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Abstract: Visible light communication (VLC) is an emerging technology that offers an alter-
native to traditional wireless communications systems. However, the technology presents
limitations related to the impact of the receiver’s orientation, which can significantly im-
pact its performance. To address this issue, VLC systems use diversity schemes, such as
transmitter and receiver diversity. In this paper, we derive an analytical expression for the
probability of maintaining a line-of-sight (LoS) link in an underground mining visible light
communication (UM-VLC) system with a receiver embedded in an object, such as a helmet,
by considering user mobility. We show that the angle of incidence depends on the distance
from the source and derive the probability accordingly for single-input single-output (SISO),
multiple-input single-output (MISO), and single-input multiple-output cases (SIMO). Our
results show that the analytical results fit with the simulated results. Furthermore, the
resulting probabilities show that the angular position of the receiver significantly affects the
channel’s quality, with the optimal position dependent on the field-of-view characteristics.
These findings can provide an appropriate framework for receiver and transmitter diversity
design through analytical expression.

Keywords: line-of-sight (LoS) link; optical diversity schemes; optimal tilt angle; underground
mining visible light communication (UM-VLC); visible light communication (VLC)

1. Introduction

Visible light communication (VLC) is an emerging technology that poses an alter-
native to traditional physical communication technologies such as radio frequency (RF)
communication. Due to its high frequency, it presents several advantages over RF com-
munication, such as resistance to electromagnetic interference, an unlicensed spectrum,
lower energy consumption, and reduced costs. The benefits come from the usage of energy-
efficient light-emitting diodes (LEDs), which are now being deployed as the primary source
of lighting.
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A relevant use case for VLC is underground mining (UM) communications [1]. Visible
light communication in underground mining (UM-VLC) is a promising solution due to
its low cost and the latent necessity of lighting inside mines [2]. Although VLC solves
many issues, such as interference and fading phenomena, highly directional propagation
harms the system’s performance. The unpredictable receiver orientation and the user’s
mobility frequently lead to a link misalignment. The misalignment of the link disrupts
communication, causing link failures. To address these outages, different studies have
studied the application of diversity techniques such as receiver diversity [3,4].

The existing proposed VLC implementations in mining environments require both mo-
bility and a variable receiver orientation, which directly impact the availability of line-of-sight
(LOS) links. Consequently, characterizing the availability of these links is a crucial element in
understanding the system’s behavior. Although the impact of the receiver orientation has been
studied extensively in the literature [5,6], research on random receiver orientations is limited
by assumptions that do not accurately represent the underground mining scenario studied.

In the context of relevant and related work, the probability of a power outage has
been studied under the case of a random transmitter orientation [7]. However, the receiver
orientation has been considered constant and orthogonal to the ground plane. In [8,9],
the power outage probability and the bit error rate for on-off keying (OOK) were studied
under a uniform and Gaussian distribution of the receiving angle. However, the transmitter
was considered orthogonal to the ground, and the distributions were not a function of the
receiver’s position. In [10], the bit error rate and the signal-to-noise ratio distribution were
considered for a case with arbitrary user positioning and an arbitrary orientation, and the
optimum tilt angle was obtained. However, the article derived the effect of a random re-
ceiver orientation from fitting a known distribution. Likewise, [11] derived the bit error rate
for DCO-OFDM with an arbitrary orientation by modeling the orientation and the channel
using a Laplace distribution. However, the user positioning was maintained as fixed in
the expression. In [12], the probability of a blockage and the probability of coverage were
obtained by studying the shadowing generated by a cylinder. However, the transmitter
was orthogonal to the ground, and the receiver was unaffected by a random orientation.

A random receiver orientation has also been studied in the context of non-orthogonal
multiple-access (NOMA) schemes for VLC [13]. However, the reception angle was modeled
using a normal distribution, which was also supposed to be independent of the radius.
The bit error rate has been studied for single-input single-output (SISO) underground
mining channels [14]. However, the receiving angle was considered to be independent of
the user’s position. Finally, the power outage probability of a hybrid RE-VLC link was
studied in a random receiver orientation [15]. However, the receiving angle was assumed
to follow a normal distribution, similarly to in the NOMA study.

In this work, we investigate the effects of the receiver orientation from the perspec-
tive of an underground mining use case in SISO, multiple-input single-output (MISO),
and single-input multiple-output (SIMO) scenarios. In particular, we investigate the case
where the random receiver orientation’s density function is determined by its position with
respect to the transmitter in a tunnel. The contributions of this paper can be summarized
as follows:

*  We develop an analytical framework to obtain the LoS probability of a mobile receiver
with a random orientation given a rectangular cell for SISO, MISO, and SIMO cases.

¢ We obtain the closed analytical form of the LOS probability, given a uniform distribu-
tion of the receiver in the rectangular area and a uniform orientation of the user.

¢ We verify the analytical results through extensive simulation in all cases of interest.

The structure of this article is as follows. The MIMO-VLC model for use in under-
ground environments and the impact of LoS communication links are presented in Section 2.
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The LoS probability and the angle of incidence are derived in Section 3. The analytical
expressions of the SISO LoS probability, the SIMO LoS probability, and the MISO LoS
probability are derived in Sections 4, 5, and 6, respectively. The numerical and analytical
results are presented in Section 7. Finally, conclusions are given in Section 8.

2. MIMO Channel Model

The underground mining MIMO channel was modeled to account for multiple phe-
nomena, such as reflections caused by irregular walls, scattering effects caused by dust
particles, random shadowing caused by machinery entering the mine, and the random
tilting of both the receiver and transmitter [16,17]. The tilt of the receiver and transmitter is
defined by their corresponding azimuth angle « and elevation angle . The geometry of
the system is depicted in Figure 1. The orientation of the receiver and the transmitter in
space is represented by their vectors:

T

nj = [cos(a) sin(B]), sin(a] ) sin(B]), — cos(B] )],

nf = [cos(f) sin(BR), sin(af) sin(B), cos(B})],

(1)

where oc]R and ﬁf correspond to the azimuthal and elevation angles of the receiver, and ]

and B! correspond to the azimuthal and elevation angles of the transmitter.

z

X

Figure 1. Geometrical representation of the evaluated scenario, where L represents the distance
between the transmitter and the user in the XY plane and & represents the distance along the z axis.

The channel model is characterized by a matrix of N x M, where M represents multiple
transmitters and N represents multiple receivers. Each transmitter-receiver pair employs ray
tracing to generate a channel that linearly sums the LoS component, the reflective components
(NLoS), and the scattering components. The channel matrix is defined as follows:

H = Hpys + Hsea + Hnros, ()
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where Hj s is the LOS component, Hg, is the scattering component, and Hyy s is the
reflective component. Hj g is defined by the equation [2]

(m+1)Ap

Hyoes(iyj) = "5~
27101?;+

0;
(rij . Tll-T)m(T’i]' . nF)G(Gl])rect(G))P H(A ), 3)

where Aj represents the photodetector active area, m denotes the Lambertian order, dij
is the Euclidean distance between the receiver and the transmitter, © is the field of view,
and G(0;;) is the gain produced by the concentrator, defined by

if 9 <O
G(6;) =  sn ( y , (4)
0, else

where 7 is the gain and 6;; is the angle between the receiver and the path between the
receiver and the transmitter. A;; is the dot product between n] and rij, and H(-) is the
Heaviside function. Finally, P;; is the shadowing probability between the photodetector and
the receiver. The shadowing probablhty is defined using a Poisson point process, where
the expected probability of not encountering an obstacle during a period, t, is

P = e <EWi 5)

with € being the intensity parameter, t the expected time, and E(p,) the expected probability
of an obstacle causing shadowing [18].

X rY
— ,h)dwdh ,y)dydx, 6
/O /O (//w>2d,-]v(xv,yv),h>s,-]v(xv,yv) g(w ) @ )f(x y) yax ( )

where X and Y are the horizontal and vertical dimensions of the tunnel, w is the width of
the object, /1 is the height of the object, f(x,y) is the probability associated with the center
of the object, and g(w, h) is the probability associated with the dimensions of the object.
However, due to the cost of computing this equation multiple times over the simulation
duration, a closed analytical form is obtained by approximating the probability density of
the object dimensions using

E(py) =E(E(polw, h))
= Z (/ / 1w>2d (x0,y0),h>s(xy Jv)f(x y)dydx )g(w’ h)

w,h

(7)

A closed analytical form of the probability can be found in Appendix A.

The non-line-of-sight (NLoS) component is the result of multiple reflections that can
occur between the transmitter and the receiver. Hence, considering the NLoS component
results in the recursive infinite summation of all the path combinations produced by the
discrete reflectors. However, to simplify the calculation, assuming that the distance between
the walls is considerable, we can limit the sum to one iteration. This relationship can be
defined using the following equation:

m+1 APZ Awpw

dm+1d3 rzw : ﬁi)m COS(in)

Hnios(i,]) =

9.

