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Abstract—These days we live in a world with a permanent
electromagnetic field. This raises many questions about our
health and the deployment of new equipment. The problem
is that these fields remain difficult to visualize easily, which
only some experts can understand. To tackle this problem, we
propose to spatially estimate the level of the field based on
a few observations at all positions of the considered space.
This work presents an algorithm for spatial reconstruction of
electromagnetic fields using the Gaussian Process. We consider
a spatial, physical phenomenon observed by a sensor network.
A Gaussian Process regression model with selected mean and
covariance function is implemented to develop a 9 sensors-based
estimation algorithm. A Bayesian inference approach is used to
perform the model selection of the covariance function and to
learn the hyperparameters from our data set. We present the
prediction performance of the proposed model and compare it
with the case where the mean is zero. The results show that the
proposed Gaussian Process-based prediction model reconstructs
the EM fields in all positions only using 9 sensors.

Index Terms—Gaussian Process, Electromagnetic fields,
Bayesian inference, sensor network

I. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays most of the technological applications apply
the concept of electromagnetic field. Electromagnetism has
made an important transformation in the area of engineering
applications, it also has a great impact on different technolo-
gies. It has wide practical implementation that ranges from
household appliances to big scientific research applications.
In residential applications like kitchen appliances, in near and
far field communication systems, in industrial systems like in
motors, generators and actuator devices, etc. Therefore there is
always an electromagnetic field in our surrounding. To study
the intensity of the electromagnetic fields in the surrounding,
it requires the ability of modeling spatial functions using a
good observation mechanism. One can use sensor network to
monitor the radiation levels of the electromagnetic fields in
the surrounding to provide a way of observation by means
of sampling the data and modeling spatial functions. Recently
sensor networks were used to monitor different kind of spatial
physical phenomenon including some desired aspects like
sound intensity, pressure, temperature and pollution concen-
trations and then send the observations to a fusion center,
so it can be used to reconstruct the signal. Even though
electromagnetic field has many application it can damage
our health somehow when we are exposed to high radiation
everyday and the electromagnetic equipment can also mutually
interfere with one another which have an impact on the

performance of the equipment, this is due to the fact that we
can not tell the level of electromagnetic fields we are getting
in our surrounding. This poses numerous questions about the
installation of new equipment as well as protect our own
health from the radiation of these fields. The main difficulty
is that electromagnetic field is still a concept impossible to
visualize normally, which can only be comprehended by some
experts. The technician who deploys the equipment, the one
who checks the levels of electromagnetic fields to which we
are exposed and the individual who fears for his health, all
deal with an invisible adversary. Today, technologies should
address this problem. This is the objective of this thesis but
several locks remain to be lifted. If we can measure the
intensity of the electromagnetic fields in some points using
predefined measurement mechanism then we can use these
measurements to reconstruct the fields in order to visualize it.
A company called Luxondes has developed a slab allowing
to display a level of field on the plane of the slab and by
the help of Institute for Research on Software and Hardware
Components for Advanced Information and Communication
(IRCICA), the slab has been replaced by a sensor and aug-
mented reality goggles which allow the measurement points
of the field to be displayed in planes. By memorizing these
points, we can envisage a spatial reconstruction of the field
and work on its representation. Using sensor measurements
localized in some specific points, we will reconstruct the field
at any point in predefined space. The approach used for the
spatial reconstruction is based on the recent works of the
Gaussian processes. The confrontation of these tools with
the measures will then perhaps require an adaptation of the
method to increase the precision. It should also be noted that
the proposed statistical methods make it possible to manage
sensors of different qualities. It is also possible to orient the
mobile sensors to improve the reliability of the reconstruction.
Consideration of the imprecision of the location of the sensors
and of the temporal evolution also constitute challenges for
research.

In this work, we proposed a Gaussian Processes based
prediction algorithm that uses a set of sensor measurement
points to estimate the field at any point location. The deployed
sensors will measure the electromagnetic field intensity in the
region of interest and send these measurement values to the
algorithm through the network in real-time, then the algorithm
will use the received observation points to reconstruct the field.
Finally, the algorithm will send its output to the next part,
which is the visualization part; all the signal processing and
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spatial reconstruction is performed in real-time. But, our work
is to utilize these sensor measurements to estimate the field
intensity using Gaussian process. Now, in order to present
the study carried on in this thesis, it is very important to
review the researches that has been done so far related to
our work. Gaussian process regression is one of the common
regression technique for data adaptation. The interest in Gaus-
sian processes for regression and classification purposes has
been increasing fast in the recent years [1]–[3]. A Gaussian
process regression uses the sampled data to determine the
predictive mean function, predictive covariance function, and
hyperparameters which defines the regression process [4]–[6].
In [7], Gaussian process regression was applied for controlling
the ecological condition of a river for individual sensors. The
location of the sensor was determined by maximizing a mutual
information gain. In [8], a Bayesian Monte Carlo approach was
used to reduce the computation complexity of the Gaussian
process regression, and an information entropy was used to
assign each sensors. In [9], to construct a gas distribution
system and with main goal to reduce the computational
complexity a mixture of Gaussian process was implemented.
In [10], to characterize spatiotemporal functions a Kalman
filter was constructed on the top of Gaussian process model.
By optimizing a mutual information gain the path planning
problem was tackled.

Gaussian process regression provide better prediction of the
mean function of the GP but its key advantage comparing to
other regression methods is its capability to predict the covari-
ance function of the GP which tells about the uncertainty of the
prediction and this is very important information in the special
field reconstruction. In [11] GP was used to model spatial
functions for mobile wireless sensor networks, they developed
a distributed Gaussian process regression technique using a
sparse Gaussian process regression approach and a compactly
supported covariance function. In [12] Gaussian Process based
algorithms was developed for spatial field reconstruction, ex-
ceedance level estimation and classification in heterogeneous
Wireless Sensor Networks. To fuse the different observations
from the heterogeneous sensors, an algorithm was developed
that is based on a multivariate series expansion approach
resulting in a Saddle-point (Laplace) type approximation. In
the research area, so far we have seen that the implemented
approaches use large number of sensors points for observation
and uses more than 9 points to reconstruct the signal. We
proposed Gaussian process regression method to reconstruct
electromagnetic field which is observed using 9 sensors by
collecting data from all sensor nodes to a centralized unit and
then make the computation of the predictive mean function and
the covariance function in real time, the spatial reconstruction
of the field will be at all positions of the space in the
room. The Gaussian processes regression is proposed because
it provides prediction uncertainty term, and it is useful to
learn the noise and the parameters of our model from the
given training data. We will receive the measured values of
the electromagnetic field from the sensors deployed in the
measurement room in IRCICA at fixed positions and use this
data to make the prediction using our algorithm at all position
in the room rather than at the location of the sensors. Using

