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Abstract

In this paper, we model a fifth generation wireless network as a random geometric
graph, using Poisson point processes. Furthermore, we calculate the performance mea-
sures average signal-to-noise ratio, number of disconnected users and coverage area.
Then we model the effect of damaged base stations, as rain or other random events,
such as failure could cause that one is not able to connect to the base station. We
investigate where we should deploy new base stations in order to minimize the prob-
ability of having no internet connection. The results are accomplished by simulating
the model multiple times and verifying which method yields the best solution. In the
long run, it is best to deploy base stations while maximizing the coverage area.
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I Introduction

5G is the 5th generation mobile network. Compared to older generation networks, 5G
enables a network that uses higher and wider bandwidths compared to the previous gener-
ations. 5G is meant to deliver higher peak data speeds, which is the number of bytes per
second that data travels from the one device to the other, more reliability and a massive
network capacity. One should want higher data speeds and a more reliable connection, in
order to be able to connect with multiple devices at a good internet speed, such that, for
example, one can stream videos in high quality. A base station is a fixed station that uses
radio waves to communicate with mobile devices. In order to satisfy these 5G require-
ments, the deployment density of base stations affects the probability users can connect
with the base stations, as a particular connection can fail due to random events as rain,
or the line-of-sight probability. These random events can cause a different deployment
strategy.

In the literature, [7] a lot of research has already been done on the analysis and design
of wireless networks, such as sensor networks and cellular networks. Random graphs were
first introduced in 1959 [3], where Paul Erdös assigned each edge a fixed probability that is
exists. In 1961, Gilbert was the first to model wireless networks using random graphs [5].
Connecting stochastic geometry and random graphs to base station deployment in wireless
networks [2], we will construct a model to determine where to deploy base stations in a 5G
wireless network.

In this paper the following research question will be addressed.

”Where should we deploy new base stations to minimize the probability of having no
internet connection in a 5G network?”

The base stations in a 5G-network and the links with different users can be modelled as a
random geometric graph where the base stations and users are modelled as nodes, and the
links as edges. There already quite some techniques which led to results on the connec-
tivity, the capacity, and the outage probability of wireless networks [6], which can be used
to calculate for example the outage probability. The outage probability is the probability
that the signal-to-noise ratio exceeds a given threshold, such that a connection can be
established.

The following sub-questions need to be answered.

• "How to determine where base stations need to be deployed?"

• "How do failures affect the deployment of new base stations?"

The outline of this paper is as follows. Firstly, necessary theory is explained in Section II.
The description of the model is introduced in Section III, such that in Section IV the sim-
ulations of different deployment strategies on the model can be described as well as their
results. In Section IV.A we perform 100 simulations to compare results of different deploy-
ment strategies and in Section IV.B we perform 100 simulations of different deployment
strategies when base stations do not operate or if the connection radius of base stations
decreases. In the remainder of the paper, we discuss the acquired results, we discuss the
model and we draw up conclusions.
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II Theory

We want to model the 5G wireless network mathematically. A network consists of users
and base stations. If a connection is established between user and base station, it means
that the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) from base station to user is high enough for the user to
be connected to the internet at a proper speed. The SNR is a measure that compares the
level of the received signal to the level of background noise. For a good reliable connection,
the SNR needs to be large enough, as level of the received signal needs to be good enough,
considering the background noise. In order to do that, we first need to define when there
is a possible connection between a base station i and a user j. To achieve this, we start
by looking at the transmission power Pt of a base station. The received power at a user
is the strength of the transmitted signal from the base station. We want to obtain an
expression for the received power Pr at a user, as a connection can be established when Pr

is sufficiently large. The power is in Watt.

A Received power

The received power Pr of a user rapidly decays over distance. Denote the distance in
meters between the antennas of base station i and user j by rij . The gain describes how
well the antenna converts radio waves into electrical power. Let the wavelength of the
transmitted signal be λc. Denote Gt and Gr as the gains of the transmitting antenna and
of the receiving antenna respectively. The gains give the signals power and strength. Note
that the gains are unitless. Friis equation [4] gives an expression for the received power Pr

of a user over a distance rij in terms of the transmitted power

Pr = PtGtGr

(
λc

4πrij

)2

. (1)

This is called the Friis transmission formula [12]. Most models are generalized such that
the distance dependent term of Pr is of the form r−α

ij , [13] where the path loss exponent α
is a parameter that can be chosen to fit in the specific environment. Thus in (1), α equals 2.

dBm is a unit of level used to indicate that a power level is expressed in decibels (dB)
with reference to one milliwatt (mW ). Let K0 be the catch-all constant such that at a
distance of rij = 1, we get a path loss in decibel-milliwatts (dBm). For example, In Friis
transmission formula (1), rij = 1 yields K0 = GtGr

(
λc
4π

)2 [13]. In other words, substituting
K0 into (1) yields a path loss with a constant slope.

Pr = PtK0r
−2
ij .