-, 8)

X (Fwj - ) c0s(0j) G (By))rect( 5
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where Ay corresponds to the area of the reflector and py, is the reflection coefficient of the
wall. Similarly to the transmitter and receiver case, the reflector is characterized by a vector,
n¥, which is associated with a random azimuth angle, a!/, and an elevation, g, and the
distance between the reflector and the transmitter or receiver is defined by d;;, and d;,
respectively. Finally, the scattering component is defined by

- . A (m+1)Gu(p)

2
N—oo = 27TDl-_n_j

9 .
cos” (¢i-s,) cos(bs, ) x rect(—5)

7

where D;_,,_; is the total distance covered by the rays from the transmitter to the receiver, ¢; s,
is the angle between the scattering and the transmitter, 6, _; is the angle between the scattering
and the receiver, and G, (i) is the expected value of the scattering given the parameters

Gn() = psfsca(p)/N. )
km ky .
fsca = (Epmw(.”) + k*spmy(ﬂ)) SIH(V)' (10)
3[1+3 1— 2(6s
_ o2 20 _
Puie(65) = =8 ! - 8Beos b 1) (12)

47T | (14 g2 —2gcos(6s))?  0.286(1 + g2 +0.286¢)3 |

where 7, g, and f are atmospheric constants, ps is the reflection coefficient of the particles,
is cos(6s), N is the number of particles, and 6; is the angle of the scattering. The equations

for k, and kg are [19]
2473 (n2 —-1)26+35

k, =
TTOMN; (n2+2)26-76
A2
h::NE%E:@n+1xmﬂz+wﬂﬂ,
n=1 (13)

S Yo ()Y (mx) — m¥,(x) ¥, (mx)
" Gu(0)E (mx) — mgl (x) ¥ (mx)
b m¥y, (x)¥], (mx) — ¥}, (x)¥, (mx)
" mé&n(x)&), (mx) — &, (x)¥n(mx) ’
27mp

where x = ==, with p being the radius of the particles, m the refractive coefficient, J the de-

polarization factor of air, N5 the molecular number density of air, and 7 the refractive index
of air. ¥, and ¢, are the Bessel function and the first kind of Hankel function, respectively.

An important metric for assessing the effect of the receiving angle is the power outage
probability. However, as will be shown in the following sections, the power outage prob-
ability cannot be obtained analytically, given the interdependence of the receiving angle
with the mobility of the user and the orientation of the receiver. However, it is possible
to obtain the LOS probability, which correlates strongly with the system’s average power.
Given a variable angle of inclination for the receiver from g, = 20° to 8, = 70°, Figure 2
shows the average power compared to the LoS probability.

The average power and the LoS probability are obtained by simulating the channel at
each point inside the tunnel by varying Dcf between 0 and 27t. The systems and scenario
parameters used for the simulation are presented in Tables 1 and 2. The average power is
obtained by computing the mean power of all the resulting DC channel values, and the
LoS probability is obtained by taking the number of available LoS links and dividing them
by the total number of links. The presented average power is further divided into a case
with an LoS component and a case without an LoS component. The average for the case
without an LoS component is computed by taking the mean of the DC power from all



Sensors 2025, 25, 2890

6 0f 34

the corresponding phenomena within the channel bar the LoS component, even if an LoS
component is available. Since we consider all the computed channel responses, the average
power is equally conditioned by the distance between the receiver and the transmitter for
all the varying inclination values.

le—8 Average Power over LOS Probability

16

1.4

1.2 A
Z
5 107 With LOS Component, T = [1,0.5,2.8]
§ —»— Without LOS Component, T = [1,0.5,2.8]
v 0.8 —e— With LOS Component, T = [2,0.5,2.8]
g —— Without LOS Component, T = [2,0.5,2.8]
8]
Z 0.6

0.4 -

0.2 A l_—‘\“\\_‘\‘.

T T T T
0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50
LOS Probability

Figure 2. Average power from 8 = 20° to B = 70°.

Table 1. Scenario parameters.

Parameters Scenario
Tunnel:
Length, X (m) 6
Width, Y (m) 3
Height, Z (m) 3.5
Wall reflection coefficient, p 0.6
Wall rotation angle, ay, U [0, 180]
Wall tilt angle, B, U [0, 180]
Scatterer reflection coefficient, ps 0.1
Number of scatterers, N 40
Transmitter:
Position 1, (x, y, z) (m) (1,0.5,3)
Position 1, (x, y, z) (m) (2,05, 3)
Transmitter rotation angle, «; 0
Transmitter tilt angle, B; 45
Receiver:
Receiver tilt angle, a; 55
FOV, © 55
Radius, (m) 0.1
FOV, ® 55°
Shadowing;:
Width probability density, g, (w) N (2,0.5)
Height probability density, g, (1) N (1.5, 0.5)
Y probability density, f,(y) U o, 3]

X probability density, f,(x) U0, 5]
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Table 1. Cont.

Parameters Scenario
Resolution:
Time resolution (ns) 0.25
Area elements in X 18
Area elements in Y 18
Area elements in Z 15
Spatial resolution in X (m) 0.1
Spatial resolution in Y (m) 0.1
Spatial resolution in Z (m) 0.1
Table 2. System parameters.
Parameters Values
Absolute temperature, Ty (K) 295 [20]
Atmospheric parameter, y 0.017 [21]
Atmospheric parameter, g 0.72 [21]
Atmospheric parameter, f 0.5 [21]
Average transmitted power, P;(W) 11[22]
Background dark current, I, (nA) 10 [20]
Band-pass filter of transmission 1[23]

Boltzmann constant, x(]J/K)

1.38 x 10723 [20]

Capacitance, Cpg

1.12 x 1078 [20]

Radius area, R, 1[24]
Electronic charge, q(C) 1.6 x 10719 [20]
FET channel noise factor, I' 1.5 [20]
FET trans-conductance, ¢, (S) 0.03 [20]
Optical gain, g() 1[25]

Lambertian mode number, m 1[21]

Mie scattering coefficient, k;, U [0, 10] [21]
Noise bandwidth factor, I, 0.562 [20]
Noise bandwidth factor, I3 0.0868 [20]
Open-loop voltage gain, G 10 [20]

Physical active area, A, (cm?) 11[23]

Rayleigh scattering coefficient, k;, U [0.01, 0.1] [24]
Refractive index, 1 1.5[23]
Responsivity, Rpp(A/W) 0.53 [23]
Half-power semi-angle, @1/, 60 [26]
Mie’s density, N 2 x 100 [27]

Wavelength, A

500 [nm] [27]

Particle size, p

1 x 1072 [m] [27]

Refractive coefficient, m

1.5 +0.0014

Rayleigh’s density, N

2.547 x 1019 [28]

Depolarization factor, 6

2.547 x 10719 [28]
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The figure shows that the LoS probability and the average power in the tunnel are
directly correlated when the LoS component is taken into account. Indeed, the correlation
between the Los probability and the average power is r = 0.9934. Based on this, we can
conclude that obtaining a metric for the LoS probability given the present scenario would
help predict the performance according to other metrics such as the power and optimize
for the optimal angle.

3. Line-of-Sight Probability

The LoS probability is the probability that the receiver and the transmitter send data to
each other using the LoS channel. To satisfy this condition, the gain from the concentrator
must be greater than 0. The condition is satisfied as long as the reception angle is less than
the total field of view. So, the probability is

P(Line-of-Sight Probability) = P(6;; < ©), (14)

where 0;; can be defined by the inverse cosine:

R
Tlij N
0;; = cos™1( 2, (15)
K [[mi] 2
and || - || is the Euclidean norm, and n;; is the vector from the transmitter to the receiver,
which is
Lcos(0) +r cos(er) sin(ﬁf)
nj; = | —Lsin(0) + rsm((x]R) sin(ﬁf) . (16)
R
h+r Cos(,B] )

where r is the radius of the sphere around the receiver that parameterizes the position of
the receiver, L is the distance from the transmitter to the receiver in the X-Y plane, and / is
the height difference between the transmitter and the receiver.