Fig. 1: The Location of the Sensors in the room

our training data we will set the hyperparameters of the model
using marginal likelihood approach in which, the maximum a
posterior estimation is implemented to compute the optimal
hyperparameters that maximize the marginal likelihood. Then
we will use the optimal hyperparameter to make spatial
reconstruction of the field not only at the location of the sensor
but also at all position of the considered room. We consider
a random process represented by spatial function h and it is
modeled as a Gaussian Process h(x) which is defined by a
mean function m(x) and a covariance function Cov(x,x′)
and we also consider a noisy observation where the noise is
assumed to be Gaussian noise with zero mean and variance
σ2
η . We deploy the sensors in a specific region of interest,

a single room of 25 square meter area and 2.5 meter height,
which is dedicated for the observation. We used 9 sensors that
are deployed in the measurement room provided by IRCICA,
and located in fixed (x, y, z) coordinates, since there is no
variation in the z axis at all sensors location we only consider
the (x, y) coordinates in the implementation of the algorithm.
Top view representation of the measurement room and the
location of the deployed sensors is shown in the figure 1. We
have collect different set of training data to train our algorithm.
The measurement for training sets has been carried out in
IRCICA using a modeling tool called SIMUEM3D. The tool
was developed by professor Philippe Mariage, it is useful tool
for measuring and modeling the radio coverage of confined
structure (building, tunnels, dense urban environments) that
takes into consideration realistically the influence and shape
of the walls on the propagation of electromagnetic waves.
By fixing the necessary parameters, this tool will provide us
the exact measurement of the electromagnetic field intensity
at the specified locations. We begin by modeling the room
on SIMUEM3D using the real dimensions of the room, also
by setting the permittivity and conductivity properties of the
walls. This helps us to set the real parameters of the room in
order to collect the observations from all over the room space
that considers all the necessary conditions of the room. To take
the simulated measurements we start with One reflection and
then we increase the number of reflections step by step up-to
three reflection, this data will train our algorithm in order to
handle different intensity of the field that can occur due to the
variation of number of reflections received by the sensors.

As it is shown in figures 2 and 3 we use 16 different
positions of electromagnetic sources in order to cover all the
position in the room as much as possible this can help us
to test the algorithm capability using different position of the



Fig. 2: EM Source Positions of Source 1 to Source 8

Fig. 3: EM Source Positions of Source 9 to Source 16

source. Here we set the orientation of the sources along z-
axis in all positions. The parameters we use to make the
observations are; the relative permittivity εr = 5, frequency
f = 900MHZ, the conductivity σ = 0.001s/m and degree
of attenuation, α = 2. The positions of the observations are
set by grid location, which is a grid coordinates starting from
0.1 up-to 4.9 and by stepping 0.1 in both x and y directions.
This will be total 49 by 49 gird and we have total of 2401
observation points in our training set. We avoid to locate
the observation points and the source on the walls of the
room since the tool computes all the reflection angle and
this is not possible if we put the observation points and the
source exact on the walls of the room. The algorithm have
two parts, the first one is the training phase and the second
one is the prediction phase. In the training phase, we use the
dataset that includes the measurement of the electromagnetic
field intensity in some positions of the considered room to
train our algorithm, to select suitable covariance function
for our model and to set the hyperparameters by computing
the optimal hyperparameters based on the dataset we have.
The different locations of the source are used accordingly
to optimize the computation of the algorithm and to observe
the response of the algorithm at all possible positions of the
EM source. Using the collected dataset we proceed with the
model selection for covariance function based on the training
data which would be suitable to the problem we have on
hand. Selecting a good model means that we will have a
best interpretation of the measured data properties when we

make prediction using the selected model. We implemented the
Bayesian theorem for model selection which is also known as
the Marginal likelihood model selection and this is because
it includes the calculating the probability of our model given
the data set. Bayesian theorem have a good and consistent
inference method. We implement Gaussian process regression
method with consideration of Gaussian noise so the integral
over the parameters will be analytically tractable. Whereas, in
the prediction phase, we use the optimized hyperparameters
and only 9 sensor measurement values to make the prediction
not only at the location of the sensors but also at any location
in the room. We also make prediction using 30 points and 300
points to compare the difference between these predictions.
This helps on the measurement of the performance of our
algorithm. We compute the normalized mean square error of
each predictions to measure the accuracy of the prediction.
We also develop a network interface between the sensors and
the input of our algorithm and on the other side between the
output of our algorithm and the visualization part using the
open sound control network (OSC) protocol.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows, section
II revises the most important theoretical concepts that are
helpful for this work, namely those regarding to linear regres-
sion model, Bayesian linear regression and Gaussian process
model. Section III describes the implementation of Gaussian
processes regression studied in this work, focusing on the
model specification used for our prediction algorithm. Section
IV presents the simulation setup and experimental results.
Finally, section V presents the conclusion of the work and
the possible future implementations and developments.

II. LINEAR PARAMETRIC MODEL

For a given training data-set {(xn, yn), n = 1, ..., N} a
linear parameter regression model is defined by:

y(x) = wTφ(x) (1)

where φ(x) is a vector valued function of the input vector x
and w is the weighting parameter. The main concept of linear
model is each input variable in the function is multiplied by an
unknown weighting parameter, and all of the individual terms
are summed to produce the estimated function value. Here the
model is linear in the weighting parameter w not necessarily
linear in x. To determine the parameters we consider a loss
function which is a measure of the discrepancy between the
observed outputs and the linear regression. In the literature the
widely applied loss function for linear parameter regression
model is the sum squared differences method or least squares
method. In the least squares method the unknown parameters
are estimated by minimizing the sum of the squared deviations
between the observed outputs and the estimations under the
linear model. Therefore the loss function can be formulated
as:

L(w) =

N∑
n=1

(
yn −wTφ(xn)

)2
(2)

And the objective is to find the best possible weighting
parameter w that minimize the loss function:

min
w

L(w) (3)



Based on the dimension of the features space of the training
set, the parameter vector w that minimizes L(w) can be
determine by using two widely used learning algorithms.
Algorithm based on Gradient Descent which is an iterative
algorithm, it repeats the equation (4) until convergence and
this algorithm is preferable when the dimension of feature
space is large.

wnew = w − η ∂L(w)

∂w
(4)

where η is the learning rate. Algorithm based on Normal
Equation that compute the parameter vector w analytically
by differentiating L(w) with respect to w, and set to zero.

w =

(
N∑
n=1

φ(xn)φ(xn)T

)−1 N∑
n=1

ynφ(xn) (5)