This is called a standard path loss model; the slope of the path loss in dBm is constant
and is determined only by α. As the dBm is on a logarithmic scale, the received power
can be expressed as the transmitted power plus the catch-all constant minus the path loss
in dBm.

log10(Pr) = log10(Pt) + log10(K0)− 20 log10(rij).
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B Path loss function

The standard path loss model is the basis for the analysis, design and simulation of cellular
networks. Considering α = 2, see Equation (1), we define the standard (power-law) path
loss function as

l1 (rij) := (rij)
−2 .

The subscript 1 is to indicate its single slope property. This property often leads to some
questionable results in some special cases approaching infinity and leading to singularities
for the path loss [8]. Therefore, we will use the two-ray model to model a more realistic
scenario [11]. The two-ray model has one direct path and one ground-reflected path, which
results in a dual slope path loss behaviour, as the waves of the base station are headed
downwards. Once the waves reach the ground, the power will decrease more rapidly,
implying there exists a critical distance Rc > 0. The near-field path loss exponent α = 2
is used until a critical distance Rc. This distance Rc is based on the transmission and
receiver antenna heights, ht and hr respectively. The critical distance is approximately
Rc ≈ 4hthr

λc
. Above this distance, the far-field path loss exponent becomes α = 4. Note

that there is a large difference between (rij)
−2 and (rij)

−4 for feasible values of rij , see
Figure (1). In addition, approximating the difference using α = 3, yields large errors on
the received power for the users too [13]. Therefore, we define the dual slope (power-law)
path loss function [11] as

l2(rij) :=

{
(rij)

−2 , rij ≤ Rc

R2
c (rij)

−4 , rij > Rc.

The constant R2
c is introduced to maintain continuity. Again, the subscript 2 is to indicate

its dual slope property.

As it is more convenient to work in dB, we also convert the dual slope path loss function
to dB. This follows immediately after taking the log with base 10,

ℓ2(rij) :=

{
−20 log10(rij), rij ≤ Rc

20 log10(Rc)− 40 log10(rij), rij > Rc.
(2)

A plot of the dual slope path loss ℓ2(rij) is given in Figure (1).

C Signal-to-noise-ratio

We have defined a path loss function and therefore, we are able to describe the signal-to-
noise-ratio (SNR). The SNR compares the level of the received power to the power of the
background noise. We want to have an expression for the SNR, as the SNR needs to exceed
a given threshold in order to establish a connection. The SNR is the signal-to-noise-ratio,
implying SNR :=

Pri
N .

Where Pr is the received power at a user, Pri is the power of the signal the user receives
from base station i. N is the noise in Watt. Assuming K0 = GtGr

(
λc
4π

)2 is constant, i.e.,
the signal is only distance-dependent, we obtain
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Figure 1: Dual slope path loss ℓ2(rij) with a critical distance of 267m.

SNRij =
Pri

N
=

K0Ptil2(rij)

N
.

with Pti the transmitted power of base station i and the critical distance is assumed to
be 4hthr

λc
. Taking the logarithm with base 10, we obtain an expression for the SNR in dB

terms,

log10(SNRij) = log10(Pti) + log10(K0) + log10(l2(rij))− log10(N), (3)
SNRij = Pti +K0 + ℓ2(rij)−N. (4)

Now, (4) is in dB. As we have an expression for the SNR, we can describe mathematically
when there is a connection between user and base station. We set a value for the SNR
which the SNR at a particular user needs to exceed in order to have a connection. So if
the SNR at user j exceeds the threshold, say t, we model a link with base station i.

D Random geometric graph

As we have described when there is a connection between user and base station, we can
start modelling the 5G network as a random geometric graph [10]. A random geometric
graph has nodes with a position. In our model, base station i and user j are modelled as
nodes, and the connection between a user and a base station denotes an edge, which exists
if the SNR exceeds the given threshold t. We denote the edge between base station i and
user j as ij. So, if SNRij > t, a connection exists.

The positions of the nodes are modelled as Poisson point processes (PPP). A Poisson
point process is a random collection of points in space. Most important about Poisson
point processes is that it independently and uniformly generates points in space according
to a Poisson distribution based on some density λ [7].
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Figure 2: Standard graph of users and base stations.
Base stations are red, users are blue and connections are green.

III Model

It is desired to have to have a model be able to simulate base stations, users and the
connection between them. In our model, the base stations i, as well as the users j are
assumed to be distributed as Poisson point processes Φb = {i} ⊂ R2 and Φu = {j} ⊂ R2

with densities λb and λu respectively. We are interested in a method of deploying base
stations where we aim to minimize the outage probability. We are first looking if we
can maximize the average SNR and if we can minimize the users without connection by
deploying a single new base station, as both methods could possibly minimize the outage
probability.