Unlike in the orthogonal case (IB;2 = 0°), the tilt produced by « and j involves a
non-circular area of possible transmitter positions, which depends on the angle «. Since the
azimuth angle changes with the rotations of the receiver, the probability of reception given
a certain coordinate of the center of the receiver is a function of the radius L. The density
probability function of the receiving angle is as follows:

=L sin(0) /I2 125721 2hrcos(B)
27 [ sind (B) — (/T2 + 2 1 72+ 2l cos() cos(0) — heos(f) — 1)

(17)

As using the probability density function has an important difference to the orthogonal
case, the analysis of the system changes. Since L is not deterministic, the value of the
function changes with respect to the probability given by the mobility of the user, and the
power will depend on both « and L. To illustrate the difference between both systems,
Figure 3 shows the set of transmitters with their LoS probability for the orthogonal case
(B = 0) and the non-orthogonal case (8 = 45°, « = 45°). The receiver is positioned at
[1,1,1.8], which is represented by the red dot in both figures. The geometry of both cases
shows the reason behind the complexity of obtaining the LoS probability. In the orthogonal
case, the probability can be calculated by taking the indicator function over the area of
potential transmitters. However, in the studied case, each coordinate will have an LoS
probability that can be understood as the integration over the realization of rotating the
receiver around itself. In that case, points closer to the origin will still have a probability of
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one, as they will always have the link in each rotation, but points far from the receiver will
be visited with less frequency.

Map of Transmitters with LOS Map of Transmitters with LOS

3.0

10

2.5

2.0

Probability

1.0

0.5

0.0 0.0

Y[m]

Figure 3. Orthogonal case for ® = 45° with § = 0° on the left and = 45° on the right.

4. SISO LoS Probability

The LoS probability can be obtained using Equation (14) by combining 6;; and applying
cosine to both sides. Since 6;; belongs to the interval [0, 7], the cosine is monotonically
decreasing. The consistent decline enables us to express Equation (14) by utilizing

P(II‘IFOV) = P(Qi]‘ < @) +P(27‘L’—9,’]’ < 27'[—@)

= 2P(cos(6;;) > cos(©)) (18)

where cos(0;;) = cos(27 — 0;;) due to the parity of the cosine function.
The left argument of the probability is obtained using the definitions of n;; and n}z.
The resulting expressions for the norm and the dot product are

|74 > = \/L2 + 12 + h2 + 2hr cos(B) + 2rL(cos(0) cos(a) sin(B) — sin(6) sin(a) sin(B))

~ \/L2 + 12 + h2 + 2hr cos(B),
n;iij = Lcos(#) cos(a) sin(B) — Lsin(6) sin(«) sin(B) + r + hcos(pB)
= Lsin(B) cos(a +0) +r + hcos(p),

(19)

where the approximation of the norm holds as long as r is significantly smaller than both
and L. Using both expressions, we can rewrite the probability as

cos(®) /L2 + 12 + h2 + 2hr cos(B) — r — hcos(B)

2P(0;; < ©) = 2P(cos(a +6) > i ),
Lsin(p) 20)
_ O)\/L2+71r2+h2+2h —r—h
P(0;j < ©) = P(a < cos 1(COS( )WL+ 4 L—;—in(;)cos(ﬁ) d COS(‘B)) —0).

The above equation has three random variables, which dictate the position of the
receiver, determined by 6 and L, and the orientation of the receiver, which is determined
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by a. Since the receiver’s orientation is assumed to be independent of its position, we can
obtain the expected LOS probability using the following equation:

E;o(P(FOV]L,6)) :/9(213(91-]- < OIL,8)f14)dLd6,
L,
Cos_l(cos(®) L2+r2+h2fr2hrcos(,8)—r—hcos(ﬁ)) (21)
P(6; < ©|L,6) = / LSin(p) Fula)da,
0

where f, is the probability density function of the receiver’s orientation, assumed to be
uniform within the interval [0,27], and f} ¢ is the probability density function of the
receiver’s position, assumed to be uniform too. Due to the use of the radius and the angle,
and given the rectangular boundaries of the system, the spatial density function has to be
rewritten to

mlr<m<n//zp(szn+1), lfn (mod 2) = 0

frngrl (1,’ 6) _ = cos(0') . , (22)
' WY ran @) Ly e P(Sawsn) if - (mod 2) =1
= cos(#)
X 7(AY,Z//2§; Cot(@é‘,) 17§A,Y"7/,/2P(S2n)’ if n (rnod 2) =0
24(r,6) = " ) C)

(8D, 2 Eeotl@s) Cot(egy)lrS%P(Szn), ifn (mod?2)=1

where 7 is an index from 1 to 8 that represents the different triangular partitions of the
corresponding rectangle. The resulting integral is the equation

o051 ( cos(@)VL2+b2—a )

R :/OC Lo Z%drx

0, if O > (24)
={1,if —C"S((?Silf(zﬁ*)”z‘a <1

% cosfl(%), else,

where b = /12 + h2 + 2hr cos(B) and a = r + h cos(B).

The inverse cosine can be approximated by using an odd number of linear approxima-
tions that are symmetric to the center. Each linear approximation will be associated with
a slope, ay, and an offset, by. Linear approximations represent an interval of the function.
These intervals can be found by solving the following expression:

cos(@)VL2+b>—a
Lsin(B)

The orientation of the inequality depends on the sign of cos(®)v/L2 + b2 — a. If the
sign is positive, then the thresholds k; represent either the lower bound from [—co, L,]

> kj. (25)

or the upper bounds from [L,, o], where L, represents the minimum of the function if it
exists. If the sign is negative, then the thresholds represent the upper bound. Because of its
quadratic form, the equation can have zero to two feasible solutions over zero that follow
the following solution:

ka sin(B)++/k2a2 sin? () — (cos?(©) —k sin? (B)) (b2 cos?(©) —a?) cos? (@) —k sin2 (ﬁ) £0

cos2(®)—ksin?(B) (26)

—(R OB ,2(@) — ksin?(B) = 0.

2kasin(B))
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The intervals are generated depending on the number of solutions. If Ly, has zero
solutions and Ly, , has a solution, then k; is valid in the interval [Lk],_l, +oo]. If Ly, , has
zero solutions, then k; is skipped. If Ly, has one solution, then k; is valid in the interval
[Li; ;- Li;]. If it has two positive solutions, then k; is valid in the interval [L}%]_, L,{H] and the
interval [Lij_l, L%}].

Using the solutions, we can form a succession of solutions such that the nth element of
the solution is associated with some k; constant that corresponds to the approximation from
Ly to L, +1, the values of which depend on the solutions for the previous equation. Using
this sequence, we can rewrite the integral as the sum of the intervals that are associated with
each k, over the sum of the different triangles that compose the probability distribution.
The resulting equation is

o
E(P(8; < ©)) ZZ/ / L9f2"+1de6+/ / (L, 0) f25dLdo.
m 1 m 1

m=1n=
_am _q,c08(0)V L2 +b%2—a b (27)
gn(L,6) = T ¢ ( Lsin(B) )+ 3

gl(L’G) = 1c05(®)\/m7a<0

The integral can be divided into the 2n and 2n + 1 cases, assuming that g1(L,6)
is equivalent to having 47 = 0 and b; = 1COS(®) VIZF—a<o- Furthermore, the 2n case
corresponds to the density functions of the tangent denominator, while the 21 + 1 case
corresponds to the density functions of the cotangent denominator. For the 21 + 1 case,
the integral is

: cos (O)VL?+b>—a
fonim = / Lsin(B) )fir(;JrldeG -
/9n /Lm . (cos(G))\/ L2+ b2 — a) b 2L (28)
f2n+1((”_1)%fLm—l/9gr) Lm—l " LSln(ﬁ) " (AXn)Z tan(e?r)

1. L P(S2p+1)dLdo.

with AXy = ADy/ /21 mod(n2)=0 + BYn/ /21 mod(n,2)=1- The function f((n —1)7, L,,—1) obeys

frea((n =13, Ly, 0) = min(tan (250 4 (- 1) 08), @9

For the purpose of notation, it will be called o,
The integral solution consists of the following equations:

bnyim = nirmal, <ax, + npimely o sxy + bopimsli,sax,lp o ax,

cos(6%,) cog(GZ’,)
s ims = Tanp1,m1 (6, 60) + L 1,m2 (65", 0) (30)
§— cos1(2%m),
Ly

where Iy, 11,1 integrates an interval completely inside the rectangular boundary, Ip 1,2
integrates an interval where the upper bound is completely outside of the rectangular
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boundary for every angle, and I, 1 ,, 3 integrates an interval where § defines whether the
upper boundary is inside or outside of the boundary. The subterm I, 1, 1 is

ZP(SZVI+1) Lm—
IZn-i—l,m,l = m(eg - 9n 1)(Am(Lm) - Am(Lm—l))

_cos(@)1 a
Am(L) = ax( n(p) E(L,M/L%Z + b2+ b?In(y/L2, + b2+ L) — mLmH 31)

b
7’”L§1.