In linear regression the number of parameters related to
the amount of training data should be considered carefully
and there should be a mechanism to control it. Consider the
problem of predicting y(x) from x. If the prediction function
y(x) uses too few parameters then the fit is not very good and
it is known as underfitting. In the other hand if the prediction
function y(x) uses too many parameters relative to the amount
of training data then y(x) fits the available data but does not
generalize in a good way to predict new data and it is called
overfitting. To overcome the issue of overfitting it is possible
to use two options; the first option is to reduce the number of
features either manually or using a model selection algorithm.
The second one is to use regularizing term to the loss function
L(w) by keeping all the features, but reduce the magnitude of
parameters. To control the overfitting we have to introduce a
complexity penalty term in the loss function. The regularized
loss function is given by:

L(w) =

N∑
n=1

(
yn −wTφ(xn)

)2
−wTλw (6)

where the first term is the model fit term that is used to fit
the data in the model and the second term is the complexity
penalty term that is used to control the overfitting problem.
And where λ is regularization term and we can set it using
cross validation in which we train the parameters with different
settings of λ and the one with the lowest error on the validation
set is selected to learn λ. By differentiating the regularized
loss function with respect to the parameter, we can compute
the optimal w as:

w =

(
N∑
n=1

φ(xn)φ(xn)T − λ

)−1 N∑
n=1

ynφ(xn) (7)

In linear parametric model regression, it is possible to use a
linear combination of non-linear basis function to fit the data.
In case the data has non-trivial behavior over some region in
x, then the the region of x space should be covered densely
with bump type basis functions; this means k basis function
is needed for one dimension space. Therefore; increasing the
dimensionality of the feature space exponentially increases the
basis functions need and this cause computational complexity.
In [1] this problem is addressed by using the covariance

function, or a positive kernel that produces a positive definite
matrix for any inputs x,x′. The classification problem is
similar the regression problem, except that now the values
to be predicted take on only a small number of discrete
values. For binary classification problem given training data
D = {(xn, cn), n = 1, ..., N} in which c ∈ {0, 1}. Starting
from the concept of Linear regression model and reconstruct
the classification model that can satisfy the prediction function
0 ≤ y(xn) ≤ 1. The probability that an input x belongs to
class 1 can be written as;

y(xn) = p(c = 1|x) = f(wTx) (8)

where 0 ≤ f(x) ≤ 1. In [13], f(x) is termed a mean function.
The most used f(x) is the Logistic Function. It can be written
as σ(x) and is given by;

f(x) =
ex

1 + ex
=

1

1 + e−x

In [1] logistic regression model is described as;

p(c = 1|x) = σ(b+ wTx)

where b is bias and w is weighting vector. The line that
separates the area where c = 0 and where c = 1 is the decision
boundary . It is the set of x for which p(c = 1|x) = p(c =
0|x) = 0.5 and is given by the hyperplane, b + wTx = 0. If
b + wTx > 0 the inputs x are classified as 1′s otherwise
they are classified as 0′s. The bias b controls the shift of
the decision boundary and w controls the orientation of the
decision boundary.

Given a data set D, and assuming that each data point are
i.i.d, the logistic regression loss function can be defined using
the principles of maximum likelihood estimation:

p(D|b,w) =

N∏
n=1

p(cn|xn, b,w)p(xn)

=

N∏
n=1

p(c = 1|xn, b,w)c
n

×
(
1− p(c = 1|xn, b,w)

)1−cn
w)p(xn) (9)

Considering the log likelihood of the output class variables
conditioned on the training inputs, the loss function for logistic
regression is given as:

L(w, b) =

N∑
n=1

cn log p(c = 1|xn, b,w)

+ (1− cn)(1− p(c = 1|xn, b,w)) (10)

To learn the parameters weight vector w and the bias b in-order
to have good classification model, numerically it is difficult
to obtain closed form solution to the maximization of log
likelihood L(w, b). Therefore gradient ascent is used to update
weight vector w and the bias b:

wnew = w + η
∂L(w, b)

∂w
, (11)

bnew = b+ η
∂L(w, b)

∂b
(12)



In case the provided data is linearly separable the updated
weights will continue to increase and the classification model
will be overfitted. Just like the regularized linear regression
model regularization technique can be used to avoid this
problem. This can be prevented by adding a penalty term to
the objective function [14]:

L′(w, b) = L(w, b)− αwTw, α > 0 (13)

By considering a non-linear mapping of the inputs x to φ(x),
it is possible to extend the logistic regression method to more
complex non-linear decision boundaries:

p(c = 1|x) = σ(wTφ(x) + b) (14)

The Kernel Trick can be used to address the problem of
computational complexity that can be arise due to the increase
of dimensionality. Support Vector Machines are also a form
of kernel linear classifier that uses more advanced and have
good generalization performance [15]. in the next section we
will briefly discuss about the Bayesian model.

A. Bayesian Model

Considering regression with additive Gaussian noise η,
η ∼ N (η|0, σ2), and give observed data D = {(xi, yi), i =
1, ..., N}, where the input-output pair (xi, yi) are independent
and identically distributed, given all parameters and assume
that the output is generated with out noise from a model
h(x; w), where the parameters w are unknown. The final
output y is generated by addition of noise η to h(x; w):

y = h(x; w) + η, h(x; w) = wTφ(x) (15)

Since the considered noise is Gaussian distributed, the proba-
bility of generating y from input x is formulated as:

p(y|w,x, σ2) = N (y|wTφ(x), σ2)

= |2πσ2|−1/2exp

(
− 1

2σ2
[y −wTφ(x)]2

)
(16)

The likelihood function which is the probability of generating
the data given all parameters is:

p(D|w, σ2) =

N∏
i=1

p(yi|w,xi, σ2)p(xi) (17)

In the above equation note that the likelihood function
is only a density over the output yi, and it is because the
model is conditional and the input point x is available at
prediction. The estimate for w can be found with maximum
likelihood estimation,w′ = argmax

(
p(D|w, σ2)

)
but if w is

high-dimensional as compared to the number of data points
N the maximum likelihood estimation will have problems
of overfitting and also the distributions of the parameters is
not specified.The Bayesian linear model uses the prior weight
distributions, p(w), to measure knowledge of each parameters.
The posterior weight distribution of w, after having seen the
data, is given by:

p(w|D,σ2) =
p(D,w|σ2)

p(D|σ2)
=
p(D|w, σ2)p(w)

p(D|σ2)
(18)

where p(D|σ2) =
∫
p(D,w|σ2)dw, the above expression is

known as Bayes formula and Bayesian apply this formula to
insure coherent and consistent inference.

