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Abstract

This paper presents a 3-D finite difference time domain (FDTD) method used for indoor
propagation simulations where the electromagnetic wave is uniformly excited on the one of the wall
in a building and affected by an indoor obstacles. In cases of simulation and measurement, the
frequency of 851 Miz is used. The conductivities of walls, floor, ceiling and indoor obstacles are
measured and used for simulations. These simulations are carried out using different boundary
condition such as Mur’s absorbing boundary condition(ABC) and perfectly matched layer(PML)
technique. The PML technique is found to be well-suited to this analysis because of it’s smaller
computational domain than Mur’s ABC. The measured signal strengths are compared to simulated

B 4

values with good agreement.

I. M8
Ao Adst dup Aldell AREE B H9E R
* IERR, REARK BT TEN
(Department  of Electronic Engineering, Dongguk

University)

**OIEEE, (F)ello]A Hl=Ee A

(ACE Technology)

T IEE R, WRETRERTER

(Electronics and Telecommunications Research Ins-
titute)

BFHF1997F7R248, AR L 197497 23H

(836)

24 (ray tracing) H'M " AMAZEE (ray
splitting) "% 2 A7kl fpxEH((EDTD) [
o] itk v HelPRsdde] Ae AolEe]

we Adlede A Adset dspe] AXkE siA
W ARl el | B 3 2ge] Hgs)
o} ujebx Sals YAy GBS o]8dle] 4
7kt F7kel| wE HA} AAE Fsk= FDTD w4
o] FZ AME I YLt

Aol re] sl Hal AlelM, 3-D FDTD &
814 g o] vy =4 Hr|wiel HFE 71gE
gt AAE ARl A7 HAEA ez ol
2AE #2s) 98 2-D == 2%-D FDTD 7}



199746 108 EFISEHXE £ 34 % DE £ 108 61

Akt °1 1) g3} 2-D & 214-D FDTD
£ b AAeld 9 wkah dojuia Avie)
Aol Ee 25 shiel Wz o] niebie] HAMA|
ZArln 71gEy] el AA ARlahs Akel7) gl
ol

B Edlde f19) 22 FAHE Adsh] $siA
Aule] Aol B} Wyl uld, HAke] Arwis A4 &
A Fg AHgEke] HR}  Fpell oiEle] meaEtd
on) 3-D FDTD & A4sj4 Aole-g A A3t
3} of - FARHA w3stsiel Axbslsich

=3 AF7RY A Aaelde &l ki dd
of ofd AR & Helld FAlEl= Alse] s e
o] o2 3 Aol T A7) e AHoE Ay
olxe] AMut AubE AR Zoldlont £ E=EolA
= 81 M F35pe] Al Ave] 3 opHozy
Bl st f3iEle AA ARsleld, Al RE
FDTD ZzaFgolAe] AA 2 2p4E 3-D FDTD &

Axkslozs 2 Axsl Goll el ol Hbe FE¢E
ZHelaliel.

EF A 2748 WA dubHel Mur 9 ¢ A
A z7A'" & AgdgT, 2 ool PML (per-
fectly matched layer) whg (#1008 xgsie] A4l
atdel. Mur 9 F5 AA 229 Hsole A e
A djafeiede] 89x66x6lE EHEHE Al ulsle]
PML uhe] A9l 71x48x 438 HaEct o2
2 PML 32 s diiledd s 2 5 7] o
ol A5E] wxejel AxF A7 AEF 5 sidrh
Ziztke] whol] o3 A4 Aak= o)$- fARI

Ak s Axpb f9lEs el el A
gloll gt Hd) HARS FASEAL 7 YR A

A ZA%E gkt vk

=

AlZtg el fetxt2 ol o8t a2
Hut Mt Al

L A7kd s fgkah Wy
FDTD & Azlsle] Au}g Auishe A vE
HEYALS FAIAE AP o’ gk AR WAL
2 Bdsled, sld o 3x1 Fke K3 Axt
2 wra, B Alzkel oisl Rdehagsy AdAe}
AAS Fohs Ago) . 7hekgl dwe)Solc) M)
Qubdal W] agubgAle] v

