
JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 1

NWP-based Atmospheric Refractivity Modeling and
Fast & Stable Non-uniform Plane Wave

Ray-Tracing Simulations for LEO Link Analysis
Bowoo Jang, Student Member, IEEE, Jun Heo, Member, IEEE, Yong Bae Park, Senior Member, IEEE, and

Dong-Yeop Na, Member, IEEE,

Abstract—Existing low-Earth-orbit (LEO) communication link
analyses face two main challenges: (1) limited accuracy of 3D
atmospheric refractivity reconstructed from sparsely sampled
radiosonde data, and (2) numerical instability in previous non-
uniform plane-wave ray-tracing algorithms [1] (i.e., underflow
under standard double precision), where non-uniform plane
waves inevitably arise at complex-valued dielectric interfaces, is
caused by extremely small atmospheric loss terms. To address
these issues, we reconstruct a high-resolution 3D complex-valued
refractivity model using numerical weather prediction data,
and develop a fast and numerically stable non-uniform plane-
wave ray tracer. The method remains stable in double precision
and delivers a 24-fold speedup over high-precision benchmarks.
Comparisons show that boresight-error deviations and path-
loss differences between the rigorous method and the uniform-
plane-wave approximation remain negligible, even under heavy
precipitation. Although rays in a lossy atmosphere experience
different phase- and attenuation-direction vectors—forming non-
uniform plane waves—the resulting effective attenuation along
the path is nearly identical to that predicted by the uniform-
plane-wave model. These findings justify the continued use of
uniform-plane-wave ray tracing in practical LEO link analyses.

Index Terms—numerical weather prediction, Korean inte-
grated model, low Earth orbit satellite communications, elec-
tromagnetic propagation, ray-tracing, non-uniform plane wave,
boresight error, path loss

I. INTRODUCTION

LOW-Earth-orbit (LEO) satellite communications have
emerged as a key technology for non-terrestrial net-

works [2]–[4]. Because LEO satellites move at high velocities,
seamless connectivity requires highly accurate handover pro-
tocols, which in turn demand precise modeling of atmospheric
refraction—particularly severe at large incidence angles—and
the resulting accumulated path loss. Consequently, rigorous
electromagnetic (EM) propagation modeling under realistic
atmospheric refractivity conditions is essential [5], [6]. A first
challenge in this modeling effort concerns the accuracy of the
refractive index itself. Accurate EM propagation prediction re-
lies on reliably reconstructing the atmospheric refractive index
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ēt

f̄t

Medium II

Medium I

y

x

θi

ψi

θt ψt

αt

(b) Non-uniform plane wave

Fig. 1: Refraction of (a) uniform and (b) non-uniform plane
waves at a dielectric interface.

from weather variables such as pressure, temperature, relative
humidity, hydrometeors, and rainfall [7]–[10]. However, con-
ventional reconstruction approaches—(i) measurement-driven
interpolation and (ii) remote-sensing estimation—often strug-
gle to provide physically consistent, high-resolution latitude–
longitude refractivity profiles required for LEO link analy-
sis [11]–[17].1 A second challenge arises from fundamental
physical issue. In lossy atmospheric media, an uniform plane
wave no longer preserves its original structure. The complex-
valued refractive index caused by hydrometeors and absorption
forces the wave to evolve into a non-uniform plane wave—
i.e., the directions of phase progression and attenuation deviate
from each other, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Such non-uniformity
can modify both the refraction angle and the accumulated
path loss [18]. However, existing studies have not explicitly
accounted for the non-uniform behavior of plane waves in
inhomogeneous and lossy atmospheric media. Instead, most
previous EM propagation studies implicitly assume uniform
plane waves—without a clear physical justification—which
may overlook the intrinsic non-uniform propagation mecha-
nisms that arise in lossy refractivity profiles.