The subterm Ip; 41 1,2, with 0, = %, is given in Appendix B.
The integral of the even case follows the following equations:

Lnm = bnmalL,<ax, + am2ly o sxy + Dpm3lr,>ax, 1y o sxy ,

n
n

sin (07} ) sin(6¢y)
— L1 7
12n+1,m,3 = IZn,m,2(9/ 9?7) + IZn,m,l (en 1/ 9) (32)
_ AX
0 =sin 1(=2),
Ly

where the subterm Iy, 11 4,1 is

2P(S2n11) Ly
I — n m—1 _
2n,m,1 (AXn)Z cot(9§,) (ch On )(Am(LM) Am(mel))

Am(L) = ak(‘;‘i’ig)) %(Lm/% 4024 bIn(y /12, 4+ b2 + Ly) — ﬁLmH (33)

b

and the subterm I, ,,, » is given in Appendix B.

5. SIMO LoS Probability

The single-input multiple-output case includes N; receivers with an angular offset, «;,
such as g = 0. Let us call oc; the sum of the probabilistic « and the offset. The dot product
between n;; and n; will be

nijij = Lcos(0) cos(a’) sin(B) — Lsin(6) sin(a’) sin(B) + r 4 hcos(p)
= Lsin(B) cos(a’ + 0) + r + hcos(B). (34)

o =a+a

Obtaining the probability of n; receivers communicating during the same period
involves intersecting the intervals produced by each zx;. The intervals produced by each oc;
are in the form of

a € [—cos L(up(L,0)) — (x]-,cos_l(uo(L,Q)) —aj], (35)

where 1((L, 0) is the argument of the inverse, or

cos(®) /L2 + 12 + hZ 4 2hr cos(B) — r — hcos(B)

(L, 0) = Lsin(B)

(36)
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Since « € [—, 7] and the arguments of the intervals mentioned previously can exist
outside of the interval, to solve this, we introduce the following transformation:

;= (—cos (ug(L,8)) — aj+7) (mod 27) — 7,

a;r =cos '(ug(L,0)) —aj+ 7 (mod 27) — 7.

(37)

To obtain the points where the modulus cycles back to 0 or 27t, we need to find the
solutions to the equation
uo(L]', 9) = COS(IXJ‘), (38)

with L; being the solution to the equation. The equation has zero to two solutions. The pos-
sible cases are the following:

e If the equation has zero solutions, then the argument of the modulus either belongs to
[—7, 7] oris always below the interval. If o j < 7, then it is the former; if j > 71, then
it is the latter.

e  If the equation has one solution, then it is either from the upper bound or the lower
bound. If aj < 7T, then it is the former; if « =T then it is the latter.

e If the equation has two solutions, then one of the bounds oscillates around —7r.
If aj < 7T, then it goes below 7 from L} to LJZ; if aj > 7, then it goes above 7t from L}
to LJZ.

Without the loss of generality, the solution is always a pair, L]l. and LJZ, where le. < L/Z.

If there are one or fewer solutions, then L} goes to —oo. If there are zero solutions, then LJZ
goes to —oo too. Then, the intervals can be generalized using

a € [—cos H(ug(L,0)) — ocj,cos_l(uo(L,Q)) —aj], aj <L < L]l
w € [—7,cos Hug(L,0)) — aj] U= cos Y (ug(L,0)) — zx?”, n], a;j<m, L} <L< L]2
w € [—cos  (up(L,8)) — aj,cos Hup(L,6)) — aj], w; <, L2 <L
1 2 j 1 ]2 ] ] p 39
a € [cos™ (ug(L,0)) — aj”, —cos™ (uo(L,0)) — ai”], aj >, L <L
w € [—m,cos Hug(L,0)) — ai] U[— cos Y(up(L,0)) — af”, nl, &>, le- <L< LJZ-
w € [—cos L(ug(L,0)) — uc?”,cos_l(uo(L,Q)) - oc]Z”], aj > 7T, sz» <L

where a3 = 271 — ;.

Similarly to in the SISO case, we can form a succession of distances to the center such
that the nth element of the sequence corresponds to an interval, L,,_; to L,, such that
both L,,_1 and L, are solutions for some pair of receivers. Let us assume that the first M
receivers have non-divergent interval solutions, where M corresponds to those which
are not subject to a modulus and M, to those which are. Finally, the last N receivers have
divergent interval solutions, which means that their lower bounds have a modulus applied
to them. If N > 0, then the resulting intervals are

a € [—cos Hug(L,8)) — a1, cos Hug(L, ) — o]
U [—cos (ug(L,0)) — ay3,c08 (ug(L,0)) — aty 4]
00, & Mys KMy+1 — 27T, ovny pf, — 27T)

' (40)
&2 = max(ag, ..., Ay N — 277)

X
=
—

|

2.

2.

KOy ooy EM+N — 27‘[)

4 = Max(ag, &y, EMy+1 — 27T, ooy Kpf, — 27T)

X
&
W

|

2.

=
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Since ag is 0, M > 1. For the union to be between two non-intersecting intervals,
the condition cos ! (uo(L,0)) < “25°"2 must be satisfied, which is always true given the
fact that the « associated with the minimum in &, 3 is always bigger than « associated with
the maximum in & . If N = 0, then

a € [—cos Hug(L,8)) — a1, cos Hug(L,6)) — a0l
1 = min(ag, KXy, XMg+1 — 27T, .y Kp, — 27T) 41)
W2 = Max(ag, &y, Xpy+1 — 27T, ooy g, — 27T)

Using the succession of intervals ), we can compute the integral by using the sum

E(P(6n <O,...0;n, < 0O)) =

Ix\ M /95, /

n2 — &nl
1 11 1 1 [8m (L,0) 771 ) Lios 1 1ug(L,0)) 20.5(an 2—tn 1))
n=1m= nl

n4 — &nj3
+ (§m(L,0) + 7”)1“)5 110 (L,8) 20.5( 4 — 0(,13)1Nbr>0:| lier, i1, /iy L0+ (42)

Im Ly — a1
/ / y {gm (L,6) + =) cos 1 (uo(L8)) 205 (2 —n1))
A~ &n3
(gm(L,0) + nn")1cosl(u0(L,9)>o.5(an,4an,3)1Nm>0] licr, Lot, o fTpdLde.

with Nj, being the number of receivers that have disjoint intervals of . The inequality
cos 1(ug(L,0)) > 0.5(a,x — a, 1)) has zero to two solutions and can be trivially solved
within each interval, . The solution to the integral of each ,, x is equivalent to the integral
of g1(L,0) multiplied by «, .

6. MISO LOS Probability
For the MISO case, we assume that the n!" transmitter is at a distance, d;, from the first
transmitter, with an angle of ¢;. The general formula for the dot product between n;; and
le is
n;if; = (L + d cos(¢;)) cos(0) cos(a) sin(B) + (L + dsin(¢;)) sin(0) sin(a) sin(B) + r + h cos(p) (43)

To simplify the expression, we use ¢; = 0. The case with ¢; # 0 has a similar solution
but was not evaluated. If ¢; = 0, then the norm and the dot product are

niji; = \/L2 + d2 + 2dL cos(6) sin(B) cos(a + tan ! (L cos(é)silr—liiec)os@') ) )+ 7+ hcos(B), (44)

||l = L2 + 12 4 d? + h* + 2dL cos(0) + 2hr cos(B) + 2rd cos(a) sin(pB) (45)
1/2

+ 2rL(cos(a) sin(B) sin(a) sm(,B)))} (46)

~ \/L2 +d? + 2dL cos(0) + 12 + h? + 2hr cos(B). (47)

Since both the denominator and the numerator depend on 6, the solutions for the
intervals, inverse cosine approximations, and modulus depend on 6. To address the
dependency on 6, we use small Af steps to integrate and solve the approximations and
modulus equations. The rate of change dependent on 6 allows for nearly constant solutions
in a certain 6 interval. When we integrate small variances of 8, the sectors being integrated
have their own probability density, which is
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2L
LA,ZI - AO;Rpg 48
1
4 AX2n+l Ain
— n//2 _ /2
RA91 - nX::1 tan(@f — (Tl — 1)7_[) 19[<9$,9f—(n—1)7t)>0 + COt(% _ 91+) 19,+>9?y,%—91+<%/ (49)

where 6, corresponds to the lower bound of the interval and ;" to the upper bound of the
interval. AX,ﬁ corresponds to either AD,,, /» or AY,,, />, while k refers to either the odd or
even case. Using these intervals, we can rewrite the integral as

N

1 _
Lot = = 3 P(61; < ©,.., 0y, < O|f € [6,6,1)), (50)
=1
N,
A=Y 05A6,R,. (51)

I=1

The corresponding intervals generated for a are

Lsi Lsi
a € | —cos '(ug(L,0)) —tan™" (%),Cosl(wi@,@)) —tan”! (%) , (52)
g, (L,6) = cos(@)+/L? + d? + 2dL cos() + b2 — a (53)

/L2 +d2 +2dL cos(0) sin(B)