A Set-up of the model

Denote the position of base station i and user j as (xbi , ybi) and (xuj , yuj ), respectively.
Take λb = 15 and λu = 100 over the total area. Let xbi , ybi , xuj , yuj ∈ (−1000, 1000). Using
the parameters Pri = −30 dB ∀i ∈ Φb, N = −100 dB and Rc = 267m, an example of
a random geometric graph is given in Figure 2. An edge exists when the SNR at the user
from a particular base station exceeds the threshold t = 15 dB.

The performance measures we look at are average SNR, number of disconnected users and
coverage area. The performance measures of the standard graph are given in Table 1.
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Figure 3: Adding a single base station when maximizing the average SNR con-
sidering 60× 60 possible positions.
One can see that an extra base station is deployed at (−10, 254).

Method 1: optimizing average SNR

We want to compute which coordinate is the best place to deploy a base station such
that the average SNR is maximal compared to all other coordinates. For sake of computa-
tional time, we do not consider all coordinates, but we do consider n×m possible locations
to deploy a new base station. We start at the bottom-left of the particular area and we go
from left to right and from bottom to top, to verify which coordinate is optimal.

In Figure 2 all possible connections are plotted, but we assume that a user connects to
the base station that provides the highest SNR for the user. Therefore, we compute the
best connection each user has and we calculate the average over all users. If a user has no
connections, we set the SNR at zero. For n ×m evenly divided coordinates, we compute
the average SNR if we deploy a base station at that specific location. Comparing the values
of the average SNR for all n×m positions, we deploy a new base station at whatever point
results in the highest average SNR, see Figure 3. For convenience, the connections of the
new base station are coloured orange.

We call the algorithm to maximize the average SNR whilst adding a single new base station
Method 1 and we provide a pseudo-code for this method, see Pseudo-code 1. E is a matrix
with dimension the number of base stations by the number of users. The performance
measures of the graph after applying Method 1 are given in Table 1.
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Pseudo-code 1: Method 1: optimizing average SNR
For n×m coo rd ina t e s add a base s t a t i o n

For a l l i base s t a t i o n s
For a l l j use r s

I f SNRij > t
Eij = SNRij

Else
Eij = 0

For a l l j use r s
Take the maximum E

Compute the average o f the maximum E
Deploy a base s t a t i o n at the coo rd inate cor re spond ing
to the h i ghe s t average E

Method 2: optimizing number of connected users

Another performance measure we look at is the number of disconnected users. If for
base station i and user j, SNRij < t, then i and j are not connected. If we count the num-
ber of users who do not have a single connection, we know the number of disconnected users.

We want to know at which coordinate we need to deploy a base station in order to have the
highest number of connected users. To achieve this, we again look at n×m possible coordi-
nates for the same reasons as in Method 1. Let E be a matrix with dimension the number
of base stations by the number of users. To obtain the number of disconnected users, we
assign the value 1 to Eij if SNRij > t and we assign the value 0 to Eij if SNRij ≤ t. Then,
we count the number of disconnected users. For Method 2, we compute the number of dis-
connected users for all n×m possible coordinates where we can deploy a new base station
and we deploy a new base station at the coordinate that results in the least disconnected
users. see Figure 4. Note that this coordinate is not unique, and therefore the algorithm
deploys a new base station at the first coordinate where the number of connected users is
the highest.
We call the algorithm to maximize the number of connected users whilst adding a single
new base station Method 2 and we provide a pseudo-code for this method, see Pseudo-code
2. The performance measures of the graph after applying Method 2 are given in Table 1.

Pseudo-code 2: Method 2: optimizing number of connected users
For n×m coo rd ina t e s add a base s t a t i o n

For a l l i base s t a t i o n s
For a l l j use r s

I f SNRij > t
Eij = 1

I f SNRij ≤ t
Eij = 0

For a l l j use r s
Take the maximum E

Count the number o f z e r o s o f E
Deploy a base s t a t i o n at the f i r s t coo rd ina te cor re spond ing
to the lowest number o f d i s connected us e r s

9



Figure 4: Adding a single base station when maximizing the number of connected
users considering 60× 60 possible positions.
One can see that an extra base station is deployed at (−10, 254).

B Method 3

We described two methods to determine where to deploy a new base station. We want to
minimize the outage probability, but we do not know yet which method is better. Before
we simulate the first two methods, we first discuss a third method, such that we are able
to compare multiple methods.

Visualisation

Instead of drawing each connection as an edge, we can also look at the coverage area of
all base stations combined by considering the radius where users can connect with a base
station. For this we need to know for what radius the SNR is above the given threshold.
The maximum radius for which users can connect can be computed by solving Equation (4)
for rij . Denoting the threshold for the SNR as t, substituting Equation (2) into Equation
(4) and solving for rij yields

rij = 10−
t−Pti

+N−20 log10(Rc)

40 , (5)

given that the connection radius is larger than the critical distance. Denote the maximum
radius for base station i in which user j is able to connect as rci .
As each base station has a radius in which users are able to connect, there are i distinct
circles ci where users are able to connect, see Figure 5. For each base station, the area
users are able to connect is given by

ci : (x− xbi)
2 + (y − ybi)

2 ≤ r2ci . (6)
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Figure 5: Coverage area of all base stations for a critical distance of 267 m.