With these two challenges in mind, it is natural to ask:
Would non-uniform plane waves meaningfully change bore-
sight error or path-loss estimates compared with the uniform
plane-wave approximation for LEO links extending hundreds
of kilometers? This work addresses this question by devel-
oping an analytical and computational framework capable
of quantifying the influence of plane wave non-uniformity

1The former is limited by the sparseness of radiosonde stations, while the
latter frequently lacks vertically resolved data.0000–0000/00$00.00 © 2021 IEEE
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(a) Precipitation (b) Clouds distribution

Fig. 2: Windy weather forecast [24] on 2 November 2024,
00:00 KST: (a) precipitation and (b) cloud distribution.

in inhomogeneous complex-index atmospheres. First, we in-
corporate numerical weather prediction (NWP) data into the
MPM93 model—including cloud, precipitation, and land–sea
distributions [19]—to reconstruct a physically well-grounded,
high-resolution, complex-valued 3D atmospheric refractivity
map. Second, we propose a fast and numerically stable ray-
tracing framework suitable for inhomogeneous complex-index
media with extremely small loss. This resolves the numerical
instability inherent in the complex-Snell non-uniform plane-
wave formulation of Chang et al. [1], which—despite its
wide adoption [20]–[22]—suffers from severe subtractive can-
cellation in attenuation-related terms under standard double
precision, rendering atmospheric simulations unreliable. Third,
using the developed computational framework, we quantita-
tively assess the validity of the conventional uniform plane-
wave model, providing simulation-based guidance for practical
LEO communication scenarios.

Throughout this work, we adopt the time convention ejωt.

II. NWP-BASED ATMOSPHERIC REFRACTIVITY MODELING

The atmosphere over South Korea is modeled as a stratified
medium up to 10 km, encompassing the troposphere where
most weather-driven variations occur. Within this region, re-
fractivity changes significantly with altitude and meteoro-
logical conditions, leading to pronounced refraction effects.
Considering an 18-GHz link, the complex refractivity Ñ 2 is
retrieved via MPM93 as the sum of dry air, water vapor, cloud,
and rain components [7], [8]: Ñ = Ñdry air + Ñwater vapor +
Ñcloud/fog + Ñrainfall. For analysis, we selected 2 November
2024 (00:00 KST), during Typhoon Kong-rey, to validate the
model under highly inhomogeneous atmospheric conditions.
Fig. 2 shows the corresponding weather-forecast precipitation
and cloud distributions obtained from the Windy platform [24].
To reconstruct the atmospheric refractivity, we first apply
inverse-distance-weighting (IDW) interpolation in latitude us-
ing radiosonde measurements from stations 47102, 47104,
47138, 47155, and 47186, as shown in Fig. 3a. However,
because the station network is sparse, this simple interpolation
scheme is fundamentally limited and produces refractivity
fields that deviate noticeably from those inferred in Fig. 2. To
address this limit, we instead use the Korea Integrated Model
(KIM), a NWP model optimized for the Korean Peninsula,

2The relationship between ñ and Ñ is given by ñ = Ñ×10−6+1 = n−jκ
[23], where n and κ denote the refractive index and the extinction coefficient,
respectively.
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Fig. 3: Real part of complex atmospheric refractivity at 5 km
altitude over South Korea, reconstructed from (a) radiosonde
stations (black circles) using IDW and (b) KIM data.

to obtain a high-resolution refractivity field.3 As shown in
Fig. 3b, the resulting refractivity field exhibits significantly
higher consistency with the Windy data.4 The extinction
coefficient κ in the KIM-based refractivity model ranges from
4.79× 10−10 to 2.24× 10−7, spanning light to heavy rainfall
conditions. Even under strong precipitation, κ remains several
orders of magnitude smaller than n, so the atmosphere is only
weakly lossy; nevertheless, the presence of loss still produces
a sufficiently complex medium capable of introducing plane-
wave non-uniformity. To assess how different refractivity
models influence ray behavior, we perform downlink ray-
tracing simulations in which the receiver is fixed at the central
longitude of our analysis area (35.6◦,N, 127.8◦,E). Rays are
launched from a satellite located at various longitudes at an
altitude of 10 km with incident angles θinc ∈ [−90◦, 90◦],
defined by the elevation angle between the transmitter and
receiver, while all rays are directed toward the receiver, as
illustrated in Fig. 2b. Fig. 4b presents the resulting boresight-
angle error as a function of incident angle when the uniform-
plane-wave approximate ray tracer is applied to refractivity
profiles reconstructed from both radiosonde and KIM data.5 It
can be observed that the deviation between the two models
increases as the rays approach more grazing incidence. In
particular, the KIM-based model exhibits larger boresight-
angle errors at relatively higher (i.e., less grazing) incident an-
gles, whereas the radiosonde-based model produces noticeably
smaller errors at the same incident angles. The boresight-error
discrepancies arise from differences in refractivity fidelity:

3Depending on the domain, the KIM model provides horizontal resolutions
of 0.1◦ in both latitude and longitude over Korea, corresponding to grid
spacings of approximately 11 km.