The posterior quantifies the uncertainty in w given the data
and define a region that w lies in with high confidence. Using
the likelihood function and the Gaussian noise assumption the
log-posterior weight distribution is:

log p(w|D,σ2) = − 1

2σ2

N∑
i=1

[yi −wTφ(xi)]2

+ log p(w)− N

2
log σ2 + constant (19)

In equation (19) the regularizing term that used in linear
model is embedded in the prior weight distribution p(w). The
posterior weight distribution depends on the prior distribution,
in [14] a natural weight prior distribution is used as:

p(w|α) = N (w|0, α−1I) =

(
α

2π

) d
2

e−
α
2 wTw (20)

where α = 1
σ2
w

is the inverse variance and d is the dimension
of the weight w. The posterior distribution can be written as:

log p(w|D,σ2) = − 1

2σ2

N∑
i=1

[yi −wTφ(xi)]2

−α
2

wTw + constant (21)

The posterior weight distribution is described hyperparameter
set Λ, where Λ = {α, σ2} which are parameters that deter-
mine the prior distribution and the Gaussian noise respectively.
Parameters that determine the functions can also be included
in the hyperparameter set. With a Gaussian prior and Gaussian
noise assumption, the posterior is also a Gaussian distribution
with covariance C and mean m:

p(w|D,Λ) = N (w|m,C) (22)

The covariance and mean of the posterior is described as:

C =

(
αI +

1

σ2

N∑
i=1

φ(xi)φT (xi)

)−1
(23)

m =
1

σ2
C

N∑
i=1

yiφ(xi) (24)

By using the posterior distribution it is now possible to
describe the mean prediction for an input x as:

h̄(x) ≡
∫
h(x; w)p(w|D,Λ)dw = mTφ(x) (25)

In the same procedure the variance of the estimated clean
function h(x; w) is given by:

V ar
(
h(x)

)
=

〈
[wTφ(x)]2

〉
− h̄(x)2 = φT(x)Cφ(x) (26)

Note that V ar
(
h(x)

)
depends only on the input variables.

Since the additive noise is η ∼ N (η|0, σ2); the variance
prediction or the variance of the noisy output for an input
x is given by:

V ar
(
y(x)

)
= V ar

(
h(x)

)
+ σ2 (27)



Therefore; the primary parameters w and hyperparameters
Λ = {α, σ2} are useful in organizing a problem into a chain of
tasks. Consider generating the data: to begin with, set hyperpa-
rameters, then estimate the parameters given hyperparameters,
then estimate data given all parameters. Such progressive
models are a Bayesian response to the obvious problem of
specifying models and priors which are ambiguous using
hard model assumptions and concise distribution families
with clear semantics like the Gaussian. The hyperparameter
posterior distribution is defined as p(Λ|D) ∝ p(D|Λ)p(Λ)
and the optimal Λ′ is estimated by maximum a posteriori
(MAP) approximation. By marginalizing over the parameters
the predictive distribution can be described as:

p(D|Λ) =

∫
p(D|Λ,w)p(w|D,Λ)dw (28)

The quantity p(D|Λ) is called marginal likelihood. The empir-
ical Bayes estimate of hyperparameters Λ can be also obtained
as a maximum of marginal likelihood p(D|Λ) and this method
of setting hyperparameters is known as ’ML-II’ [16]. An
advantageous computational technique to a find the maximum
of marginal likelihood is to interpret the w as inactive variables
and apply the Expectation Maximization (EM) algorithm and
it is also possible to use the Gradient approach for the
hyperparameter optimization [14]. The best hyperparameters
at explaining the training data are those founded by ML-II.
Fundamentally, this is not quite the same as those that are
best for prediction. Therefore, in practice it is reasonable to
set hyperparameters also by validation techniques that is to set
hyperparameters by minimal prediction error on a validation
set and also to set hyperparameters by their likelihood on a
validation set [16].

B. Gaussian Process Regression Model

So far in Bayesian learning applications the knowledge
about prior weight distribution is the information that the
model depends on to make the prediction. However the knowl-
edge about the true latent method behind the data generation
process is limited and this is a big problem. For the prior, there
are an many infinite set of possible distributions to consider,
but the problem is how to deal with the computationally com-
plexity of the infinite dimensionality. Most applied solution
is to use Gaussian process prior to inference of continuous
values. The main advantage of the Gaussian processes is
that the mathematical smoothness properties of the functions
are well understood, giving confidence in the modeling the
prediction. We will give the definition of Gaussian process
and the we will implement Gaussian process for regression.

Definition 2.3.1 (Gaussian Process) A Gaussian Process
is a collection of random variables with the property that
the joint distribution of any of its subset is joint Gaussian
distribution.

This means that there should be a consistency, it also can be
termed as a marginalization property. We assume that X ⊂ <n
and h(x) : X 7→ < where x ∈ X The Gaussian process is
described by a mean function m(x; θ) which is parameterized
by θ and covariance function Cov(x,x′;β) which is the spatial
dependence between any two points and parameterized by β,

there is detailed explanation in [6] [17]. Therefore a Gaussian
process h(x) is defined as:

h(.) ∼ GP(m(.; θ), Cov(., .;β)) (29)

m(x; θ) := E[f(x)] : X 7→ < (30)

Cov(x,x′;β) := E[(h(x)−m(x; θ))(h(x′)−m(x′; θ))] : X×X 7→ <
(31)

Equation (29) tells that the function h is distributed as a
Gaussian process with mean function m(x) and covariance
function Cov(x,x′;β). We need to fix the mean and the
covariance function in order to define an individual Gaussian
Process.

1) Prior Information: Most of the time, there is no prior
knowledge about the mean function, m(x) of a given Gaus-
sian Process because GP is a linear combination of random
variables with normal Distribution and this assumed to be
zero [18] this means that our initial best predict for the
function output at any input is zero. But if there is enough
information about the process to be modeled the mean function
should be different from zero, we can apply a non-zero
constant mean function for all inputs. First, let’s consider
the case where there is noise free observations, our training
data is given by D = (X,Y) where y = [Y1, ..., YN ]T ,
X = {xn = [xn,1, ..., xn,d]

T ;n = 1, ..., N} and h(x) is a
latent function with value hn = h(xn),h = [h1, ..., hN ]T .
To model the observations, we put prior information on the
function. The Gaussian process prior over our function h(x)
shows that any group of function values h, with an input
variable X, have a multivariate Gaussian distribution:

p(h |X, β) = N(h |0,Kx,x), (32)

where Kx,x is the covariance matrix. The covariance function
generates the covariance matrix, [Kx,x]i,j = k(xi,xj |θ), and
this describes the correlation between different points in the
process. We can choose any type of covariance function under
one condition and that is the covariance matrices produced
should be symmetric and positive semi-definite (vT Kx,x v ≥
0,∀v ∈ <n). A common example of covariance function is
the squared exponential which is used widely:

Cov(h(xi), h(xj)) = kSE(xi,xj |β)

= α exp
(
−

d∑
l=1

(xi,l − xj,l)2/2γ2
l

)
. (33)

where β = [α, γ1, ..., γd]. Here, α and γl are known as the
hyperparameters, where, γl is the length-scale,that controls
the degree of change in correlation as the distance increases
in the direction l, and α is the scaling parameter. Note that
most of the time, the performance of Gaussian Process can
be considerably influenced by the selection of parameters.
Other common covariance functions are discussed in detail by
[19]. Later, on this chapter we will see some of the common
covariance functions and the way to select the best one. In the
next subsection, we will see the Gaussian process inference
mechanism with and with out noisy observations.



