, [120] reports that in an urban street environment at
2.6 GHz, the strongest first-order reflection from the ground is
about 10 dB weaker than the LoS path, affecting the angular
spread of incoming signals. Similarly, [121] observes that in
urban micro (UMi) scenarios with no clear LoS, 80% to 90%
of the received power originates from reflected paths. At higher
frequencies, such as 28 GHz. [122] finds that in outdoor-to-
indoor (O2I) settings, a reflected wall path can be just 8 dB
weaker than the direct LoS path. Moreover, when the LoS
is partially obstructed, the reflected path may even surpass
the LoS in strength, highlighting the importance of NLoS
components.

In ISAC scenarios, the role of NLoS paths becomes even
more critical with the presence of sensing targets. For ex-
ample, [2] identifies environmental scatterers such as walls
and columns when detecting a sensing target. Likewise, [104]
shows that in an indoor scenario at 105 GHz, human body
detection is strongly influenced by indirect paths reflected from
surrounding walls. Extending to outdoor scenarios, [44] inves-
tigates NLoS effects in vehicular ISAC positioning through
urban street measurements at 26GHz (Fig. 11), revealing
that EOs contribute significantly to received power through
strong reflections. These findings emphasize the necessity of
explicitly modeling EOs in the target channel.

C. Macro and Micro-Doppler

In ISAC systems, sensing performance faces heightened
requirements. To meet these demands, systems must accurately
capture not only the basic target information, such as size,
position, and velocity, but also delve into the detailed analysis
of the target’s motion properties. Since the description of these
motion properties relies on the Doppler effect, it becomes
essential to expand the Doppler-related components in the
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TABLE VII: Preliminary simulation results of one bounce and two bounces for the target channel [70]

Paths Path gain with type-1 EO [dB] Path gain with type-2 EO [dB]
Tx-Target-Rx -104.1 -103.7
Tx-Target-EO-Rx or 1149 1188

Tx-EO-Target-Rx

TABLE VIII: Summary of measured macro-Doppler and micro-Doppler phenomena

Reference Type Sensing target Scenario Frequency Conclusion
[123] macro- Vehicle Qutdoor 24125 GHz Improving the accuracy of vehicle
Doppler Highway speed measurements
[124] micro- Vehicle Qutdoor 24,77 GHz Improved recc?gmtlon accuracy of
Doppler Highway moving targets
[125] micro- Human (using Outdoor/Indoor 77 GHz Improving the accuracy o.f .human
Doppler cell phone) hand behavior recognition
[126] micro- Human (walking Outdoor/Indoor 53 GHyz Enhanced performance in walking
Doppler and running) ’ and running activity classifications
micro- Human Enhanced sensitivity for
[127] Doooler (respiratory and Outdoor/Indoor 60 GHz respiration rate and heart rate
pp heart rates) detection
macro- UAV (own . Improved accuracy in estimating
[128] Doppler movement) Outdoor Aerial 60 GHz the speed of the UAV itself
UAV
micro- (Recognition, . Enhancing the identification of
[129] Doppler especially in Outdoor Aerial 24-26 GHz small UAVs
hovering)
[130] rnacro- Ship Outdoor Marine 5.2 GHz Improving the accuracy of ship
Doppler speed estimation
. Ship (Such as .
[131] miero- the propeller Outdoor Marine 1 MHz . .Enhz.lnced detection and
Doppler identification of underwater targets
blades)
va No o (F T No (F k.p k.p
k,p + _rrm,k,p,n’,m’(t)vmc(t) + Tk,p,n’,m’(t)vkvp(t) + 2arm,n’,m’Drx,n’,m’ 19
D,n’,m’,n,m( ) - )\O ( )
AT N n AT N n k7p k7p
+ rm,k,p,n,m (t)vtﬂ? (t) + Tk,p,n,m (t>vk7p(t) + 2atz,n,thx,n,m
Ao '

existing channel models. This expansion should encompass
both macro-Doppler and micro-Doppler elements to provide
a more comprehensive representation of the target’s motion
properties. The macro-Doppler effect means when the target
moves with a constant velocity, the carrier frequency of the
returned signal will be shifted [132]. In contrast, the micro-
Doppler effect means if the target or any structure on the
target has mechanical vibration or rotation in addition to its
bulk translation, it might induce a frequency modulation on
the returned signal that generates sidebands about the target’s
Doppler frequency shift [132].