_li

vxH = ]+e—%ﬁt—: (la)
vxE = —u2H (1b)

olek A (1) & ARk} g2l el ol absialmes,
QJsje] sw el AR S Azkededol

A R 5 gl ez wWake 4 gl
w+d -3
H G0 = B T Gge+ 4L
( EG BB k1) E,"(i.i.k)*Ez"(i.i~1.k))
dz dy
(2a)
(z;k) = H, 2(t/le)+ TK
(7 (LR —E," (1—1.],k)~ E,"(i,;',k)*E,"(i,j.k*l))
dx dz
(2b)
(1//€) = H 2(1_7}2)+ TK
(Ex G RB—E"(i—1.A ___E_z,"(i.J.k)—Ey"(i*I,i.k))
4y Adx
(2c)

EMG AR = AEML LR + B

nd ned ard ek
H *Gj+1,W~H, *G.0 _Hy *Gok+D)—H, 2(:‘.;}/01
4y 4z

(2d)
E NG 8 = AL B + B, %

fyss aed
He "G k+D—H, ‘G k)

wid pid
H ' G410 H, z(i.j.k)!

9z ax
(2e)
EMNG R = AEMNGLLR + B: %

Hr%(Hl.j.l;);f{”%(i.i,k)_ FRRItIan /2>y H 2(:;»‘
(2D

S T vy B con P

By = SR R

ole} ke dmelgel Hsix deje] Azl

Az A R 22 FUT AR eA 3
AZb zEAA e ArA st A ARl Wk ARE
AR o AxA AE e 78 5 ek

2. AA=EA

(1) Mur 9 &4 A=A

FDTD & ARERE Akl 71k A-370e iy
deeom AzE = Ze Erlesbl rrﬂroﬂ,
M st AL AT 9 EF3she §



62 ZX BHR O] RMEER ARESE AT A

gl Q1A AbddS dAslan o] Al o=
2] 2HEE AR SR Ak AAle viibE A
3] 93t Azlge] zlalske] b FEale]
EAlsl: AT 32 F5 AARA  (absorbing
boundary condition) -& ZPslmEAM, A&k}
fraldt siA AaE g 4 9k

FDTD HPgelA] 71 ol o)8a gl Wi
Mur o 5 AAzA7 o2, AAeIAe) A}
AE Frie] $17 ZApbEe] Aleel] ot Mur €]
13 i 23 B AARALE EREch £ =
A 13 F¢ BAERZE Aok

x=0 &l y-z | it AAY 12 F5+ FA=
A& 7 Aol Sol3leE Assh vkt 3k

{ v dt — dx >

E(]n+1 — E{L + ‘t (Eil+l _ 7([)) (3)

v dt+ dx )
A7IA, v, = x W] Y Soln Ey = AAN
olaje] ALl g ARels E 2 HAREAA 7

bk Ao AaiAd el

(2) PML (perfectly matched layer) %

Mur 9 13 &5 AR A Axlge) §i4d
AEE okl Fpsh, A Ee] ol siAlTle
sl vRAPE edojudel o]zlgl nkAle] 3R &)
Maze] 9gola] 154014 "ozl ol AAZAE
drsteza] #Hast & ¢ 9loh el ozl
R A diakedede] SvEAl HEE FHE 794
g Ak A17de] FlshA| =k

MEE PML uby ¥ e ape el qluwlast
AgE Frs s diedd FHell AEla 2
FrE WY 2E AR RS 7 2709 AEes
wejsle], BE Z4re il dEidE kit o
ofubx] W= E sh= Whyolrt =¥ PML 2 34 7
29| ojZollA 2g01Abt WolAd FHuR A o4t
ojede] ksl A} 9lrk

qlof ojm F4pdeo] vigd} 7 2AE Wby,
2 2o Aoz Eolex e dsixe oAl
Fsick

il

o714, o-& F7] MEE (electric conductivity) ©]

3 o2 2] HEE (magnetic conductivity) ©]

HFXHE

t}.