2) Inference: If we want to predict the values h∗ at new
input X∗. The joint prior distribution for latent variables h
and h∗ is given by:[

h
h∗

]
|X,X∗, β ∼ N

(
0,

[
Kx,x Kx,x*

Kx*,x Kx*,x*

])
, (34)

Where Kx,x = k(X,X|β), Kx,x* = k(X,X∗|β) , Kx*,x =
k(X∗,X|β)and Kx*,x* = k(X∗,X∗|β). Here, the covariance
function k(·, ·) denotes also vector and matrix valued functions
k(x,X) : <d × <d×n → <1×n, and k(X,X) : <d×n ×
<d×n → <n×n. From the definition of Gaussian process the
marginal distribution of h∗ is p(h∗|X∗, β) = N(h∗|0,Kx*,x*)
which is the same with equation (32). The posterior distri-
bution over functions can be obtained by limiting the joint
prior distribution to contain those functions that consider the
observed data points and we can perform that by applying
conditional probability concept on the joint Gaussian prior
distribution. Therefore, the conditional distribution of h∗ given
h is expressed as:

h∗|h,X,X∗, β ∼ N(Kx*,x K-1
x,x h,Kx*,x* −Kx*,x K-1

x,x Kx,x* ),
(35)

Where the mean and covariance of the conditional dis-
tribution are functions of input vector X∗ and X. We
can generalizes the above distribution to Gaussian pro-
cess with mean function m(X∗|β) = k(X∗,X|β) K-1

x,x h
and covariance function k(X∗,X∗′|β) = k(X∗,X∗′|β) −
k(X∗,X|β) K-1

x,x k(X,X∗′|β). The conditional distribution of
the latent function h(x∗) is define by the above mean and
covariance functions.

Now let’s consider noisy observations, our training data
is D = {X,Y} where Y = h(x) + η and Y =
[Y1, ..., YN ]T , are set of noisy observations and X = {xn =
[xn,1, ..., xn,d]

T ;n = 1, ..., N} are inputs. We assume that
each component in the set of observations Y are a sample from
a Gaussian distribution, that is the value of the observations
affected by Gaussian noise η ∼ N(0, σ2

N ), since there are no
assumptions taken about the distributions of the observations,
it is better to take it as Gaussian Processes. The prior on
the noisy observations will be changed and based on [6] the
covariannce function becomes;

Cov(Yi, Yj) = k(xi,xj) + σ2
Nδij = Kx,x +σ2

NI (36)

Where δij is Kronecker delta function which is equal to 1 if the
variables are equal, and 0 otherwise. And the hyperparameters
of the covariance function will include the variance of the
noise σ2

N which will be β = [γl, ..., γd, α, σ
2
N ]. The Bayes’

theorem is the main foundation of the Bayesian inference that
involves the conditional probability of the latent function and
parameters after observing our data, which is known as the
posterior distribution. All information about the latent function
and parameters are included in our posterior distribution, since
our model transfer all the information from our training data.
It is difficult to compute the posterior distribution but we can
use approximation techniques to approximate it. Therefore
the conditional posterior of the latent variables given the
parameters is given by:

p(h |D, β) =
p(Y |h,X, σ2

N )p(h |,X, β)∫
p(Y |h,X, σ2

N )p(h |X, β)dh
, (37)

We can marginalize the conditional posterior over the param-
eters to get the marginal posterior distribution, and can be
written as;

p(h |D) =

∫
p(h |D, β)p(β|D)dβ (38)

We can follow the same steps to find the posterior predictive
distribution by computing the conditional posterior predictive
distribution, p(h∗|D, β,x∗), and marginalizing it over the
parameters. The marginal predictive posterior distribution is
given by:

p(h∗ |D) =

∫
p(h∗|D, β,x∗)p(β|D)dβ (39)

Given the above information, to predict h∗ given the new
input x∗ we need to define joint distribution. From equation
(34) that is the joint prior distribution, we can define the joint
distribution of the observation and the function value at the
new test inputs using the prior information as:[

Y
h∗

]
∼ N

(
0,

[
Kx,x +σ2

NI Kx,x*

Kx*,x Kx*,x*

])
(40)

The main task in the regression process is to estimate the
mean value and the variance of h∗. Our first interest is to de-
termine conditional distribution of h∗ given the observed data
or the posterior predictive distribution and we can represent it
as:

h∗|D,β,x∗ ∼ GP
(
mp(x∗), Covp(x∗,x∗′)

)
(41)

where the mean value of the prediction and the covariance of
the prediction are given respectively as:

mp(x∗) = E[h∗|D, β,x∗] = k(x∗,X)(Kx,x +σ2
N I)−1 Y (42)

kp(x∗,x∗′) = k(x∗,x∗′)− k(x∗,X)(Kx,x +σ2
N I)−1k(X,x∗′) (43)

Therefore, our best estimate for h∗ is given by the mean of
the prediction mp(x∗) and the uncertainty of our estimation
is described by the covariance of the prediction. We can
conclude that the mean is described as linear combination of
the observations Y and covariance depends only in the inputs.

There is no closed form that can represent the predictive
posterior distribution p(h∗|D, β,x∗), but we can approximate
the predictive mean and covariance functions, by approximat-
ing the posterior mean and covariance functions. The denom-
inator of equation (37) is known as the marginal likelihood
p(Y |X, β) which is integration of the likelihood function
p(Y |h,X, σ2

N ) ∼ N(h, σ2
NI) over the prior function values

p(h |X, β) gives the marginal likelihood and this is known as
marginalization. The marginal likelihood is given as:

p(Y |X, β) =

∫
p(Y |h,X, σ2

N )p(h |X, β)dh (44)

In the Gaussian process model the, we assume that the prior
is Gaussian, h |X, β ∼ N(0,Kx,x), for simplicity we can use
logarithm arithmetic:

log p(h |X, β) = −1

2
hTKx,x

−1 h−1

2
log |Kx,x | −

n

2
log2π (45)



Therefore, to compute the integration over h we can apply the
method used in [6] and the result of the log marginal likelihood
is given by:

log p(Y |X, β) = −1

2
YT(Kx,x +σ2

NI)−1 Y,

− 1

2
log |Kx,x +σ2

NI| − n

2
log(2π) (46)

Since both the prior and the likelihood are Gaussian, we
can have exact inference, but if the prior and the likelihood
are not Gaussian the integration in equation (44) could be
intractable. When the likelihood is not Gaussian we have
to approximate the marginal likelihood. We can use Laplace
and EP approximation to approximate the marginal likelihood,
there is more detail in [20] [21].