The interval shows that the modulus equations depend on 6. In the case of the
threshold equations, they can be solved in a straightforward manner using the solutions
given by the solutions for the d = 0 case. Using these solutions, we can derive zero to
four solutions for the threshold using

LrAnei = —d cos(Q?vg) + \/d COS(Qng) +d2 — L;%/ (54)
6/ = 0 +0.5A6;. (55)

Since the solutions are centered around —d cos(@fvg ), we can use a similar method to
generate the sequence for the case with d = 0, using the reverse methodology for the case
where L < —d cos(@fvg ). The new modulus breakpoints are

ki = cos®(®) — sin?(B) cos®(6,"%)

ky = (2d; cos(®) + 2asin(B) — 2d; sin?(B)) COS(G;Wg)

ks = d? cos?(®) cos® (theta, ) + cos* (@) (b* + d? + d7 sin? (6,°%) ) —
d? sin®(B) — a® + 2ad, sin(B)

ky — \/K% — 4kik,

2kq

ka + /K — 4k

2kq

(56)

By =

By =

Unlike in the SIMO case, the arrangement of the intervals does not follow a straight-
forward set of equations, as they are dependent on the corresponding phase which varies
with both the distance L and the angle vag , which makes it possible, for example, that By ;
corresponds to a solution in the upper bound and B, ;; corresponds to a solution in the
lower bound.
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Since tan —1(x) is injective from —7 to 7, the function does not behave as desired
between Z and 2Z. A solution to this is to patch the function using the following equation:

_ Lsin(a)
_ 1
Qd,.(L,lX) = tan (Lcos@c)—i-dl> + n(lﬂwaE[%,%],szdcosw?vg),dizo + 1L27dcos(9?vg),d1§0)' (57)

Since we are assuming that all transmitters are on the same axis, we can assume that
dqy = 0and d,, > d;. Using this condition, we can divide the interval formation for a single
transmitter in four cases depending on vag . It is also relevant to note that the breaking

points, given the new equation, have up to four solutions. We use B ;, B, ;, for the cases

+
1,17

The solutions for the cases above and below the patching are in Appendix D.

where L is below the patching and B BZ ;1 for the cases where L is above the patching.

Similarly to in the SIMO case, the resulting intervals have to be intersected to obtain
the integrating intervals. Unlike in the SIMO case, the solution for the intersection does
not have a closed, exact analytical solution. The equation can be solved using piecewise
approximations or numerical methods. In this paper, we use the Newton-Raphson method
to obtain both the minimum and maximum for each interval. A pair has a maximum of
two real solutions, as the inverse of the tangent monotonically increases and the inverse
cosine is either monotonically increasing on the positive side or has a single minimum.
Thus, we can use both sides of the interval as starting points to obtain either zero, one, or
two solutions. Given an interval from Ly to L, of a set, p, such that every approximation
of the inverse cosine is constant and no equation, g;{i, g;j, crosses 7T or —7T, the resulting
intervals are

[e°]

o € Jlgntliem, 1) 8nliei il Vl8n1iei, ) Saliei, o L]
i=1

g1 = max(gd_l/ ceey gd_M/ *7-[)/ Le [Liflr Ll}

a7 8dyyn o L € [Liz1, Ly]

i3 = max(gy , -8 ), L€ [Li—1, L]

(58)

gia = min(g;l/m/g;Ml H)IL € [Lifl/Li]

with M being the intervals that are continuous between —m and 7 and N the intervals
that are not continuous. Unlike in the SIMO case, M can be zero under certain conditions.
In this case, we define g;; and gjs as — 7 and 7, respectively.

Using the succession of intervals ) corresponding to the intersections generated by
the modulus equation, we obtain the expected probability as

x| Pi M (m+1)A8  rLyax
E(P(0; <©,.,0n,;<©) =3} )}, /mM /0 [<3ngpl)1Le[LwLp1
n=1p=1m=1 (59)
(m+0.5)A0 1
+ (gp4 - gp3)1L€[Lp1,Lp]>] Ltg deG] Edlx

where M corresponds to the number of divisions. The solution of the integral for each
bound is
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///gleLAzmdeGd T RAem///ZL cos™ ! (ug, ,(L,0))—

Lsin(a)
Lcos(a) +d;p

1
SR S— 2L
2716, Rpg, /9 /L /a (60)

tan —1( )dfdLda.

[2 L2 — .
Tip 0s(©) i " v + b, — tanfl(M) dedLdu
sin ﬁ Uip P L COS((X) + dip .

1
"~ 271AG, Ry, /9 /L /az Ajp + Bip — TipdfdLda

where A;, corresponds to the terms associated with the coefficient a;, and B;;, to those
associated with the constant b;;,, and T;), is the integral of the inverse tangent. The integral
of A;, can be approximated using first-order approximations of the square root, which

results in (mi1)A0 L )
(m+ Ly app b
A~ / : @)((1+ )1,
p Jmne Jr, sm(/%) (COS( )(( + 2”}270) Uujp>b
1 tip a (61)
—+ —=1,, — —))LdL
G+ g luy) — o) LdLds
= Aj, + AL, — A},
where the resulting expression is in Appendix C.
The expression for the integral of B;), is
Bj, = 0. 5(L Lp 1)A6 (62)

On the other hand, the inverse tangent integral does not have a simple primitive when
integrating by 6. Exploiting the fact that 6 uses small steps, we linearize the inverse tangent
around (m + 0.5)Af. The resulting value is

2 : Ld;, cos(¢) + d? 2
0 = L 1 LSin@) g )+ d, (fi — ¢0))
p 2 Lcos(¢) +di L2 +d, + 2d; L cos(¢) " 2
dipsin(¢) Ld;, cos(¢) + L?
deos(¢)+L) L2+ dizp +2d;, L cos(¢)

¢)

Ld;, cos(¢) + L?

sin(20) cos(26), Ld;y
0 0
L2+d$p+zdichos(<p)( 2 T )t s (63)

2 ) n+2

ip 2, 2 COS nt1908""(6)
—((=In(L* 4 d¢ 1-1 -1 —_—

p (ZIn(L7+di,) +1-1n(2) ,; +d2 S T 2)

Ly, (m+1)A6,(m+0.5)A0 L mAG,(m+05)A0 L ,mAG,(m+O.5)A9

Ty =T,! + Ti; ~T,! -
T'Lpfl,(m+1)A9,(m+0.5)A9

p

7. Results and Discussions

In this section, we present the numerical results for the LOS probability for each case.
In each case, the user moves through a tunnel with a length of X = 5[m] and a width of
Y = 3[m], and the main LED is placed at [1,1, 3]. The radius of the helmet is considered
to be r = 0.05[m], and the height of the user is 1.8[m], so h is 1.2[m]. We computed the
simulated results using Monte Carlo sampling over the user position and orientation, which
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allowed us to obtain the receiving angle and compare it with the FOV. We obtained the
results using a variable § for each FOV ©, since a higher field of view would trivially imply
a higher LoS probability. Figure 4 shows the methodology used to obtain the simulated
and analytical results.

Set System
Parameters, FOV, and
Elevation Angle range

|

»Iterate over FOV Range

v

s FOV out of Range? ——» End
Yes v
lterate over Elevation _
Range » SetNandn=0

¥ v

s Elevation out of Sample Position and
Orientation

Range?
'L I
Solve Threshold No v
Equations Obtain Angle of
Reception NN
h
Y ‘ Compare with FOV ‘
‘ Solve Interval ‘
Equations S50
n=~N
h
) -4 ) Obtain LOS
Obtain Analytical LOS Probability
Probability
Compare Analyfical

L % and Simulated l—— —
Probability

Figure 4. Flow chart of the methodology used to obtain the simulated and analytical results.

7.1. SISO Case

In Figure 5, the SISO LOS probability is depicted for any position of the user. In this
case, we took ® = 30 and B = 45 to illustrate the effect of the position of the user on
the LOS probability. The figure shows that the LOS probability was 0 around the LED,
which was a product of the value of 8, which oriented the receiver away from the source.
However, if we set B = 20, as shown in Figure 6, the LOS probability rapidly decayed with
respect to the radius. This behavior created a trade-off in the orientation, where orientations
closer to the orthogonal case could be suboptimal in certain setups.
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LOS Probability with FOV 30° and Elevation Angle 45°

0.25

0.20

0.15

Probability

0.10

0.05

0.00

Figure 5. SISO LOS probability with ® = 30 and B = 45.

LOS Probability with FOV 30° and Elevation Angle 20°

3.0 1.0
2.5
0.8
2.0
E 1.5
=
1.0
0.2
0.5
0.0 0.0
0 1 2 3 4 5

X[m]

o
n
Probability

o
+

Figure 6. SISO LOS probability with ® = 30 and = 20.