Intersection points

To calculate the total coverage area, we need to add up the areas of all distinct circles
and subtract the overlapping areas of all two circles that intersect with each other. In
order to calculate the overlapping area, we first need to calculate the intersection points if
there are any.
Denote dij as the distance between base station i and base station j. We distinguish three
cases,

• if dij > rci + rcj , then the circles are too far apart and do not overlap and if dij =
rci + rcj , then the circles have one intersection point and do not overlap. In both
cases, we are not interested, as there is no overlapping area.

• If dij < |rci − rcj |, then one circle lies in the other circle, and the overlapping area is
the area of the smaller circle.

• However, if dij < rci + rcj , then the circles do overlap and there are two intersection
points, which we need to know in order to compute the overlapping area.

The equations of the circles where users can connect to base station i and j are obtained
by substituting an equal sign for the less than or equal to sign in Equation (6). We need
to solve the system of two equations to locate the intersection points. To find a general
formula for the intersection points of two overlapping circles, we first look at the special
case where the centre of circle ci lies at the origin, and the center of circle cj lies at the
point (dij , 0) on the x-axis, see Figure 6.
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Figure 6: ci centered at the origin and cj centered at (dij , 0).

Then the system of equations simplifies to

{
x2 + y2 = r2ci
(x− dij)

2 + y2 = r2cj .
(7)

After subtracting the equations from each other and solving for x, we obtain:

x =
r2ci − r2cj + d2ij

2dij

And from Pythagoras we derive:

y =
√

r2ci − x2

Looking back to the general case, we need to solve the system of equations:

{
(x− xbi)

2 + (y − ybi)
2 = r2ci

(x− xbj )
2 + (y − ybj )

2 = r2cj
(8)

The midpoint between the two centers is Mij = (
xbi

+xbj

2 ,
ybi+ybj

2 ). We can use change of
coordinates, such that Mij is located at the origin and the centers of ci and cj are laying
on the x′ axis, see Figure 7. This is convenient, as the system of equations in (8) can be
transformed into a simpler system of equations similar to system of equations in (7).

{
(x′ +

dij
2 )2 + (y′)2 = r2ci

(x′ − dij
2 )2 + (y′)2 = r2cj .

12



Figure 7: Circles ci and cj shifted to x′ and y′ with Mij as origin.

This system of equations can be transformed to, using the change of variable

x =
xbj − xbi

dij
x′ +

ybj − ybi
dij

y′ & y =
ybj − ybi

dij
x′ −

xbj − xbi
dij

y′.

Let

l =
r2ci − r2cj + d2ij

2dij
& h =

√
r2ci − l2.

In the current coordinate system, (
xbj

−xbi

dij
,
ybj−ybi

dij
) and (

ybj−ybi
dij

,−
xbj

−xbi

dij
) are orthogonal

unit vectors, so we can rotate, translate and apply the knowledge from the special case to
get the general solution [1]:

(x1, y1) =

(
l

dij
(xbj − xbi)−

h

dij
(ybj − ybi) + xbi ,

l

dij
(ybj − ybi) +

h

dij
(xbj − xbi) + ybi

)
(x2, y2) =

(
l

dij
(xbj − xbi) +

h

dij
(ybj − ybi) + xbi ,

l

dij
(ybj − ybi)−

h

dij
(xbj − xbi) + ybi

)
Here, (x1, y1) and (x2, y2) are the two intersection points of circles ci and cj .

Overlapping areas

The overlapping area of two intersecting circles can be computed by dividing the area
of overlap into two semi-ovals.

If we look at the overlap of circles ci and cj , then we can divide the overlapping area
into two semi-ovals by the y′-axis, see Figure 7. We assume that every base station has
the same radius. Consequently, by symmetry, both semi-ovals have the same area. Hence,
if we compute the area of one of the semi-ovals, we know the total area of overlap.
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Figure 8: Area of the semi-oval lying on the negative x′-plane.

The area of the semi-oval lying on the left side of the y′-axis can be computed by not-
ing that the semi-oval consists of the line in between the two intersection points (x1, y1)
and (x2, y2) and the circular arc of circle cj in between the same intersection points.

The area of this semi-oval can be calculated by computing the area of the circle sector
with angle θ, subtracting the the area of the triangle with vertices Mij , (xbj , ybj ) and
(x1, y1), see Figure 8.