These two effects have distinct focuses in applications: the
macro-Doppler effect is used to measure the target’s own
velocity, while the micro-Doppler effect captures the relative
speeds of different parts within the target, thereby aiding
in the detection and identification of micro-motions. Current

research has successfully observed macro-Doppler and micro-
Doppler frequency shifts phenomena for vehicles, humans,
UAVs, and ships through various measurement simulations, as
summarized in TABLE VIIL In practice, capturing the micro-
Doppler effect is more challenging than capturing the macro-
Doppler effect. However, it provides more detailed information
about the target’s motion. For example, through theoretical
derivation, vivo has demonstrated that the swinging of human
body parts (e.g., arms and legs) in the horizontal direction can
be approximated as a simple harmonic oscillation, and the
resulting micro-Doppler shift can be modeled using a sinu-
soidal function [62]. BUPT conducted human micro-Doppler
measurements in an anechoic chamber. The experimental
results obtained at 15 GHz (Fig. 12) show clear periodic micro-
Doppler shifts associated with the arms and legs, which can
be fitted using the proposed sinusoidal functions [56]. This
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Fig. 11: The measurement campaign in urban street using car
as a sensing target. (a) Casel and (b) Case2 scenarios [44].

demonstrates the necessity of incorporating micro-Doppler
modeling in ISAC systems.

Consequently, in 3GPP ISAC channel modeling standard-
ization, both macro-Doppler and micro-Doppler effects for
sensing targets can be modeled using a unified formulation
[23]. During signal propagation, the movement of transceiver
antennas, sensing targets, and non-sensing scatterers in the
environment can all cause Doppler shifts. Thus, the Doppler
frequency component fg’fl, m n.m(t) Of a propagation path
can be expressed as Eq. 6197). The first term in the equation
represents the Doppler effect of the SPST-SRx propagation
path, and the second term that of the STx - SPST propagation
path. Each term consists of three parts. The first two parts
respectively represent the Doppler effect caused by the LoS
propagation paths of SPST - SRx and STx - SPST. The last
part of each term represents the Doppler shift caused by
the movement of non - target scatterers in the environment.
The specific meanings of the variables in the equation are as
follows:

T . . . .
* Trykpn,m 18 the spherical unit vector at receiver for the

link from Rx to the scattering point.

Tie k.pm.m 18 the spherical unit vector at transmitter for

the link from Tx to the scattering point.

. f';f,p,n/,m/ is the spherical unit vector at the scattering
point for the link from the scattering point to Rx.

. 7*,{ p.n,m 1S the spherical unit vector at the scattering point
for the link from the scattering point to Tx.

. ng’f e and ngf .m are random variables from
—VUscatt 10 Uscqtt, and Vgeqey 18 the maximum speed of
the clutter.

. af;f e @0 aiP, . are random variables of Bernoulli
distribution with mean p’ and p. Parameter p’ and p

determines the proportion of mobile scatterers and can
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Fig. 12: Illustration of the micro-Doppler shift for (a) human
arms and (b) legs [56], [62].

thus be selected to appropriately model statistically larger
number of mobile scatterers (higher p’ and p) or statis-
tically smaller number of mobile scatterers (e.g. in case
of a completely static environment: p’ = 0 and p = 0
results in all scatteres having zero speed).

Current 3GPP specifications lack explicit definitions for
sensing targets requiring Doppler/micro-Doppler characteriza-
tion, and motion-state classifications with functional model-
ing remain incomplete. Consequently, future enhancements to

Uy, p(t) in Eq. (19) are essential for accurately modeling these
properties across diverse sensing targets.