4The KIM dataset provides geopotential height HGT [m], relative
humidity RH [%], temperature T [K], cloud liquid/ice mixing ratios
(TQC, TQI) [kg/kg] on 31 isobaric levels, and accumulated precipitation
PREC [kg/m2]. Altitude-dependent pressure P [Pa] is obtained by first-
order interpolation of the isobaric fields. The accumulated precipitation is
converted to an hourly rainfall rate R [mm/h] using a ±3 h window,
and rainfall-induced refractivity is evaluated using a uniform precipitation
layer [25]. Cloud hydrometeors are represented by W [g/m3], computed
from TQC, TQI , and the dry-air density ρdry = 100P/(RdryT ), giving
Wliquid = ρdryTQC and Wice = ρdryTQI . Finally, isobaric data were
interpolated onto altitude coordinates to form a three-dimensional stratified
refractivity field over latitude, longitude, and altitude.

5The approximation assumes that the phase and attenuation directions are
aligned, with refraction and attenuation governed solely by the real and
imaginary parts of the refractive index, respectively.
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(a) 3D κ map from KIM
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Fig. 4: (a) 3D κ map from the KIM data and (b) boresight
error for the two atmospheric refractivity models.

the sparse radiosonde network produces coarse horizontal
gradients, whereas the NWP-based KIM model captures much
finer spatial structure. These results underscore the sensitivity
of refraction predictions to refractivity accuracy and highlight
the need for high-resolution, physically consistent atmospheric
models.

III. PROPOSED NON-UNIFORM RAY-TRACING ALGORITHM

When a plane wave encounters an interface between two
media with complex-valued refractive indices (ñ1 = n1 − jκ1
and ñ2 = n2 − jκ2), the directions of phase propagation
and amplitude attenuation no longer coincide [26]. However,
applying the non-uniform plane-wave ray-tracing formula-
tion of [1] to atmospheric conditions—where the loss terms
are extremely small—reveals that standard double-precision
arithmetic suffers from severe subtractive cancellation, desta-
bilizing the evaluation of attenuation-related quantities and
preventing reliable simulation. While long-double precision
alleviates this issue, it incurs substantial computational over-
head. To achieve both accuracy and efficiency, we develop a
new fast and numerically stable non-uniform plane-wave ray-
tracing algorithm that remains robust even in standard double
precision. Following [1], the apparent refractive indices Nm

and Km are introduced to express the complex wave vector
in medium m as k̃p = k0(Nmep − jKmfp) for the incident
(p = i), reflected (p = r), and transmitted (p = t) waves,
where ep and fp denote the phase- and attenuation-direction
unit vectors, as defined in Fig. 1b.6

The key idea of our algorithm is to reformulate the non-
uniform plane-wave interface relations into numerically sta-
ble expressions so that all quantities involving extremely
small loss terms can be evaluated reliably in standard dou-
ble precision. We stabilize the computation of (N1,K1) in
medium I and solve the medium II refraction problem us-
ing reduced quartic forms whose physically admissible roots
remain numerically well conditioned even when κ ≪ n.
We consider 2D incidence, corresponding to the plane-of-
incidence polarization in 3D. In medium I, the NPW dispersion
relation and boundary conditions determine N1 and K1. Given
(ñ1, ñ2) and incident angles (θi, ψi), Chang’s formulation