Denote the sides of the triangle as a, b and rj , where a is the side from Mij to (xbj , ybj )
and b is the side from Mij to (x1, y1). Then the area of this triangle can be computed by
Heron’s formula [9]:

Area =
√
s(s− a)(s− b)(s− rij). (9)

s =
a+ b+ rj

2
. (10)

An alternative formula for the area of the triangle is

Area =
1

2
arj sin θ. (11)

We derive the value of θ by substituting Equation (9) into Equation (11), as we can com-
pute the area of the circle sector by taking θ

2π

th part of the area of the circle. Subtracting
the area of the triangle from the are of the circle sector leads to a quarter of the area of
the overlap.

14



Figure 9: Three overlapping circles

Overlapping areas of multiple circles

For more than two circles, the total coverage area becomes more complicated to compute.
If we add an extra circle to two circles that are already overlapping, we obtain something
similar to Figure 9.

However, if we subtract the area that circle c3 overlaps with circle c1 and the area that
circle c3 overlaps with circle c2, then the area where all three circles overlap, will be sub-
tracted one time too many. In order to compensate that, the area where all three circles
overlap, has to be added to obtain the actual coverage area of the three circles.

The area of overlap of the three circles can be computed similarly to the case where two
circles overlap. The three distinct areas outside triangle BCD can be computed with the
same method as illustrated in Figure 8. The only thing left to do is to add the area of the
triangle BCD.

Note that it is possible that the area of overlap between circles c1 and c2 lies entirely
inside circle c3. In that case, we can repeat the same approach as in Figure 9, but the area
of the three overlapping circles, is equal to the area of overlap of circles c1 and c2.

Also note that for more than three circles, the area of overlap of all circles can be computed
by calculating the area of the polygon with vertices the intersection points of the circles.
Then the only thing left to do is to add the area outside the polygon and inside the area
of overlap.

If three circles overlap, we are adding the area of overlap, after subtracting every area of
overlap between two circles to obtain the coverage area. If we do the same calculations for
four overlapping circles, the common area of overlap of the four circles will be added two
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times too many. Therefore, we need to subtract the area where the four circles overlap two
times to obtain the coverage area.

This process continues for more overlapping circles, if we consider the same calculations
as done to lesser circles. For example, in the case that five circles overlap, we need to add
three times the common area of overlap to obtain the coverage area. In the case that six
circles overlap, we need to subtract four times the common area of overlap to obtain the
coverage area.

For our model, we implemented the calculations up till four overlapping circles. This
is due to the fact that in the simulation we use for the standard graph, at most three cir-
cles overlap, implying we only need to implement the calculations up till four overlapping
circles, as we compute the coverage area when adding a single new base station, resulting
in that at most four circles can overlap. Moreover, we assume that it is very unlikely that
four base stations need to cover the same area. For these reasons we will not consider five
or more overlapping circles.

To account for the area outside of the graph, we compute the area which need to be
subtracted from the total area similarly to computing the area of overlap of multiple circles.

Method 3: optimizing coverage area

Considering again n × m possible coordinates where we can deploy a new base station,
we compute for every position what the total coverage area results in and we deploy a base
station at the position that results in the highest coverage area. This yields the graph
which can be seen in Figure 10. For convenience, the coverage area of the newly deployed
base station is coloured orange instead of green.

We call the algorithm to deploy a new base station based on the coverage area Method
3. The performance measures of the standard graph after applying Method 3 are given in
Table 1, as well as Method 1, Method 2 and the standard graph. For the pseudo-code of
Method 3, see Pseudo-code 3.

Pseudo-code 3: Method 3: optimizing coverage area
For n×m coo rd ina t e s add a base s t a t i o n

Compute the coverage area
Deploy a base s t a t i o n at the coo rd inate which
r e s u l t s in the h i ghe s t coverage area

C Failures

We suggested three different methods to deploy a new base station. In Section IV, we will
simulate the standard graph for different positions of the users to verify which method is
the best. However, failures could have an impact on the deployment strategy. Therefore,
we also look at case where the critical distance of a base station decreases and at the case
where base stations fail to connect to users with a certain probability.
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Figure 10: Adding a single base station when maximizing the total coverage area
considering 60× 60 possible positions.
One can see that an extra base station is deployed at (−43, 188).

Table 1: Performance measures of the standard graph

Average SNR (dB) Disconnected users Coverage area (m2)
No methods 18.83 22 3303200
Method 1 21.42 11 3572000
Method 2 21.42 11 3572000
Method 3 21.10 13 3572800

Critical distance

It is possible that the critical distance of a base station decreases due to random events,
for example, rainfall. We model this effect by multiplying the critical distance with a given
factor smaller than 1.

Connection failure

If a base station is defect or has connection problems, it is possible that a base station
cannot connect to users. In our model, we assume that every base station has a probability
p that it fails to connect to users and the failures are independent between the base station.
Resulting in a decrease of average SNR, connected users and coverage area.
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IV Results

First of all, we look at the results of the graph generated in Figure 2. This figure shows the
average SNR, the number of disconnected users and the coverage area. These results are
shown in Table 1. For these specific positions of users, Method 1 and Method 2 deploy a
base station, where the average SNR is the highest and the number of disconnected users
is the lowest, while Method 3 deploys a base station where the coverage area becomes the
highest. In this case, it is better to improve the average SNR and the number of connected
users, as it is a short-term solution to the users that need a connection.
For this one specific simulation, Method 1 and Method 2 deployed the new base station at
the same coordinate. In general, this is not the case, as for the deployment of a new base
station, the highest average SNR and the highest number of connected users do not need
to be at the same coordinate.