D. Shared Cluster

In communication research, the sharing feature has been
observed in several multi-link channel measurements, and
the effects on correlation and capacity of the shared clus-
ters (contributed by the shared scatterers) are studied [133],
[134]. The sharing of communication and sensing channels
is necessary to leverage channel information obtained by one
system to enhance the performance of the other. Hence, unlike
existing models that independently generate communication
and sensing channels, it is imperative to carefully consider
the practical sharing feature of scatterers and clusters in ISAC
channel modeling.

To investigate the above ISAC channel characteristics, we
conduct realistic ISAC channel measurement campaigns in a
typical indoor hall at BUPT and firstly observe the shared
scatterers in ISAC channel [2]. Fig. 13(a) illustrates the layout
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Fig. 13: Measurement campaign and results of shared scat-
terers, including (a) sensing and communication measurement
environment in the indoor hall, and (b) sensing PADP and (c)
communication PADP [2].

of the ISAC channel measurement scenario, with primary scat-
terers identified by red sequence numbers. Based on the CIRs
obtained through measurements, the power-angular-delay pro-
files (PADPs) of sensing and communication channels are
calculated, as shown in Fig. 13(b) (c). As can be seen from
Fig. 13, the sensing multipaths corresponding to the scatterers
exhibit the realistic environment, while the communication
multipaths indicate the dominant scatterers that affected in the
communication signal propagation. Compared Fig. 13(b) with
Fig. 13(c), it can be observed that some scatterers are shared

between the sensing channel and communication channel, i.e.
the south wall, the north wall, and the east wall. Moreover,
the shared clusters generated by these shared scatterers reveal
the realistic sharing feature of communication and sensing
channels, which need to be adequately considered in channel
modeling for ISAC systems. Based on the observed sharing
feature, we defined the clusters contributed by the shared
scatterers as the shared clusters. Then, we propose a shared
cluster-based ISAC channel, where shared and non-shared
clusters between communication and sensing channels are
superimposed [2], as shown in Fig. 13.

Nowadays, an increasing number of studies have followed
and expanded the research on the sharing feature of ISAC
channels. In [135], channel measurement campaign in typical
indoor factory (InF) environments at 28 GHz and 38 GHz are
conducted, and the shared cluster characteristics are analyzed.
In [136], the sharing feature in the UAV ISAC scenarios,
including the angle, time—varying characteristics, and SD, are
analyzed. The work in [136] considers the shared clusters be-
tween communication and sensing channels, and simulates the
channel statistical properties. [137] studies the time-varying
sharing feature of a heterogeneous vehicular ISAC system,
and also analyze the channel propagation properties.

VII. UNIFIED ISAC CHANNEL MODELING UNDER THE
EXTENDED GEOMETRY-BASED STOCHASTIC MODEL

A. E-GBSM for 6G Channel

With the global advancement of cutting-edge research on
the 6G mobile communication systems, both industry and
academia have proposed numerous novel technologies, fre-
quency bands, and applications. These include ISAC, Extra-
Large Scale Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (XL-MIMO),
multi-band communications, RIS, and integrated space-air-
ground-sea networks. These innovations aim to deliver ultra-
high-speed, ultra-low-latency, and ultra-reliable mobile com-
munication services with extended coverage. The 6G channel
model serves as the foundational research for system design,
technology evaluation, and network deployment planning and
optimization. Channel model standardization is among the first
critical tasks in 6G standardization. Emerging 6G technologies
such as ISAC, XL-MIMO, and RIS introduce new channel
characteristics that require specialized modeling approaches:

1) ISAC, whose key new features have been thoroughly
discussed in the preceding Sections III-VI.

2) XL-MIMO, with its enlarged antenna array aperture,
leads to spatial non-stationarity and near-field effects.

3) RIS requires the characterization of the cascaded Tx-RIS
and RIS-Rx channels.

4) New frequency bands (e.g., 6-24 GHz, millimeter-wave,
and sub-THz) demand the accurate representation of
frequency-dependent cluster-sparse propagation proper-
ties.