A (4) 2HE ZE Z4x2] glrigde] s wabrt
doftz] @A 2] ¢six], PML Welds Al
E, E, E,A¥o|l E,, E. E, FEu E. E,2
a5 A H, H,, H. ¥l H,, H., Hy H,,
H,, H,Z Wiz 2oz a4 apgise
ot o] Felic

5—6%+ng = aa}f (5a)
eLei0p, = - (5b)
p s g, = - 2E (5c)
p ey oy, = 2 (5d)

Eye Eyey Evry Egyy Hyy Hy, Hay Hyy ol A3
AE e pyen T4 4 gk
4 (5) 9 AsA wgae A 3 e
I

_ e {3)at
ENWi k) = e %0 EMILLE)
_ kL)t ntd ntd
. [Hz P k)~ I Z<z‘.;‘,k>}
-+
o (L) 4y
(6a)
o fL)at
ERG iR = e 7 ENik)
_edmar g1 atd
L dme [H, ikt ) “(i.j,k)]
o (L) Az
(6b)
wid B e
Hy 2 k) = e " H, *(iik)
__er)al
l—e  * [ EMijk)—EGi—1.k)
o (L) dy
(6¢)
ard 702({,)41 Y
He *(ijk) = e " Hg Gk
_oxL)a:
s l=e_ " [ﬂ(i,/,k)—iv"(i.j,k—l)}
o (L) 4z
(6d)

olck 2] (6) ellA o(L) & PML Wellxe] Azl
g3 AEx 52, PML o AzFpral 2523t
o] A L] 022 HE] PML 9 E¥Hoxg]



19974 108 BFIBEHLH

o, 7MY FE et oZE A oE wdsk o

53 Rt}
Om
o (0) = D2 N (7a)
o (LX) =0 (0) [(2L+ )" '~ (2L -1)""] (7b)

3

74, L =0, 5.1, 4, -0l N & PML 9|

FA(AAE I n & AR} Al wel ek
A2g el H4e24 0 (constant), 1 (linear),
2 (parabolic)®] #& z-=r}

aieg ¥ 1o Jepd PML 9 2} #3o o
sid, A (6) & HEsleZn PML dlolld AL}
2AAE & 4 oleh old o(D)=0 3l FielAe
A (6) & ukdel FDTD Ao] suz A} =1
dubH]l FDTD Alo2s 78 4= gt

.
T

(o, 6 0,0 0,0,

(.9 0,0 0,0

{0.0.0,0, 0, 6. (0.90. 0,0, 0,0,

(0, " 0,00 0)
(6. 0,00 0,0,

=

(0, 0, a,. ©,. 0,0)

{o,.0,". 0,0, 0, 0}
)‘ /
PMLe] o5 S=i#tel Al o) 2%
ARE

Upper-night part of a computational
domain surrounded by the PML.

(0, 9" 0,6, 0,0,)

(5, 6", 9, 6,". 0,0}

al
x

. Hf&kx|

Fdx[etel 5w

1 Axxe] &4

Aol At Ak FHAE el Al
ol g o W AR wpte] A8l ozt AEEE
ANZ SAsgct 4w WA Falrleh 4l
7} Atele] Aub F7} (open space) o gk A
2437 gl 2 ARE ¥ SAUE FAs], F
Aol AXbsigich o] F SAR o A5 Axw
& 9 5 ik

A% Ade ® 1ol dEbsck A s
0=0.03424 2 A2 wol| I HE=(0.04)2}
Ao, dFRE(3.82x100)F  felY Axe
(1x107%) 2 AL AolE, ¥, AR, wpte] s

(839)

#34% DR % 10% 63

L= ~]
=2 &

off iz A 482 wEs g

olgisic.

E 1AM AeRE W AR, ke qwe
HAEE
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