The coverage area is estimated by dividing the area in 100 × 100 squares and looking for
each square separately if it is being covered or not. For the results we compute the coverage
area numerically, as the analytical approach in Method 3 provides an area which is too low.

We compare the methods with each other. As one single simulation only tells us what
to do in the case that the users are located at the specific positions, we use the same po-
sitions of the base stations where in every simulation the positions of the users are different.

A Deploying a base station for different users

We look at the distribution of base stations as in the standard graph, see Figure 2. How-
ever, from now on, we will not use the previously generated PPP points for the users
anymore, as we want to know where the new base station will be deployed if the users
are located at a different positions. Therefore, we generate the users as a PPP with the
same density, but instead of doing only one simulation, we do 100 simulations to obtain
coordinates to deploy a base station by Method 1, Method 2 and Method 3.

We can generate the positions of users as PPP multiple times to see what the effect is
on the deployment of a base station. This is not interesting for Method 3, as it does not
depend on the positions of the users. However, if we run the simulation 100 times with the
same positions of the base stations and for different realisations of user positions, we can
see where the base station will be deployed if we are either using Method 1 or Method 2,
see Figure 11.

For convenience, the coverage areas of the base stations of the standard graph are plotted,
to give an intuition of where the base stations are getting deployed.

We see that the deployment of base stations in Method 1 is fairly distributed over the
uncovered area, while the deployment of base stations in Method 2 is denser on a more
specific area. At the middle-left part of the graph, there are in both methods some outliers.
The users are generated as PPP after all, hence, it is possible that in some simulations
there is a cluster at a corner in the plot. Most of the time, the base stations are get-
ting deployed in the middle, with little deviation from the positions where a base stations
would get the highest coverage area. It is remarkable that in Method 2, it relatively often
happens that a base station is being deployed inside the radius of a base station where a
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(a) Method 1. (b) Method 2.

Figure 11: The positions of the users in the standard graph are simulated 100
times and the dots are the coordinates of the newly deployed base stations.

Table 2: Performance measures of simulating the standard graph with coordinates
obtained in Method 1 against the coordinates obtained in Method 2 and Method 3
compared to the standard graph 100 times.

Average SNR (dB) Disconnected users Coverage area (m2)
No methods 19.85 17.8 3303200
Method 1 20.96 12.9 3485980
Method 2 20.99 12.6 3497840
Method 3 21.41 10.7 3572800

user can connect. This could be due to the fact that the algorithm in Method 2 chooses
the first coordinate that has the least amount of disconnected users if there are multiple
positions where the number of disconnected users is the lowest. Moreover, in almost every
simulation, the coordinate where the number of connected users is the highest is not unique.

If we compute the performance measures of the 100 points obtained in Method 1, Method 2
and Method 3, as can be expected, Method 1 will always provide the highest average SNR,
Method 2 will always provide the lowest number of disconnected users and Method 3 will
always provide the highest coverage area. Therefore, with the 100 coordinates obtained in
each method, we generate again 100 times the positions of the users, to see which method
is best on average. The averages of the 100 simulations of the 100 points are given in
Table 2 and a histogram of the density is given for the average SNR and the number of
disconnected users in Figure 12 and a histogram for the density is given for the coverage
area in Figure 13(a). For the coverage area, only Method 1 and Method 2 are plotted, as
the coverage area of the standard graph and the coverage area of Method 3 do not change.
The line plotted along the histograms is a kernel density estimate plot (KDE). A KDE
uses a continuous probability density curve to represent the data.
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(a) Density plot of the aver-
age SNR.

(b) Density plot of the num-
ber of disconnected users.

Figure 12: Performance measures of simulating the standard graph with coor-
dinates obtained in Method 1 against the coordinates obtained in Method 2 and
Method 3 compared to the standard graph 100 times.

(a) Density plot of the cover-
age area of Method 1 against
Method 2 for the standard
graph.

(b) Density plot of the cover-
age area of Method 1 against
Method 2 for the standard
graph with a reduced critical
distance of 20%.

Figure 13: Coverage area of simulating the coordinates obtained in Method 1
against the coordinates obtained in Method 2 100 times.
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Table 3: Performance measures of simulating the standard graph with coordinates
obtained in Method 1 against the coordinates obtained in Method 2 and Method
3 compared to the standard graph 100 times. The standard graph has a reduced
critical distance of 20%.