The 3D GBSM has been widely adopted in 5G channel
modeling due to its strong scalability. Given its proven effec-
tiveness, this approach is expected to remain the foundation for
standard channel models in 6G, as endorsed by the ITU and
3GPP. Building upon the 3D GBSM framework, we proposes
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Fig. 14: Illustration of the unified ISAC channel model based on E-GBSM.

an Extended GBSM (E-GBSM) for 6G standardization, as
expressed in equation (20). In (20), hg‘””*Rm(QO“t,T) and
hlr=Tar (" ) represent channels of the link from the ST
/ RIS to the Rx and the link from the Tx to the ST / RIS,
respectively. These sub-channels are expressed as

p,q

th—Tar—Rx(T) — // thar—Rx (Qout77_)* hgx—Tar (Qin77_)

A I;Tar(gout7 Qin)deoutdein. (22)

The remaining symbols in this equation are defined as
follows: (-)T stands for matrix transposition. A is the wave-
length of the carrier frequency. 7 is the delay of multipaths.
N represents the number of clusters of the new frequency
band channels, used to characterize the sparsity of the new
frequency band channels. Sg: ﬁ/ BT gescribe the spatial non-
stationary characteristics of the nth cluster in the gth receiving
antenna and the pth transmitting antenna in the XL-MIMO
channel. A;ﬁ{ ,ﬁr is the near-field steering vector of the mth
ray in the nth cluster when the pth array element is received

N1+Ns

P/q p/qn

. Fp/q <QE%RX> ejzywcip-épé (Qin/out _ Qir?,{r?m) ) (’T . Tn,m)

N1+Ng,My N2,M2 12 P
N O D DD DR e e

ni,mi n2,ma2

M-
th/Rx—Tar (Qin/out,7_> _ Z STX/RX . ZI: ATX/R,X
n m

or the gth array element is emitted. I, ,, is the intra-cluster
power allocation coefficient, which is used to describe the
multi-path sparsity within each cluster of the new frequency
band channels. When the signal carrier frequency is in the
low-frequency range, I, ,, = 1. * represents the concate-
nated convolution relationship between the sensing target
channel / RIS channel and the two adjacent sub-channels.
FTar(Qout )in) is the equivalent radiation pattern of the RCS
or RIS representing the target. 2™ and Q°“! represent the
incident and reflection angles of the target / RIS. Ny is the
number of shared clusters between communication channel
and sensing channel. p and ¢ are the p-th transmit antenna
and g-th receive antenna,respectively.

B. Unified ISAC Channel Modeling Methodology

The proposed model retains the fundamental principles of
GBSM while incorporating necessary enhancements to address
6G-specific propagation characteristics. Based on the E-GBSM
model, a unified ISAC channel model considering all empirical

p/gn,m - Trm Prm

(20)

n2,M2

oo o ER (G™)

2 .
- €XP (]_ (I'Exm,?m : de,u + r%x,nl,nu : de,s)) exp (]27rvn1,m1,n2,m2t)

A

8(T = Toyymy — Tagms) + Oisac - RS (2, r)} +VEKpo > HYO(t)-6(r — TEowk)

21
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TABLE IX: Comparative analysis of 6G channel simulators

21

(Phannel Developer Channel simulation capability Release time
simulator
This channel model, developed based on measurements spanning
from 0.5 to 330 GHz [20], supports advanced 6G features and
technologies including ISAC, near-field communications, SnS,
RIS, NTN, among others. The simulator demonstrates full
compatibility with standardized channel models such as ITU-R
BUPTCMCC ARTT Lab of M.2412, 3GPP TR 38.900/901, TR 36.777, TR 36.873, and TR Tune 2023
CMG-IMT2030 BUPT 37.885, with calibration performed using TR 38.901 as the
baseline. The researchers have been actively engaged in the 3GPP
Release 19 ISAC and 7-24 GHz channel modeling standardization
activities. Notably, the simulator incorporates the latest Release
19 channel simulation capabilities, representing state-of-the-art
implementation of current 3GPP channel modeling standards.
Fraunhofer The simulator supports standardized channel models including
QuaDRiGa Heinrich Hertz | 3GPP TR 36.873, TR 37.885, TR 38.901 TDL/CDL, mmMAGIC December
v2.8.1 Institute (HHI) framework, satellite channels, and spatial consistency modeling 2023
[138] for accurate channel evolution representation.
NYU - . .
Based on measured statistical channel models, supporting UMi,
NYUSIM v4.0 WH[QIEQEI]ESS UMa, RMa, InH, InF scenarios simulation from 0.5 to 150 GHz. June 2023
Horizon 2020
Thor Simulator Joint EU-Japan A simulator for 300 GHz backhaul links. June 2022
project [140]
Used to generate channel impulse responses for the 60 GHz
Kvoto Universit (millimeter wave), 95 GHz and 105 GHz (sub-THz) frequency
KUCG v1.0.1 y y bands. These responses are based on actual channel May 2024