In Figure 7, the analytical SISO case is compared with the simulated case. As can be
seen, the analytical case matched perfectly with the simulated data, with an error of 1.15%.
Evidently, the LoS probability increased monotonously with respect to the FOV. However,
each FOV had an optimal elevation angle, which decreased with the FOV. The optimal
value was not only a product of 8 but also a product of & and r. A higher / increased the
probability, with the cost of a higher path loss. For example, in the case of an FOV of 30°,
increasing the height difference from 1.2[m] to 1.6[m] increased the LoS probability by 0.04,
or 7%.
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SISO LOS Probability by FOV

—— Analytical FOV 25.0
® Simulated FOV 25.0
0.6 - Analytical FOV 35.0
Simulated FOV 35.0

—— Analytical FOV 45.0
Simulated FOV 45.0
—— Analytical FOV 55.0
® Simulated FOV 55.0
Analytical FOV 65.0
Simulated FOV 65.0

0.7

o
Ln
L
L ]

LOS Probability
(=]
=Y

o
w
1

0.2 1

Y e o e

T
20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Elevation Angle [°]

Figure 7. Analytical and simulated SISO LOS probabilities.

7.2. SIMO Case

In Figure 8, the SIMO LOS probability is depicted for any position of the user. To reduce
the complexity of the problem, we obtained the results using two receivers. In this case,
we took an FOV of ©® = 30, an elevation of § = 45, and a displacement of a1 = 90 to
illustrate the effect of the user position on the LoS probability. The figure shows that the LOS
probability was 0 around the LED, which was a product of the value of 8, which oriented
both receivers away from the source. We could also observe that the LOS probability
decayed faster than in the SISO case with a similar setup, which demonstrates its sensitivity
to an orientation away from the source. If we set f = 20, as shown in Figure 9, the LOS
probability rapidly decayed with respect to the radius. However, the reduction in the total
LOS probability was comparatively not as strong as in the SISO case, which was explained
by the lack of coverage in the outer areas of the cell for the § = 45 case.

LOS Probability with FOV 30° and Elevation Angle 45°

0.14

0.12

0.10

o
o
@

Probability

0.06

0.04

0.02

0.00

Figure 8. SISO LOS probability with ©® = 30, g = 45, and & = 90.
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LOS Probability with FOV 30° and Elevation Angle 20°

2.5 os
2.0
0.6 >
E 15 =
= 3
&

o
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X[m]

Figure 9. SISO LOS probability with ® = 30, B = 20, and & = 90.

Figure 10 compares the analytical results with the simulated results for the SIMO case.
As can be seen, the analytical results matched well with the simulated results. The small
error with a higher FOV was a product of the effect of the approximations of the inverse
cosine function. The total error was 2.32%. Unlike in the SISO case, the LOS probability
was rather constant with low elevation angles until it started falling off from the same peak
as in the SISO case. This effect can be attributed to the faster fall in the LoS probability with
respect to the radius. As the effect was a product of the decay near the borders, placing the
transmitter closer to the center would heavily improve the LOS probability inside the cell
for higher elevation angles while not impacting the lower elevation angles. In the calculated
scenario, moving the transmitter from [1,1] to [1, 1.5] improved the LoS probability from 0.095
to 0.103 in cases with a high elevation angle, corresponding to an increase of 3%. Similarly to
in the SISO case, the optimal elevation was a factor of both the elevation and height. Increasing
the height difference from 1.2[m] to 1.6[m] increased the probability by 0.45, or 11%.

SIMO LOS Probability by FOV

0.6 Analytical FOV 25.0
Simulated FOV 25.0
Analytical FOV 35.0
0.5 1 Simulated FOV 35.0
Analytical FOV 45.0
Simulated FOV 45.0
= 047 Analytical FOV 55.0
= Simulated FOV 55.0
'g“ 0.3 4 Analytical FOV 65.0
T ® Simulated FOV 65.0
u -
=
0.2
0.1
] W

T
20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Elevation Angle [°]

Figure 10. Analytical and simulated SIMO LOS probabilities with a1 = 90.
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7.3. MISO Case

In Figure 11, the MISO LoS probability is depicted for any position of the user. To reduce
the complexity of the problem, we obtained the results using two transmitters. In this case,
we took an FOV of ® = 30 and an elevation of B = 45 and used two transmitters that
were d = 1[m] from each other. The figure shows that the LOS probability was 0 around
both LEDs, which was the product of combining the effect of the value of  orienting both
receivers away from one of the sources and the orientation being exclusively towards one of
the transmitters. We could also observe that the LOS probability had a maximum at the sides
of the transmitter, creating two lobes that decreased with respect to the radius, which was an
important difference compared to the circular contours obtained in the SIMO and SISO cases.
If we set B = 20, as shown in Figure 12, the LOS probability had the same symmetric shape,
but the maximum probability was obtained between the LEDs. In the MISO case, the change
in the LOS probability due to the elevation was significant. However, a reduced simultaneous
LOS probability can be advantageous, depending on the desired properties of the system.

LOS Probability with FOV 30° and Elevation Angle 45°

3.0

2.5

2.0

0.15
Z
é 1.5 4 E
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1.0
0.05
0.5
0.0 0.00

Xm]

Figure 11. MISO LOS probability with ® = 30, B = 45,and d = 1.

LOS Probability with FOV 30° and Elevation Angle 20°
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Figure 12. MISO LOS probability with ® = 30, p = 20, and d = 1.
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Figure 13 compares the analytical results with the simulated results for the SIMO case.
As can be seen, the analytical results matched well with the simulated results. The small
error with a lower FOV was a product of the effect of the approximations of the argument
of the inverse cosine function. The total error was 2.52%. Similarly to in the SISO case,
the LOS probability had a clear maximum dependent on the FOV. The peak coincided
approximately with that in the SISO case, but it depended on both d and /. The MISO
probability followed similar behavior to the SISO probability because the former can be
understood as the intersection of the latter, while the SIMO probability followed different
behavior given the reduced effect of the relative orientation.

MISO LOS Probability by FOV

Analytical FOV 25.0
0.6 Simulated FOV 25.0
Analytical FOV 35.0
Simulated FOV 35.0

051 —— Analytical FOV 45.0
® Simulated FOV 45.0
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g —— Analytical FOV 65.0
g 0.3+ ® Simulated FOV 65.0
[}
9 \.
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T
20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Elevation Angle [°]

Figure 13. Analytical and simulated MISO LOS probabilities with d = 1.

8. Conclusions

In this paper, we obtained a generalized analytical expression for the LOS probability
for SISO, SIMO, and MISO cases when the probability density function of the reception
angle was a function of the receiver’s geometry and the user’s mobility. The expressions
showed a close alignment between the simulation and analytical results, with slight er-
rors produced by the approximations necessary to obtain an analytical integration form.
The error of the analytical expression was 1.15%, 2.32%, and 2.52% for the SISO, SIMO,
and MISO cases, respectively. We studied the effect of the receiver’s angular elevation with
a constant FOV, which showed that an optimal elevation existed for each FOV. Furthermore,
the optimality of this angular elevation was not preserved from the SISO case to the SIMO
or MISO cases. The effect of the height on the LoS probability was also obtained, showing
that higher height differences increased the LoS probability. Finally, the resulting analytical
expressions are a representative approach to the application of the underground mining
proposal, showing predictive power to optimize the channel with respect to the geometrical
elements inside it.

The SIMO and MISO analytical expressions can be expanded to an MIMO case, which
can be performed in future work. Furthermore, future work will involve a comparison
between different communication schemes and prove the improvements in an experimen-
tal setup.
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Appendix A
The integral that defines the probability of p, can be described by the following expression:

X Y n
E(po) = /O | /0 ( / /wzm(xmyv)thS(W) o(w, h)dwdh) f (x, y)dydx, (A1)

where X and Y are the dimensions of the tunnel in the horizontal and vertical axes, re-
spectively. The density probability of the width and height of the object is defined by
g(w, h), and the density probability of the object position is defined by f(x,y). Neverthe-
less, computing this integral requires substantial effort. Thus, using smoothing, we have
the following expression:

E(po) = E(E(po|w, 1)), (A2)

where E(py|w, h) simplifies to

X rY
E(Pv|wzh) :/0 /O 1w22d(xv,yv),h25(xv,yv)f(x/y)d]/dx' (AB)

The limits of the unit value are derived from the presence of an obstruction, which
is mathematically described by the function d(x,y) and the function s(x, y), based on the
geometry provided in Figure Al. The function d(x, y) determines whether an obstruction
is produced in the X axis, which can be determined using the distance from the center of
the object to the projection on the ground of the signal sent between the receiver and the
transmitter. The function s(x, y) determines whether an obstruction is produced in the Z
axis. The expression of d(x, y) for a transmitter and receiver pair is

T _ Ry, — (T — xR)y, — xRyT 4 xTyR
d(x0,y0)"! Ly Z b e y’ﬂly]', (A4)

VT =2+ (] —28)?

where xl-T, ]/iT are the coordinates of the transmitter, x}z, y}{ are the coordinates of the receiver,

and x,, iy, are the coordinates of the center of the obstacle.
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| X Yer Z2)

Figure Al. The described scenario, where x, and y, are the coordinates of the object, / is its height,
and w is its width along the X axis.