In equation (46), there are different terms that have
different impact on the marginal likelihood. The first
term, − 1

2 YT(Kx,x +σ2
NI)−1 Y, involves the observations

Y, and it is known as the data-fit term, the second term
− 1

2 log |Kx,x +σ2
NI|, only depends on the covariance matrix,

which is similar to the regularization term used in linear
regression, and it is used as penalty term for the complexity
[6]. It is simple to make predictions of new test points,
if we know the covariance function, since it only depends
on the ability to solve matrix calculation. But in real life
practical applications it is difficult to apprehend what kind of
covariance function to use for the problem in hand. Therefore,
the performance of our regression model will depend on
goodness of the selected parameters of the chosen covariance
function [22]. As we describe it before that β is the set
of hyperparameters used in the given covariance function.
Assume the given covariance function is squared exponential
function with noisy observations which is the combination of
equation (33) and equation (36) and it is given by:

Cov(h(xi), h(xj)) = kSE(xi,xj |β), (47)

= α exp
(
−

d∑
l=1

(xi,l − xj,l)2

2γ2
l

)
+ σ2

Nδij .

where γl is the length-scale, α the signal variance and σN the
noise variance. And β = [γ1, ..., γd, α, σN ] are the set of hy-
perparameters. The main task after we choose the covariance
function is to assign an appropriate values to the hyperparam-
eters that can suit in the covariance function. The distance in
input space before the function value can change considerably
is characterized by length-scale. If the length-scale is short the
predictive variance can change fast away from the data points,
therefore the predictions will have low correlation between
each other. The signal variance can be termed as the vertical
length-scale. Since the noise that affects the process is random,
we don’t expect to have correlation between different inputs,
therefore we can only find the noise variance on the diagonals
of the covariance matrix. The empirical search approach
for assigning the suitable values for each parameters is not
sufficient enough. Additionally, someone can choose complex
covariance function based on the problem in hand, therefore, in
this case the number of hyperparameters needed can be large.
Therefore, to set the hyperparameters we have to find the set

of parameters that maximizes the marginal likelihood. Recall
equation (46) and since the likelihood function or our noise
model is Gaussian distributed, p(Y |h,X, β) ∼ N(h, σ2

NI)
and after marginalizing over the latent variables the marginal
likelihood is given as p(Y |X, β) ∼ N(Y |0,Kx,x +σ2

NI).
Therefore, the log marginal likelihood is written as:

log p(Y |X, β) = −1

2
YT K−1 Y−1

2
log |K | − n

2
log(2π) (48)

Where K = Kx,x +σ2
NI, to set our hyperparameters first we

have to put a prior information p(β) for our hyperparameters,
then by using the maximum a posterior (MAP) estimation we
can compute β̃ that maximising the log hyper-posterior [23]
or we can compute β̃ that minimizes the negative log hyper-
posterior. The hyper-posterior is defined as p(β|Y,X) ∝
p(Y |X, β)p(β) and the MAP estimation is given by:

β̃ = argmax
β

log p(β|Y,X),

= argmin
β

[− log p(Y |X, β)− log p(β)] . (49)

Therefore, by setting the hyperparameters using the MAP
estimation we specify our Gaussian Process model. In other
words, to train the hyperparameters we need to compute the
partial derivatives of the marginal likelihood with respect to
the hyperparameters, β, in order find the hyperparameters that
maximize the marginal likelihood or minimize the negative
marginal likelihood . Using equation (48) and by applying the
matrix derivatives described in [6], we have:

∂

∂βi
log p(Y |X, β) =

1

2
YT K−1

∂K

∂βi
K−1 Y−1

2
tr
(

K−1
∂K

∂βi

)
(50)

After this approximation, the values of the parameter are
given to the posterior distribution, and the marginal predictive
posterior distribution in equation (39) is approximated as
p(h∗ |D) ≈ p(h∗ |D, β̃). Both the log marginal likelihood,
and its approximations, are differentiable with respect to
the hyperparameters [6]. This implies that, the log posterior
is also differentiable, that permit us to use gradient based
optimization. Gradient descent is widely used technique to
find the set of optimal hyperparameters that maximize the log
marginal likelihood. A detail discussion about the techniques
used to estimate values for hyperparameters can be found in
[6] [22]. In the next subsection, we will discuss about the
types of covariance function widely implemented in Gaussian
process applications.

3) Covariance Functions for GP: The covariance function
is the main building block of the Gaussian process, since it
contains the assumptions about the function which we want to
model. Therefore, in this section we will discuss some popular
covariance functions that are used in Gaussian process and we
will define the covariance function used in our algorithm. A
covariance function , also called a kernel, kernel function, or
covariance kernel, is a positive-definite function of two inputs
x and x′. When we select a specific covariance function,
we are selecting the property of the solution function, that
means we select if our solution functions should be smooth,
linear, periodic and polynomial. If we want to totally change



Cov[f(x), f(x′)] = k(x,x′)

k(xN ,xN ) =


Cov(x1,x1) Cov(x1,x2) . . . Cov(x1,xn)
Cov(x2,x1) Cov(x2,x2) . . . Cov(x2,xn)

...
...

. . .
...

Cov(xn,x1) Cov(xn,x2) . . . Cov(xn,xn)

 ∈ <N×N (51)

k(x∗,xN ) = E[f(x∗)f(xN )] ∈ <d ×<d×N → <1×N

the algorithm’s functionality, then we just have to change
the covariance function we used before. Additionally, infer-
ring distributions over the hyperparameters of the covariance
function, we can also understand the property of the data
we have, properties including rate of variation, smoothness
and periodicity. To define the prior covariance between any
two function values in Gaussian process models Kernel is
used. The covariance matrix is generated from the covariance
function and it should be symmetric positive semi-definite
matrix, vT K v ≥ 0,∀v ∈ <n, see equation (51).