[141]

measurements conducted by the Orihara Laboratory of Kyoto
University.

SimRIS v2.0.1

Kog¢ University

Can be used for channel modeling in RIS-assisted MIMO
systems, with adjustable working frequency, terminal position,

August 2023

[142] number of RIS components, and environment.
A near-field channel simulator based on scalar diffraction theory
NirvaWave Princeton and Fourier principles, accurately modeling propagation evolution September
University [143] of arbitrary EM signals through complex user-defined wireless 2024

mediums.

features described in Section III-VI will be introduced in this
section. Fig. 14 illustrates a typical frequency-selective ISAC
channel that includes both bistatic (consistent with communi-
cation configuration) and monostatic sensing configurations.
In the propagation paths between the BS and UT, orange
lines in Fig. 14 represent the target channel, while blue lines
indicate the background channel. The ST, in this case a
vehicle, exhibits RCS characteristics, motion-induced Doppler
shifts, and spatial consistency. The environment also contains
deterministic EOs. In scenarios where communication and
sensing coexist, certain channel clusters are shared between
the two functional channels.

The unified ISAC channel model is expressed as equation
(21). Here, N; and N, represent the number of clusters in
the Tx-target and target-Rx sub-channels, respectively. M;
and M, denote the number of rays within each cluster in
the Tx-target and target-Rx sub-channels, respectively. Pp,1 m1
and P32 represent the power of the mi-th cluster and

mq-th ray in the Tx-target link, and the mo-th cluster and
mo-th ray in the target-Rx link, respectively. F.X* and FI*
are the antenna patterns of receive antenna u and transmit
antenna s, respectively. ¢, and ¢;,, are the RCS outgoing and
incident angles, respectively. ¢ g, and ¢, denote the angle of
arrival at the receiver and angle of departure at the transmitter,
respectively. r% and rZ are the unit direction vectors at the
receiver and transmitter, respectively. dry ., and dr, s are the
position vectors of receive antenna v and transmit antenna s,
respectively. v represents the Doppler shift, 7 denotes the time
delay. Ojsqc is the background channel normalization factor.
hback is the background channel. Ko is the EO power factor.
hf? % 18 the EO channel.

VIII. ISAC CHANNEL STANDARDIZED SIMULATOR AND

CALIBRATION

To support the research and evaluation of potential 6G
technologies such as ISAC, XL-MIMO, THz (Terahertz), and
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Fig. 15: Channel coefficient generation procedure [23].

RIS, various simulation platforms have been developed by
research institutions and universities worldwide. Researchers
from New York University compiled a comprehensive survey
of simulators in 2023 [139], encompassing channel simulators,
link-level simulators, system-level simulators, and network
simulators. In this work, we focus on a systematic survey
of global 6G channel models and simulators. As summarized
in Table IX, the majority of channel simulators target THz
band characterization, whereas a minority address specific
domains. For instance, NirvaWave specializes in near-field
channel modeling, while SimRIS focuses on RIS channel
emulation. Notably, BUPTCMCCCMG-IMT2030 stands out
as one of the few simulators equipped with 3GPP Release 19
ISAC channel simulation capabilities.

A. Simulation Workflow of the ISAC Channel Simulator

The ISAC channel simulation framework of the proposed
BUPTCMCCCMG-IMT2030 is designed to generate realis-
tic time-varying channel coefficients by incorporating both
sensing and communication components. The comprehensive
simulation flowchart is depicted in Fig. 15, and the detailed
procedure is described as follows.