Average SNR (dB) Disconnected users Coverage area (m2)
No methods 18.11 25.4 3184008
Method 1 19.38 20.3 3184008
Method 2 19.48 19.8 3207780
Method 3 19.81 18.1 3278800

We conclude that Method 3 provides the highest coverage area, which is no surprise,
otherwise the algorithm does not work. On the contrary, in every performance measure,
Method 3 performs clearly better than Method 1 and Method 2, as the average SNR in
Method 3 is higher than methods 1 and 2 and the number of disconnected users is lower.
Additionally, Method 2 outperforms Method 1 just slightly in every performance measure.

B Deploying base stations considering failure of base stations

Method 3 performs the best under normal circumstances. However, we want to know if
our base station deployment strategy changes if the critical distance decreases and how
failure of base stations affects the deployment strategy.

Reduced critical distance

If due to rainfall or another random event the critical distance decays, it could influ-
ence our deployment strategy. We assume that the critical distance decreases by 20%,
which results in a decay of the radius where users can connect in with approximately 10%,
see Equation (5). Using the same approach as for the standard graph, we can simulate
the standard graph with a reduced critical distance 100 times to obtain 100 coordinates,
see Figure 14. Simulating this 100 points 100 times provides the results in Figures 15 and
13(b) and the averages in Table 3.

As the total coverage area is less than in the standard graph, the coordinates where to
deploy base stations tend to move towards the center of uncovered areas, as the base sta-
tions are able to cover there more users in the long run. This causes that the difference in
performance measures of the three methods becomes smaller compared to the graph under
normal circumstances. Nonetheless, Method 3 is still significantly better than Methods 1
and 2, as all performance measures are better for Method 3, as shown in Table 3. Moreover,
Method 2 is again slightly performing better than Method 1.

Random failures

Method 3 is in general under normal circumstances and in case of reduced critical dis-
tance outperforming Methods 1 and 2 qua performance measures, but what happens if
each base station has a certain probability that it fails to connect with users? We want
to simulate the graph under normal circumstances, but with random failures to see which
Method performs best in case of failures.
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(a) Method 1. (b) Method 2.

Figure 14: The positions of the users in the standard graph are simulated 100
times and the dots are the coordinates of the newly deployed base stations. It is
assumed that rain causes that the graph has a reduced critical distance of 20%.

(a) Density plot of the aver-
age SNR.
The standard graph has a
reduced critical distance of
20%.

(b) Density plot of the num-
ber of disconnected users.
The standard graph has a
reduced critical distance of
20%.

Figure 15: Performance measures of simulating the standard graph with coor-
dinates obtained in Method 1 against the coordinates obtained in Method 2 and
Method 3 compared to the standard graph 100 times. It is assumed that rain causes
that the graph has a reduced critical distance of 20%.
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(a) Method 1. (b) Method 2.

(c) Method 3.

Figure 16: The positions of the users in the standard graph are simulated 100
times and the dots are the coordinates of the newly deployed base stations. Each
base station in the standard graph has a probability of 20% that it fails.
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(a) Density plot of the aver-
age SNR.
Each base station in the
standard graph has a prob-
ability of 20% that it fails.

(b) Density plot of the num-
ber of connected users.
Each base station in the
standard graph has a prob-
ability of 20% that it fails.

(c) Density plot of the cover-
age area.
Each base station in the
standard graph has a prob-
ability of 20% that it fails.

Figure 17: Performance measures of simulating the standard graph with coor-
dinates obtained in Method 1 against the coordinates obtained in Method 2 and
Method 3 compared to the standard graph 100 times. Each base station in the
standard graph has a probability of 20% that it fails.
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Table 4: Performance measures of simulating the standard graph with coordinates
obtained in Method 1 against the coordinates obtained in Method 2 and Method
3 compared to the standard graph 100 times. Each base station in the standard
graph has a probability of 20% that it fails.

Average SNR (dB) Disconnected users Coverage area (m2)
No methods 17.58 25.6 2989220
Method 1 18.88 20.5 3185110
Method 2 18.89 20.4 3189172
Method 3 18.96 20 3203134

We assume that each base station in the standard graph has a probability of 20% that
it fails to connect. In that case, it is also interesting to collect coordinates for Method
3, as the coverage area changes per simulation. Doing so yields the coordinates that are
plotted in Figure 16. Method 1 and Method 2 produce similar coordinates compared to
the graph under normal circumstances, but they fluctuate a lot more due to the failures of
base stations. Conversely, Method 3 produces coordinates that fluctuate a little, but every
possible coordinate to deploy a new base station is chosen at least twice to deploy a new
base station according to Method 3. It is remarkable that in the right bottom corner of
Figure 16(c), a base station is deployed ten times. This can be justified, as in the case the
base station where the point lies in fails, together with another base station nearby, then
deploying a new BS there will increase the coverage area more than a central point.