There are different type of covariance function used in
Gaussian process, and we have to select the covariance
function carefully because some covariance function may not
be good choice based upon the process being observed or
the training data we have on hand. The covariance function
describes which functions are possibly under the Gaussian
process and which holds the generalization properties of the
model. We can construct a new covariance function from other
covariance function by using different techniques like addition
of kernels, product of kernels, exponent of kernels, etc. For
better understanding of different kernel function families and
the kinds of structures representable by Gaussian process we
will make kernel implementation on a some of prior functions
by using some frequently used kernel functions. For every
implementation of covariance functions there are different set
of assumptions considered based upon the function or process
we want to model. For instance, applying square exponential
covariance function infers that the function we are modeling
has infinitely many derivatives. There are many different alter-
natives of local kernel like the squared exponential covariance
function, but each will encode somewhat different assumptions
about the smoothness of the function to be modeled. Covari-
ance Function parameters: Each covariance function contains
many parameters that describes the properties of the covari-
ance function like, variability and the shape of the covariance
function. These parameters are also known as hyperparameters
since they are describing a distribution over function rather
than describing directly a function. For example, we can see
the parameters of squared exponential covariance function, the
length-scale l, which controls the correlation scale in the input
and defines the width of the kernel and the magnitude or
scaling parameter σ2 , which governs the overall variability
of the function. Stationary Covariance Function: A covariance
function is stationary if it is translation invariant in the input
space, that means these covariance function depends on the
separation between the two input points x−x′. This indicates

that even if we interchange all the x input values by the same
scale, the probability of observing the dataset will remain the
same, therefore they are invariant to translation in our input
space. we can mention an Isotropic kernels as examples of
stationary covariance function. If a kernel is only a function
of the norm of the distance between the inputs, ‖x−x′‖,
and not in their direction, we call this Isotropic covariance
function. In contrast,a non-stationary covariance function is a
kernel that vary with translation, which means if our input
points are moved, the equivalent Gaussian process model will
give us totally different predictions even all the covariance
function parameters remains the same, these functions vary
with translation. Linear covariance function is one example of
non-stationary covariance function. Another way to represent
covariance function of a stationary process is using Bochner’s
theorem [24] [25] that uses Fourier transform of positive finite
measure.
Theorem 2.2. (Bochner) A complex-valued function k on RB
is the covariance function of a weakly stationary mean square
continuous complex-valued random process on RB if and only
if it can be represented as:

k(τ) =

∫
RB

e2πiS.τdβ(S) (52)

where β is a positive finite measure.
If the positive finite measure β has a density S(s), then we

call S the power spectrum or specteral density of k and of
course both k and s are Fourier dual [26]. This means that
the property of the stationarity of the covariance function is
governed by the spectral density and this is due to the more
interpretability of spectral density than covariance function. If
we apply Fourier transform of a stationary covariance function,
the obtained spectral density indicates the distribution of
support for many frequencies.

k(τ) =

∫
S(s)e2πiS.τds (53)

S(s) =

∫
k(τ)e2πiS.τdτ (54)

The stationarity property has an important inductive bias, as
we will discuss it in the next sections the most common co-
variance functions like squared exponential, rational quadratic
and Matérn covariance functions are examples of isotropic
stationary kernels. In the next section we will discuss about
the squared exponential, Matern, neural network, rational
quadratic, periodic and linear covariance functions. We will
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Fig. 4: SE Covariance Function with three different settings of length
scale
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Fig. 5: Random Sample Functions drawn from Gaussian Process with
Squared Exponential Covariance Function, for different values of `
and with σse = 1.

see the covariance functions with some prior functions on one
dimensional case, this makes the understanding much easy. We
will plot the covariance function k(xi,xj) and the function
f(x) sampled from Gaussian process prior.

Squared Exponential Covariance Function: The Square
exponential covariance function is also called radial basis
function (RBF) and it is probably the most widely-used
covariance function within the kernel machines field [6]. This
covariance function is known for its infinitely differentiable
property, which implies that the Gaussian process with this
specific covariance function includes mean square derivatives
of all possible orders, and due to this it is very smooth.

k(xi,xj) = σ2
se exp

(
− |xi − xj |

2

2`2

)
(55)

The length scale ` controls the correlation between the inputs
and the variance of the function σ2

se governs the overall vari-
ability of the function. Figures 4 and 5 illustrates the squared
exponential covariance function with respect the separation
between the inputs with different length scale and the random
sample functions drawn from Gaussian process with these
covariance function

Rational Quadratic Covariance Function: The squared ex-
ponential covariance function considers that the inputs are
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changing only at one specific length scale, but in reality the
inputs could change on different scales. In [27], they showed
that the variance on returns on equity indices includes patterns
that change over different scales. Therefore, to model the
unpredictability of the equity index returns, It is be reasonable
to use a sum of squared exponential covariance function
that have different length scales learned from the data set.
Therefore we can define the rational quadratic covariance
function as a combination of infinite sum of squared expo-
nential covariance function that have different length scales.
The rational quadratic covariance function can be expressed
as:

k(xi,xj) =

(
1 +

(xi − xj)2

2α`2

)−α
(56)

The rational quadratic covariance function is proposed to
model multi scale inputs. Figures 6 and 7 illustrates the
rational quadratic covariance function with respect the distance
between the inputs and functions drawn from Gaussian process
with rational quadratic covariance function with different
values of α and when α approaches to infinity the rational
quadratic covariance function becomes square exponential
covariance function.



Neural Network Covariance Function: The neural net-
work covariance function is possibly the most outstanding
contribution for Gaussian process researches in the research
community. The Bayesian models do not suffer with overfitting
problem, thus Neal in [28] proposed that we should use more
expressive models which have better capability of describing
the complicated real world physical process. The data set we
have could also be helpful for improving the modelling per-
formance even if we have more expressive model. Therefore,
in [28] Neal followed the limits of large models, and indicated
that Bayesian neural network becomes a Gaussian process
with neural network covariance function when the number
of the units becomes infinity. Williams and Rasmussen [4]
was inspired by this observation to explore Gaussian process
models. A nonstationary neural network covariance function
is given as:

k(xi,xj) =
2

π
sin−1

(
2x̂T

iΣnkx̂j
(1 + 2x̂T

iΣnkx̂i)(1 + 2x̂T
jΣnkx̂j)

)
(57)

Where x̂ = (1, x1, . . . , xB)T is the input vector increased
with 1 and Σnk = diag(σ2

0 , σ
2
1 , . . . , σ

2
B) is a diagonal weight

prior, where σ2
0 is a variance for bias parameter governing the

function offset from the origin. The variances for the weight
parameters are σ2

1 , . . . , σ
2
B , and with small values for weights,

the neural network covariance function gives smooth and rigid
functions. If the values for the weight variance are large, the
covariance function produces more flexible functions.

Periodic Covariance Function: There are many real world
processes that shows periodic behavior and we can model this
kind of systems with periodic covariance function. Periodic
covariance function can be written as:

k(xi,xj) = σp exp
(
− 2

`2
sin2(π

xi−xj
p

)
)

(58)

Where the parameter ` controls the smoothness of the function
and p governs the inverse length of the periodicity. Most of
the time periodic covariance function is useful in mixture
with other covariance function like squared exponential and
rational quadratic covariance function. Figures 8 and 9 shows
the periodic covariance function with respect to the distance
between the inputs and the random sample function drawn
from Gaussian process.