1) Large-Scale Parameter Generation: The simulation pro-
cess initiates by assigning a propagation condition, i.e., LoS or
NLoS, for each channel segment. Subsequently, the path loss
for the ISAC channel segment is generated, followed by the
concatenation of path loss components across the entire link.

Large-scale parameters, including shadow fading and distance-
dependent attenuation, are then generated to characterize the
propagation effects of large-scale fading.

2) Small-Scale Parameter Generation: This module fo-
cuses on the small-scale fading characteristics. The key pa-
rameters are generated in the following sequence:

o Generate random delays and calculate absolute delays for
all paths.

o Generate the relative powers for each cluster.

o Generate the AoA and AoD for multipath components.

o Generate the RCS of the sensing target.

3) Parameter Concatenation and Combining: The param-
eters of STx-SPST and SPST-SRx links are coupled to form
a complete ISAC concatenation channel. This stage involves:

o Coupling the STx-SPST and SPST-SRx links.
o Implementing weak power paths-dropping.

o Generating XPRs.

o Drawing random initial phases for each path.

Concurrently, an independent monostatic background channel
is generated to model environmental clutter and scattering.

4) Channel Coefficient Synthesis: The final CIR is synthe-
sized in the combinatory modules. The operations within each
combinator are executed as follows:

1) Implement Micro-Doppler: The micro-Doppler effect,
induced by the motion of the target, is incorporated into
the channel coefficients.
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Fig. 16: Comparison results with the calibration of 3GPP Release 19 ISAC channel model. TRPmo(t) represents the target

channel in a monostatic case.

2) Generate Coefficients: The complex, time-varying chan-
nel coefficients h(t, ) are generated.
3) Apply Large-Scale Effects: The combined channel is
scaled by the total path loss and shadowing.
4) Combine Channels: The target channel and the back-
ground channel are coherently combined.
This combinatory process is iterated across multiple instances
to ensure statistical reliability and to capture the evolution of
the channel over time and target movement.

B. ISAC Channel Calibration

To validate the reliability of the proposed model, this
study presents comprehensive calibration results from the
3GPP Release 19 standardization phase, benchmarking our
model against reference implementations from leading in-
dustry players in accordance with 3GPP TR 38.901 [23]
specifications. The validation encompasses standardized test
conditions including typical sensing modes, diverse target
types (e.g., UAVs, vehicles, pedestrians), and multiple sce-
narios (UMa, InF, Urban grid). As an example, detailed simu-
lation parameters for UAV targets are provided in Table X in

Appendix A. Simulation results demonstrate close alignment
with reference data reported by global telecom leaders in 3GPP
documents, particularly in terms of large-scale calibration
(coupling loss) and full calibration (DS, and AS of AoA, AoD,
ZoA, and ZoD). The calibration follows a rigorous two-phase
methodology: calibration of fundamental parameters through a
progressive sequence from large-scale to full-scale parameter
validation, ensuring comprehensive model fidelity across all
critical dimensions.

The simulation results presented in Fig. 16 demonstrate
the coupling loss characteristics across UAV-UMa scenario. A
detailed comparative analysis with 3GPP reference data reveals
remarkable consistency in our modeling approach. Notably,
Fig. 16(a) and (b) exhibit excellent agreement between our
simulations and standardized results for TRP monostatic sens-
ing mode at 6 GHz and 30 GHz respectively, while similar
levels of accuracy are observed TRP-TRP bistatic sensing
mode at 6 GHz and 30 GHz respectively (Fig. 16(c) and
(d)). This comprehensive validation across diverse propagation
conditions, including both sensing modes and and typical
frequency, conclusively verifies the effectiveness of our large-
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scale fading modeling methodology. The close alignment with
3GPP benchmarks throughout all test scenarios underscores
the model’s reliability for practical 6G system design and
performance evaluation. For the purposes of large scale cal-
ibration for UAV sensing targets, the following calibration
parameters are provided in Table X. The BUPTCMCCCMG-
IMT2030 channel model has undergone rigorous calibration
and validation against 3GPP Release 19. As demonstrated
in Fig. 16, the calibration results (data 1) are in excellent
agreement with the measurement data from other industrial
partners.