6In lossy media, the phase and attenuation directions differ, so the phase-
matching condition is enforced by redefining the effective components via
the apparent refractive indices. Consequently, an ordinary wave vector k =
k0(n−jκ)ep is replaced by the modified one k̃p while preserving |k| = |k̃p|.
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Fig. 5: Results using Chang’s method: (a), (c); and using the
proposed method: (b), (d). NPW with αi = 10◦ is incident
and refracts into the second medium. Vertical dashed lines in
(b) and (d) denote the fixed value κ1 = 10−8.

evaluates Km =
√
N2

m − n2
m + κ2m, but because κ ≪ n,

the relation N ≈ n leads to severe subtractive cancellation
in the computation of Km. To avoid cancellation, we define
a = n21 − κ21, b = n1κ1, c = cos(θi − ψi), and r = ac/b, and
compute K2

1 using stable expressions. When c is well behaved,
K2

1 = 0.5 a [2b/(ac)]2
(√

1 + (2b/ac)2+1
)−1

; when b is well
behaved, K2

1 = 2a
(
r2 + r

√
r2 + 4

)−1
; and in extreme limits,

K2
1 ≈ a/r2 for r ≫ 1 and K2

1 ≈ a/r for r ≪ 1. The normal
component then follows as N2

1 = K2
1 + a. In medium II, the

NPW relations reduce to the quartic forms N4
2 −(A+B)N2

2 +
AB − D2 = 0 and K4

2 − (A − B)K2
2 − AB − D2 = 0,

where A = N2
s + K2

s , B = n22 − κ22, D = n2κ2 − NsKs,
Ns = N1 sin θi, Ks = K1 sinψi, and the physically valid
branch is selected by enforcing K2 =

√
N2

2 − n2
2 + κ22. Once

(θt, ψt) are obtained, the transmitted field is updated using
NPW Fresnel coefficients, and the field entering the next layer
is Eq+1

i = Eq
t exp[−k0K2 cos(θt − ψt) l2] exp[−jk0N2l2],

where l2 is the propagation distance and q is the iteration
index.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Single interface refraction

To examine the non-uniformity of plane waves under
atmospheric-scale complex refractivity, we analyze the wave
refraction at a single interface across a range of incident
angles. We set n1 = 1.0001, n2 = 1.0002, and κ1 = 10−8,
while varying κ2 from 10−7 to 10−9 for different incident
angles, and investigate the resulting refraction characteristics
through K2 and the effective attenuation term K2 cosαt. Fig. 5
compares Chang’s method with the proposed ray tracer, with
both implementations evaluated in standard double precision.
Chang’s method suffers from severe subtractive cancellation,
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Fig. 6: αt in (a), (c) and K2 cosαt/κ2 in (b), (d) for both
n1/n2 ≈ 1. Parameters: (a)–(b) κ1 = 1.94 × 10−10, κ2 =
3.58 × 10−11; (c)–(d) κ1 = 1.54 × 10−8, κ2 = 1.32 × 10−8.
The ratio approaching unity confirms K2 cosαt ≈ κ2.

yielding incorrect attenuation estimates, whereas the proposed
ray-tracing maintains numerical stability even for extremely
small κ2. A notable observation is that when κ2 ≥ κ1, the
relation κ2 ≈ K2 cosαt continues to hold even though αt ̸= 0.
In this regime, the increase in αt is compensated by a cor-
responding change in K2, preserving the effective attenuation
and reproducing the phase-path loss predicted by the uniform-
plane-wave approximation. Conversely, when κ2 < κ1, such
compensation no longer occurs, i.e., κ2 ̸= K2 cosαt, and the
attenuation predicted by the uniform approximation deviates
from the result by the proposed algorithm. Randomized tests
enforcing spatial continuity further confirm that when the
loss terms are comparable (e.g., ratio ≈ 0.97), the uniform
approximation remains accurate, as illustrated in Fig. 6.