The expression of s(x,y) is a modified version of the one in [18], since symmetry is
desired along the X axis. The function is

(i =y + (o = x)?
2/ F =y + (o =12
v—Y;R
(WBR)2 4 (y, — yR Y2
2T = yP)2+ (o — 22

[(WeviRy2 4y T2

o

s(xv/yv)i'j =

— + 2R, (A5)
]
2,/(F = yB2 4 (e —xF)?

where « is the slope of the obstacle obstruction:

_Yi—Yj
o= Y X; (A6)

Furthermore, we can rewrite the integral E(p,|w, h) as an equivalent to the sum
4 2 4 4
E(polw, i) =) Y Li—Y Y I (A7)
i=1j=1 i=1j=3

where each [;; is defined by being part of a certain subset of geometrical conditions.
The integral of E(py|w, h) can be divided into four cases. These four cases arise from
different values of d(x,y) and s(x, y). The first two cases come from assuming

Wi —y)xo = (x] = xN)yo — xfyl +xlyf > 0. (A8)

In this case, the inequality

d(x‘Ur yv)i'j S 7 (A9)

Nl g
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transforms into the following inequality:

) i — XY d.
Vi (xiy; —xyi)  wdy < (A10)
Xi] Xij 2
axy + Wy — Wa <y, (A11)
Since the inequality holds, we also have the following inequality:
axy + Wy > Y. (A12)

In this case, xij > 0, d > 0,and a < 0. The second case occurs if xij < 0. Since the sign
is negative, the inequalities are expressed as

axy + Wi <y, (A13)
axy + Wi — Wo > yy. (A14)

The third and fourth cases follow the same logic but with d < 0. In the third case,
Xij 2 0, so the inequalities are

wxy + Wi <y, (A15)
xxy + Wy + Wa > . (A16)

In the fourth case, xij < 0, so the inequalities are

axy + Wy > yo, (A17)
axy + Wi+ Wp <y (A18)

All these inequalities are conditions for an obstruction along the X axis. In the case of
the Z axis, we have one condition, which is
h— hd:
j*ij 2 2, .2
(AP + 2 — 12+ 12) < Yo, A19
coto(l + 1) (dif” + 2y0yij — ¥ + i) < Vo (A19)
Hy — Hy < yo. (A20)

We integrate over the Y axis using
Ymax
Iy = /]/ , 1z022d(xv,yv),hZS(xv,yv)f(xf y)dy' (A21)

with f(x,y) = % being a uniform distribution. For each case, the integral will take a
different form. The four integrals over Y are

Yy _

Il - 1“xv+wl >Ymin 10‘xv+wl_w2§]/max1H] —Hy <ymax

(min(Ymax, axy + Wi) — max(Ypin, H1 — Ha, ax, + Wy — Wa)),
Y _

12 - 1“xv+W1§]/min10‘xv+wl_w22]/max1Hl*Hzgymax

(i (g o+ Wy — W) — max(s, Hy — Ho o + W),
Yy _

13 - 1“xv+W1§]/min10‘xv+wl+w22]/max1Hl*Hzgymax

(i (g o+ Wy + W) — max(s, Hy — Ho, s + W),
Yy _

14 - 1“xv+wlz]/min1“xv+W1+W2§]/max1H]*Hzgymax

(min(Ymax, axo + Wi) — max(Ymin, H1 — Ha, axo + Wi + W2)).
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Letting v = max(ynin, H) — Hy), we obtain the indexes of the integrals of the sum
Y. I;j. For the integral I Y, we have

. — W ax — W + W, — W,
Illzymux(mln(xmax/ry 06 1,ym IX 1)_max(0’ymaxa#))

1OS(V—W1)1xmeM 10§ymax*W1 1H1—H2§ymax'

2
X
Iip = ‘X? + Wi 10§(’Y*W1)1xnm>ymax+W2—W1 Lo >Ymar—Wi VHy —Ha <ymaxs
lblz,ubu T ®
. in— W +Wo —Wp) vy+W,—W;
Lz = y(min(xXpay, ]/mT) — max(0, (Wmax . ), , )

1 1 —w, 1 —wy 1pg, —
OS('}’*W]) xmmzymﬂx+z\/2 W1 xmaxvarWi Wi YHy—Hy <Ymax~

2
x
he = 2" (W = W) Ibyq ub 10§(7_W1)1xmuxzy”‘“”zvrwl Lo L Lty ~ Ha <y
14,4b14
in — W
ubyp = min(Xpax, %),
W, — W — W
lblz = maX(O, ymax + 2 ! 7 ymax ! )/
o o
0 — W Wy, — W-
ub14 - min(xmax/ ym”’l ! 7 ry + 2 ! )/
o o
Wy, — W-
Ib14 = max(0, Ymax + o = Wi " 2 1 ).

For the integral I Y we have

Ymax — Wl) frnax(O, Ymax + Wa — Wl[ v+ Wy — Wl))

D1 = Ymax (min(xmax/
14 14 n
10S (]/ma:(*Wl ) 1xmax2 w 1xmax > M ]'Hl —H, S]/max’

xZ
I = Dé? + (Wl — W2)x

10§(ymax—wl) 1x S THW - 10< Yymax—Wp—Wq 1H17H2§ym,”/
Ibpo,uboy = - &

. Yymax — Wy vy — W, (7 +Wo — W)
Iz = y(min(xpqx, . — ) — max(0, R

)

10§(')’_W1) 1O§ 77;"’1 1xmax2 7+W§’W1 1H1_H2§]/nmx’

2

X
124 - a? + Wlx lb24 ub2410§(ymax*W1)1xnme77W1 1xmax2’y+W§7W1 1H17H2Symm(,
- W + W, — W
. max 1 max 2 1
le22 = mln(xmuxr y 7 y )/
14 14
+ W, - W
Iby; = max(0, %),
T-W

),

0 Y+Wo—W; v—W;
! o T

ubyy = min(xyax,

).

Ibyy = max(
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For the integral I, we have

; ¥ —Wo— W1 Ypmax —Wo — W) Ymax — W1
I3y = Ymax (Min(xmax, , ) — max(0, =————))
0 o o
1xmax2 (ym”xaiwl) 10§ 77W§7W1 10§ ym“X7ZV2*W1 1H1_H2§]/mnx/
x2
132 = 067 + (Wl + WZ)X . 10§(77W27W1)1Xmax2%1xmax2leliH2Sym’”'
32,U032

ymax — Wy — Wy

) — max(0,

(]/max - Wl) v—W;
o "o

)

=W 10< 1-W 1H1_H2§]/max’
="

e

Iz = ')/(min(xmaxr X
10§(7_W1_W2)1xmax2 ’y;W1 1xmux2ymax,;W1 1H17H2§y’"ﬂx’
x2
134 = 0(? + Wlx 10§(77W17W2)1x
max
lh34,ub34
Ymax + Wy — Wy

),

ubspy = min(xyax,

n©
— W, — W - W
lb32 = max(O, i ; ! ’ ymaxa ! ),
—W, - W - W
ubsy = min(xmux/ 7 2 ! ’ 7 ! )/
14 14
- W
lb34 = max(O, M)

o

Finally, for the integral I), we have

. Ymax — Wy, — W

Iy = Ymax (mln(xmax/ f
1 —wp 1 —wy—wy 1 -

xmaxz(w m iU 0< ymax ,,(2 1 xmaxzym#

2
lp=a—+ (Wr)x

Ibgp,ubgy

v —Wi —Wr Ypax —Wo — W

(O,ymaxfwll')’*wl)

) — max
« a

451 1H1_H2§]/max’

10§ (Ymax—Wh) 1x,m,x2 777:\]1 10§ 7”“"73\/27% 1Hl —Hy<Ymax’

Iz = 'Y(min(xmux/ X

(v =W)
. ) —max(O,Tl)

Los(y—mwy-wo) Lo mawpomy 1, ooy THy— Hp <y

x2
144 = IX? + Wlx

Ibgy,ubyy

10§(77W17W2)10S ymax*Zszwl 1Xmux277,,¢wl ]-Hl—Hzﬁym,u/

Ymax — Wr — Wy Ymax — Wl)

ubgy = min(xpax,

14
— W
lb42 = max(O, yimaxlx 1 ),
— W, — W
Mb44 = min(xmax, y—max [X 2 1 ),

YW1 vy W -W;
a 7

Ibyy = max(0, .