The results of simulating the 100 obtained points 100 times are plotted in Figure 17 and
the averages of the performance measures are given in Table 4. Method 1 and Method 2 are
performing even closer, although Method 2 is still slightly better in every performance mea-
sure. The performance measures of Method 3 are also closer to the performance measures
of Methods 1 and 2. Nevertheless, Method 3 is still performing better in every performance
measure than Methods 1 and 2.

V Discussion

In this paper we modelled a 5G wireless network as a random geometric graph where the
positions of users and base stations were modelled as Poisson point processes.

We assumed that PPP of the users and of the base stations had the same density over
the whole area, while in real life you often see that at specific places, more people are
present and more connections are needed, resulting in a higher density on specific areas
and a lower density elsewhere.

The density of users could also affect the deployment strategy. A higher density of users
will cause the performance measures of the 3 methods to become closer, while a lower
density will probably cause higher fluctuations in performance measures, which also would
be interesting to investigate.

For the calculation of the coverage area, we used a numerical computation, as the analyti-
cal computation in Method 3 failed to provide the correct coverage area. The subtraction
of the areas outside the square could have caused this error. The overlap of circles outside
the plot has the same issue as the overlap of circles inside the plot. In Method 3, we
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did not account for the overlap outside the plot. We tried to compute the coverage area
while adding the overlap of two overlapping circles, but this still resulted in a coverage
area that is too low. Hence, we decided to neglect the overlapping areas of circles outside
the plot for Method 3 and we computed the coverage area numerically for the perfor-
mance measures. We verified that the algorithm in Method 3 deploys a base station at the
same coordinate if we used a numerical approach in the algorithm, which is indeed the case.

We could also look at what happens if we try to deploy multiple base stations at the
same time or one by one. We did write an algorithm to deploy two base stations at the
same time and an algorithm to deploy two base station one by one based on Methods 1, 2
and 3. We wanted to compare the two methods, however, deploying two base stations at
the same time took way too long in terms of computational time, as we did not have to
compute for n×m possible coordinates, but for (n×m)× (n×m) possible coordinates.

An additional thing that could affect the deployment strategy is that in Method 2, the
coordinates for the number of disconnected users are not unique. In other words, at mul-
tiple coordinates the number of disconnected users is the lowest. In our algorithm we did
choose the very first coordinate of the coordinates with the lowest number of disconnected
users. As we started to compute at the left bottom at the plot, the newly deployed base
stations tend towards the left-bottom of the plot, which could influence the performance
measures.

We assumed that a user connects to the base station that provides him the highest SNR
if that user has a base station nearby that provides a SNR higher than the threshold. We
did not consider users that can connect with multiple base stations if needed to deploy a
new base station under normal circumstances. We could change the algorithms to deploy
new base station based on users who could connect to multiple base stations, that those
users do not need an improvement of the SNR.

We also assumed that every base station has the same transmission power and for ev-
ery user that connects to a particular base station, the same transmission power is used.
However, if multiple user connect to the same base station, the base station cannot pro-
vide the same power to each user as if only one user connects. So for our model we did
not consider that the transmission power of base stations decreases if more users connect,
which could definitely influence the performance measures.

Every base station is assumed to be the same, whereas not every base station has the
same transmission power and coverage area. It is possible that a base station has a very
high transmission power, but for only a short distance or a base station has a relatively
low transmission power, but has a very widely range. Not only considering a graph with
different base stations could influence the outcome of the deployment strategies, but also
considering different base stations to deploy. Especially as base stations are expensive and
in some cases it is more advantageous to deploy a cheaper base station, as an expensive
base station is unnecessary.

In future research, we can look more to probabilities that base stations fail or that the
critical distance decreases. For this research we assumed every base station has a fixed
probability that it fails independent of other base stations, but in reality it could be the
case that in a particular area something is wrong with the base stations. Moreover, random
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events such as rain are not uniformly distributed over the whole area. Apart from this,
the probabilities that a user cannot connect due to for example a truck blocking the line
of sight or a building that stands in front of the base station, could also be simulated in
the model self instead of computing probabilities a user cannot connect.

Altogether, there are several factors that could influence the results and the model can
be improved on some assumptions. In future research we could refine assumptions and
add more complexity to the model. Also probabilities could be used more instead of solely
simulating different deployment strategies and obtaining performance measures.

VI Conclusion

In this paper we determined three methods to deploy base stations and we simulated the
model to obtain performance measures of each method. These methods are based on
maximizing the average SNR, maximizing the number of connected users and maximizing
the total coverage area for a given scenario. We found that in the long run under normal
circumstances it is best to deploy a new base station at the position that maximizes the
coverage area of all base stations. Considering the two other deployment strategies, it is
slightly better to try to increase the number of connected users than to maximize the total
average SNR. Failures causing a decrease in critical distance or causing base stations to fail
to connect to users cause the performances of the three methods to become closer, while
it is still best to try to maximize the coverage area when deploying a new base station. To
conclude, we have seen that it is best to deploy base stations at the position that results
in the highest coverage area in order to minimize the probability of having no internet
connection in a 5G network.
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