IX. CONCLUSION

3GPP Release 19 RANI has completed the preliminary
work on the ISAC standardized channel model, and the offi-
cial standardization, 3GPP TR 38.901 V19.0.0, was officially
released in June 2025. This paper presents a comprehensive
survey and tutorial on ISAC standardized channel modeling,
covering new features validated by empirical measurements, a
unified modeling methodology based on E-GBSM, and the
supporting channel simulator BUPTCMCCCMG-IMT2030,
developed under the 3GPP GBSM framework. Specifically,
we firstly provides a comprehensive overview of the key
requirements and challenges in ISAC channel research, and the
standardization workflow throughout of the ISAC study item
in 3GPP Release 19 process are presented. Then, an in-depth
discussion of critical channel aspects including RCS of phys-
ical objects, target channels, background channels, as well as
additional features such as spatial consistency, EO, macro and
micro-Doppler effect, and shared clusters, are provided based
on extensive measurement-based analysis. To enable unified
ISAC channel modeling, the E-GBSM is proposed, capturing
all key ISAC channel characteristics and yielding statistically
consistent time-varying coefficients. Based on the proposed E-
GBSM, a standardized simulator BUPTCMCCCMG-IMT2030
is developed, and a two-phase calibration procedure aligned
with 3GPP standardization is conducted to validate the frame-
work across standardized scenarios and sensing modes. The
results demonstrate high consistency with reference implemen-
tations at 6 GHz and 30 GHz under both TRP-monostatic and
bistatic sensing configurations, thereby confirming the engi-
neering applicability of the standardized channel model and
simulator. This paper provides a systematic survey of 3GPP
Release 19 ISAC channel standardization and offers insights
into best practices for new feature characterization, unified
modeling methodology, and standardized simulator implemen-
tation, effectively supporting ISAC performance evaluation
and future 6G standardization efforts.
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APPENDIX A

Table X lists the simulation assumptions for large scale
calibration for UAV sensing targets.
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TABLE X: Simulation assumptions for large scale calibration for UAV sensing targets

Parameters Values
Scenario UMa-AV
Sensing mode TRP monostatic, TRP-TRP bistatic, TRP-UT bistatic, UT-UT bistatic
Sectorization Single 360-degree sector can be assumed
Carrier F FR1: 6 GHz
arrier Frequency FR?: 30 GHz
BS antenna configurations Single dual-pol isotropic antenna
FR1: 56 dBm
BS Tx power FR2: 41 dBm
. FR1: 100 MHz
Bandwidth FR2: 400 MHz
. FR1: 5 dB
BS noise figure FR2: 7 dB
UT antenna configurations (M,N,P,My,Ng; My, Np) = (1,1,2,1,1;1,1)
UT Tx power 23dBm
. FR1: 9 dB
UT noise figure FR2: 10 dB

UT Distribution

- The overall number of UTs is 30 uniformly distributed in the center cell.
- All of the UTs are either terrestrial UTs or aerial UTs, all outdoors.

- Vertical distribution of aerial UT: Fixed height value of 200 m.

- FR1 is assumed for aerial UT.

Sensing target distribution

1 target uniformly distributed (across multiple drops) within the center cell.
Vertical distribution: Fixed height value of 200 m.

Component A of the RCS

. . -12.81 dBsm
for each scattering point
Minimum 3D distances
between pairs of Tx/Rx 10 m

and sensing target

Wrapping Method

No wrapping method is used if interference is not modelled,
otherwise geographical distance based wrapping

Coupling loss for target
channel

Power scaling factor (pathloss, shadow fading, and RCS component A included):
2
Lry—spsT—Rre = PLap(d1) + PLap(d2) + 101log; (4;,&3
—10logyg(crcs,a) + SFapa + SFuip 2

STx/SRx selection

Best N = 4 STx-SRx pairs to be selected for the target.
see note 1

Metrics

Coupling loss for target channel

Note 1: Based on the STx-SRx pairs with the smallest power scaling factor of the target channel.
Note 2: CDFs can be separately generated for target channel, background channel.