o

).
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Appendix B

2P(S 4 L
Dyti,mp = (Axngzi’;l&)) [2 Leongrpi + (05" — 9?r>Am(Lml)]'

L,
Lyut1,m21 = Giony1,21(06) — Grong1,21(87™")

cos(O) tan(6)/cos(20) + 1+ 202)
G2n+1,m,l (9) s1n(ﬁ) kAan( \@ +
1 1
1 2F(6 — V14 2E(f|—
VI PRl ) = VI PRC )
) 1 _1 ‘ ‘
faina = (ont? | & et (32 (27 i) — R el >]
- L .
ot £ (G2 sz o ~ ez 5
Li=1
2 [ AX” n o (h gn n
+ amb ln( b )(ecr_mm(elecr)) (Flogcos(ecr) Flogcos(Mln(efecr))) )1%<1
2 E AN 2% (pLm-1yy L
| 3 () (FBk(o) — R )5
[ AD” 1— m—
+amb2 In( b )(937_97%» 1) (Flogcos(ecr) Flogcos(eL 1)):| )1%>1
+ anb? (0", — 05 In(b). (A22)
0= cosfl(Az(")
F2H 1 (x) = (tan(x)sec®(x)) 2 cos? (x)+
= (k—n)
pn(S3) +co0s(3), (D
cos(3) —sin(3) (1)(k)
ko (k— (2]127_1))(11)
F2k (x) = (sin(x) cos® 1 (x)) Yy ——= " cos ¥(x)

= (k—n)

Fuogeo(3) = —xln(2) + ¥ (—1yr1 50200)

n=1
o o,
2P(San+1) cos(5") +sin(F)
byiims = AX,(lo = o
2113 = (5%, 2 an(05) 5 8) "B o ) i)
Lm Wl
cos(g ) + sin( : )
o lOg( Lm—l 9 Lm—1 ),
cos(e ) — sin(25—)

(Son+1

by Ly
Dyy1ma = (AXn)Ztan(gr) - AXjy (tan(67,) — tan(6, ).
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with a(,,) being the Pochhammer function.

ZP(SZ +1) 4 Ly—
Iz"’m’ZZ(AXn)Z—cZ)t(G Zlk2n+121 (0x" " =05 ) Am(Ly—1) |-

L
Lymz1 = Gront1,21(05) — Groany1,21(65" )
cos(® tan(0)+/cos(20) + 1 + 202
Gonm (6) = (©) ( (6)+/cos(20) )+

in(g) ¥ V2
\/1+7F(0\\/172)—\/1+025(9| L

V1+ o2

1) 1
b — amb2[2 ( )(Ffokst}(mmw,em P21 (gl )]

arAX,b

1
—ambz ( > Féﬁ o) F;’fl(mzn(e 9”)))21{]

AXy
b

+ ambz ln( )(9?,, - min(é/ G?r)) (Flogsm(gcr) Flogsm(mm(g Gcr))):| )1%<1

ant?| £ (3F) o) - et
L k=1 (A23)

AD Lo Ly
Tn)(eicqr — Oy 1)) (Plogsm(ecr) Flogsm(e 1)):| )1%>1

+ 2, b2 (0 — 05 ) In(b).

0= cos(25)

+ apb? | In(

(k _ (2?’!71)

sec

F2H1(x) = (cot(x)cosec™ 1 (x)) i

k
FiA(x) = (sin(x) cos® ™1 (x)) ), —r—pis ot

o .

Fogsin(x) = —xIn(2) = ) (-1) o
n=1

2P 1) a

Lnsims = (AX

(S2n+ oLy ) T T Gos ey

Peon(o sinp) " ool ) o)
1 _ 2P(Spp41)
24LmA =AY, )2 tan(61L) 2

n

b
kAXn(cot(G?r) — cot(fEm1Y).
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Appendix C
Al = DO(Ly — Ly _y) + A0In((Ly +d7,) /(L +d5,))+
2d;, L 2d;, L, 4
0.5 Z o iﬁd’; " () Bl 1)80) — Eiy ()
- 1
—1)tan((m +1)A0
1;72 sin((m+40.5)A6) 1772(A6+2177(tanh ((171 ) (( ) )_
2 cos((m+05)A6) \/( — 171 /1 — ,7%
(71 — 1)tan(mA®) T | sin((m +1)A6])
-1 sin((m ——)n .
o) e G
71 (A8 + tan((m + 1)A0) — tan(mAB))
y = LyLy—1+d3,
L=
LZ+L5
L,—Ly, 1
e
=T, L,
Ly, (m+1)A0 L,_1,mA8 L,,mA8 L, 1,(m+1)A0
Af = A +A4;) AT - A
L+d;,cos(6
AI.L;’ = b(—d;p sin(6) (tanh™ L > ip €05(6)
\/L2 +d2, + 2d;, L cos(6)
0 A4d;,L (L*+d;) g 4dL
~ L d)FGl ) Y g EGl g )t
ip ip ip (A24)
6, 4dplL sin(6)

2(L+ dip)F(§|m>) 1| L+dy, cos(6) <dyy sin(0) Tsin(6)] (—— dlp cos(0)+

2 0 L3dip . 2 0
o7 1n(|tan(§)|) + 3 In(]sin(0)|) + id;, (cos(@) +ln(\tan(§)|)+
ip
L tdy, cos(0)[>di sin(9)<?9 + 5 dip sin(6) + lpe % sin(26) — %R(L/B))
in®(6 in®(0 L
R(L,6) = 51“3( )ln(dip) + 51“3( )1n(|; + cos(8)])+
ip

1, sin®(@) L sin(20) L2
e —— —1)sin(#
3075 T, 4 T (dfp )sin(6))

1, L 2 L 2, I* (T -1) g
S(—— — - 3/2t nh™'(—2— tan(=
p 7
3 Lp,(m+1)A0 1,mA0 Ly, mA6 L,_1,(m+1)A6
A} =AY + A Lp- A" =AY
L +d;, cos(6 0 4d;,L
Afr'f = a(—d;,sin(0) (tanh ™ ( ip <0s(0) ) — (L+d)F(§\#
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Appendix D

€ [—cos (ug,(L,0)) — 04 (L, ), cos * (ug,(L,0)) — 04 (L, )],
0<6 <mL<Bf,
S [—n,cosfl(udi(L,G)) — 04 (L, )] U [~ cosfl(ud].(L,H)) — Bd,.(L,zx)zn, ml,
0<6 <mBf, <L<Bj,
a€[— cos_l(udl.(L,G)) — Qdi(L,a),cos_l(udi(L,G)) —04.(L, a)],
0<6<mBy, <L
RS [cos_l(udi(L, 9)) — edl.(L,(X)zn, —cos ™! (udz.(L, 9)) — Gdi(Lr“)Zn]l
3
m<oF < 7,L < Blfi/,
S [—n,cosfl(udi(L,G)) — Odl.(L,tX)] Ul— cosfl(udi(L,G)) — Gdi(L,a)m, ml,
3
m<O6 <= Bl <L<By, (A25)
€ [—cos (ug(L,0)) — 04.(L,a)ar, cos (ug,(L,0)) — 04, (L, a)or],

ngefg‘o’—”,w <L

2 2,il =
a € [— cos_l(udl.(L,G)) — Qdi(L,a),cos_l(udi(L,G)) —04.(L, a)],
3
6 > = L<B,
€ [—71,co8 (g, (L,0)) — 04 (L, &) 2] U [— cos™*(ug,(L,0)) — 04, (L, ), 7],
31
0 > 5 Bfi,z sL< BL,I
a€[— Cos_l(udi(L,G)) — Qdi(L,oc),Cos_l(udi(L,G)) — 0,4 (L, )]
3r
0" > 7'Bz+,i,z <L

while the solution for the case under patching is

€ [—cos (ug,(L,0)) — 04 (L, a),cos * (ug,(L,0)) — 04 (L, )],
0<6 <mL<Bj,
S [—n,cosfl(udi(L,G)) — 04 (L, )] U [~ cosfl(udi(L,G)) —04.(L, )2, 7T,
0<6 <mB;, <L<By,

a€[— cos_l(udi(L,G)) - Gdi(L,a),cos_l(udi(L,G)) —04.(L,a)],
0<6"<mBy; <L

€ [—cos ug,(L,0)) — 04 (L,a),cos *(ug,(L,0)) — 04 (L, )],

6 >m L<B
a € [—7,co8 (g, (L,0)) — 04 (L, &) 2] U [— cos *(ug,(L,60)) — 04, (L, ), 7],
0 >, Biii<L<B,,

a € [— Cosfl(udl.(L,B)) — Gdi(L,a),cosfl(udi(L,G)) —04.(L, a)],

+ —
0" 2mBy; <L

(A26)
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