B. LEO downlink ray-tracing simulations

We evaluate LEO downlink performance by applying three
methods to 2D cross sections extracted from the 3D atmo-
spheric refractivity field: (i) the uniform-plane-wave approxi-
mation, (ii) Chang’s method with long-double precision, and
(iii) the proposed algorithm, as illustrated in Fig. 7. As shown
in Fig. 8, all three methods produce nearly identical refraction
paths and attenuation profiles. Because κ ≪ n, refraction
is effectively determined by the real part of the refractive
index, and the slowly varying complex refractivity under weak
loss is well captured by the uniform approximation. Our
results demonstrate that the non-uniformity of plane waves has
negligible influence on LEO propagation: the refraction angle
is insensitive to the loss term, and the accumulated attenuation
remains unchanged. This occurs because the effective loss fac-
tor K cosα closely matches the intrinsic loss κ, as variations in
cosα compensate differences between K and κ. Thus, even
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Fig. 7: Ray paths upon the extinction coefficient κ map on 21
September 2024, 12:00 KST, under heavy rainfall.
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Fig. 8: Simulation results from three different methods.

under heavy rainfall, the uniform plane-wave approximation
provides accurate boresight-error and path-loss estimates while
enabling fast computation. In contrast, using long-double
precision in Chang’s formulation preserves accuracy but incurs
significant computational cost. The proposed algorithm, by
contrast, achieves the same accuracy using standard double
precision. Both the uniform approximation and the proposed
algorithm scale as O(1) per evaluation. Although the proposed
method incurs a small overhead due to the iterative selection
of the physically admissible root of the quadratic equation
for K2. Across 1,000 repeated evaluations, the uniform-plane-
wave model required an average of 0.1948 ms per evalua-
tion (standard deviation 0.0271 ms), whereas the proposed
algorithm required 0.2065 ms (standard deviation 0.0274 ms),
corresponding to only about a 6% slowdown. In contrast,
Chang’s long-double implementation took 4.8888 ms on av-
erage with a standard deviation of 0.5468 ms, making it
roughly 24 times slower than the proposed method. Thus,
the new algorithm achieves numerical stability comparable to
long-double precision while maintaining a runtime essentially
indistinguishable from the uniform-plane-wave approximation.

V. CONCLUSION

We have developed a high-resolution atmospheric refrac-
tivity model reconstructed from numerical weather prediction
(NWP) data, together with a fast and numerically stable
ray-tracing algorithm that explicitly accounts for the non-
uniformity of plane waves. Our analysis shows that, under
most practical operating conditions, the non-uniformity effect
is sufficiently small that it may be safely neglected without
compromising the accuracy of boresight-error or path-loss
estimates. Future work will focus on improving spatial resolu-
tion beyond the native limit 0.1◦ of NWP data by employing
physics-informed super-resolution techniques based on trans-
formers and physics-informed neural networks [27].



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 5

REFERENCES

[1] P. C. Chang, J. Walker, and K. Hopcraft, “Ray tracing in absorbing
media,” Journal of Quantitative Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer,
vol. 96, no. 3-4, pp. 327–341, 2005.

[2] O. Kodheli, E. Lagunas, N. Maturo, S. K. Sharma, B. Shankar, J. F. M.
Montoya, J. C. M. Duncan, D. Spano, S. Chatzinotas, S. Kisseleff,
J. Querol, L. Lei, T. X. Vu, and G. Goussetis, “Satellite communi-
cations in the new space era: A survey and future challenges,” IEEE
Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 70–109, 2021.

[3] A. Lalbakhsh, A. Pitcairn, K. Mandal, M. Alibakhshikenari, K. P.
Esselle, and S. Reisenfeld, “Darkening low-earth orbit satellite constel-
lations: A review,” IEEE Access, vol. 10, pp. 24 383–24 394, 2022.

[4] E. Juan, M. Lauridsen, J. Wigard, and P. Mogensen, “Handover solutions
for 5g low-earth orbit satellite networks,” IEEE Access, vol. 10, pp.
93 309–93 325, 2022.

[5] C. C. Pham and X. A. Nguyen, “Determination of radio wave propaga-
tion conditions in the atmosphere of hanoi using the radiosonde data of
balloons,” ICT Express, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 611–617, 2022.

[6] S. K. CHAKRAVARTY, “Numerical modeling of radiosonde-assisted
compact ranges for electromagnetic propagation under atmospheric
variability,” Authorea Preprints, 2025.

[7] H. J. Liebe, “An atmospheric millimeter wave propagation model,”
Institute for Telecommunication Sciences, Tech. Rep., 1983.

[8] H. J. Liebe, G. A. Hufford, and M. Cotton, “Propagation modeling of
moist air and suspended water/ice particles at frequencies below 1000
ghz,” In AGARD, 1993.

[9] P. Series, “Attenuation by atmospheric gases and related effects,” Rec-
ommendation ITU-R, vol. 25, pp. 676–12, 2019.

[10] ——, “The radio refractive index: its formula and refractivity data,”
Recommendation ITU-R, pp. 453–14, 2019.

[11] A. De and A. Maitra, “Radiometric measurements of atmospheric
attenuation over a tropical location,” Radio Science, vol. 55, no. 10,
pp. 1–6, 2020.

[12] L. Luini, C. Riva, and L. Emiliani, “Attenuation induced by water
vapor along earth-space links: Selecting the most appropriate prediction
method,” IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 65,
no. 7, pp. 3806–3808, 2017.

[13] D. Jang, N. Kim, and H. Choo, “Kriging interpolation for constructing
database of the atmospheric refractivity in korea,” Remote Sensing,
vol. 16, no. 13, p. 2379, 2024.

[14] S. Wang, T. H. Lim, K. Oh, C. Seo, and H. Choo, “Prediction of
wide range two-dimensional refractivity using an idw interpolation
method from high-altitude refractivity data of multiple meteorological
observatories,” Applied Sciences, vol. 11, no. 4, p. 1431, 2021.

[15] A. Battaglia, K. Mroz, D. Watters, and F. Ardhuin, “Gpm-derived
climatology of attenuation due to clouds and precipitation at ka-band,”
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 58, no. 3,
pp. 1812–1820, 2019.

[16] L. Kou, Z. Lin, H. Gao, S. Liao, and P. Ding, “Simulation and sensi-
tivity analysis for cloud and precipitation measurements via spaceborne
millimeter-wave radar,” Atmospheric Measurement Techniques, vol. 16,
no. 6, pp. 1723–1744, 2023.

[17] Z. Zhang, X. Wang, and D. Lyu, “Estimation of moist atmospheric
profiles from refraction and attenuation measurements by using centime-
ter and millimeter wave links between leo satellites,” Remote Sensing,
vol. 15, no. 2, p. 391, 2023.

[18] Y. Kim, H. Yang, and J. Oh, “Critical angle formulation of nonuniform
plane waves for determining correct refraction angles at planar inter-
face,” IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 71, no. 3,
pp. 2861–2866, 2023.

[19] Korea Meteorological Administration. [Online]. Available: https:
//apihub.kma.go.kr/

[20] J. J. Foley IV, J. M. McMahon, G. C. Schatz, H. Harutyunyan, G. P.
Wiederrecht, and S. K. Gray, “Inhomogeneous surface plasmon polari-
tons,” ACS Photonics, vol. 1, no. 8, pp. 739–745, 2014.

[21] H. Ballington and E. Hesse, “A light scattering model for large particles
with surface roughness,” Journal of Quantitative Spectroscopy and
Radiative Transfer, vol. 323, p. 109054, 2024.

[22] R. A. M. Lameirinhas, C. P. C. V. Bernardo, J. P. N. Torres, A. Baptista,
and M. J. M. Martins, “Plasmonic nanoantennas to exploit extraordinary
optical transmission in biosensing,” in 2024 IEEE 22nd Mediterranean
Electrotechnical Conference (MELECON). IEEE, 2024, pp. 674–677.

[23] C. Kim, D.-Y. Na, and Y. B. Park, “Electromagnetic wave propagation
from low-earth orbit satellite to ground station considering interpolated
atmospheric environments,” IEEE Access, vol. 9, pp. 95 853–95 861,
2021.

[24] Windy. [Online]. Available: https://www.windy.com
[25] P. Series, “Rain height model for prediction methods,” in Recommenda-

tion ITU-R, 2013, pp. 839–4.
[26] C. A. Balanis, Advanced engineering electromagnetics. John Wiley &

Sons, 2012.
[27] W. Li, Z. Liu, K. Chen, H. Chen, S. Liang, Z. Zou, and Z. Shi, “Deep-

physinet: Bridging deep learning and atmospheric physics for accurate
and continuous weather modeling,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.04125,
2024.