Matérn Covariance Function: The Matérn Covariance func-
tion is also one of the most used covariance function next
to square exponential covariance function. Even if square
exponential covariance function is the most used one but
its strong smoothness assumptions are not more realistic to
model many real world physical processes and in [25] Stein
recommends the Matérn class to model real physical process.
The Matérn class of covariance functions is given by:

k(xi,xj) = σ2
m

21−ν

Γ(ν)

(√
2ν|xi−xj |

`

)ν
Kν

(√
2ν|xi−xj |

`

)
(59)

The parameter ν controls the smoothness of the function, and
Kν is a modified Bessel function [29]. The most implemented
Matérn covariance functions are the cases when ν = 3/2 and
ν = 5/2, we can write the two cases as:

0

Fig. 8: Periodic covariance Function with respect the distance be-
tween the inputs p = 4, each with the length-scale ` = 1 and σp = 2,

Fig. 9: Random Sample Functions drawn from Gaussian Process with
each of these Periodic Covariance Function.

kν=3/2(xi,xj) = σ2
m

(
1 +

√
3|xi−xj |

`

)
exp

(
−
√

3|xi−xj |
`

)
,

(60)

kν=5/2(xi,xj) = σ2
m

(
1 +

√
5|xi−xj |

`
+

5|xi−xj |2

3`

)
× exp

(
−
√

5|xi−xj |
`

)
. (61)

The Matérn covariance function depends on the parameter
ν and it changes its behavior based on the values of ν.
For example, exponential covariance function k(xi,xj) =

exp(
−|xi−xj |

` ) is generated when ν = 1/2. In recent research
[30] , it was discovered that the Matérn covariance function has
better performance than the squared exponential covariance
function on data set with high dimensional inputs, for all
inputs x ∈ RB , B >> 1. This improved performance is
achieved due to the Matérn covariance function avoids a
’concentration of measure’ effect in high dimensions. Figures
10 and 11 illustrates the form of the Matérn covariance
function with respect to the separation between the input and
random sample functions drawn from Gaussian process with
Matérn covariance function for different values of ν.



Fig. 10: Matérn covariance Function with three different settings of
ν, each with the length-scale ` = 1,This figure is reproduced from
Rasmussen and Williams book [6].

Fig. 11: Random Sample Functions drawn from Gaussian Process
with each of these Matérn Covariance Function. This figure is
reproduced from Rasmussen and Williams book [6].

C. Loss Function In Regression

There are a number of distortion measuring criterion used
in regression using Gaussian process, but here we will discuss
some of them. We will discuss about the widely used criterion
like Mean Square Error (MSE), Root Mean Square Error
(RMSE) and their normalization.

1) Mean Square Error (MSE): Mean square error (MSE) is
one of the most used error measure techniques for estimation
processes. It simply measures the average of the different
between the predicted value and the observed values. Mean
square error(MSE) is written as;

MSE = E[(h∗−h̃
∗
)2]

MSE =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(h∗−h̃
∗
)2

(62)

Where h∗ is the spatial random process at any location x∗

and h̃
∗

is the predicted value.
2) Root Mean Square Error (RMSE): The Root Mean

Square Error (RMSE) is also one of the commonly used
measure of the differences between predicted values and the
observed values and it helps to combine these differences

into a single measure of predictive power. The Root Mean
Square Error (RMSE) of a prediction model with respect to
the predicted values h̃

∗
is expressed as the square root of the

mean squared error:

RMSE =
√
MSE

RMSE =

√∑N
i=1(h∗−h̃

∗
)2

N

(63)

Where h∗ is the spatial random process at any location x∗

and h̃
∗

is the predicted value.
3) Normalization: For comparison with different scales it

is very important to normalizing the MSE or RMSE. In the
literature there is no constant means of normalization term
used, but there are two common approaches most applied
normalization term, these are normalizing over the mean of
the observed values and normalizing over the range of the
observed values.

Normalized MSE (NMSE):
• Normalizing Over the mean

NMSE =
MSE

h∗
(64)

• Normalizing Over the range

NMSE =
MSE

h∗max−h∗min
(65)

Normalized RMSE (NRMSE):
• Normalizing Over the mean

NMSE =
RMSE

h∗
(66)

• Normalizing Over the range

NMSE =
RMSE

h∗max−h∗min
(67)

III. SYSTEM MODEL: SENSOR NETWORK

The model of the physical phenomenon observed by the
sensor network is considered to be a Gaussian random field
with a spatial correlation structure. The Gaussian processes
model we consider assumes that the special filed observed by
the sensors network is a noisy observation where the noise
is independent and identically distributed Gaussian Noise. A
general system model have been considered in which a sensors
network are deployed in one room. The measurements from
the sensors is collected in real time by the fusion center in
order to make an estimate of the spatial phenomenon at any
point of interest in the room space. Here we will discuss
all the considered assumption of the proposed system model,
the sensors network observation. We may have a source of
electromagnetic fields from different directions and the field
intensity captured by the sensors may vary. For that reason we
Consider a random spatial phenomenon to be observed over
a two dimensional space X ∈ <2 in the measurement room.
We modeled our system as a Gaussian process since we want
the average response of our conditional method to be smooth
and persistent spatial function h(.):

h(x) ∼ GP(m(x), Cov(x,x′)) (68)



We have used 9 sensors in our measurement room which is 2
- dimensional space X ∈ <2 and the location of the sensors is
represented by xn ∈ X, where n = {1, ..., 9}. We have also
assume that the observation from each sensor is corrupted by
independent and identically distributed Gaussian noise:

Yn = h(xn) + ηn (69)

where the noise assumption, Gaussian noise is η ∼ N(0, σ2
η).

Therefore the measurement from each sensor is noisy obser-
vation.

A. Mean Function

Most of the time when Gaussian process is implemented
the mean function is consider as zero mean to indicate that
we do not have any knowledge about the function output at
any input, but it would be better to include a mean function
if we have some prior information about the behavior of the
function output. In this thesis since we are working on spatial
reconstruction of electromagnetic fields we extract some infor-
mation from their properties. The intensity of electromagnetic
fields observed by the sensors is inversely proportional to the
square of the separation between the positions of the source
and sensors. This implies that the EM fields observed by the
nearest sensor to the source have higher intensity relative
to the distant sensors, the EM fields intensity will decay
with distance. We include this information to our model by
considering a mean function for the proposed Gaussian process
and this increases the expressiveness of our dataset. In many
applications it is common to use deterministic mean function
that can be applied by fixing a mean function, but to define
a fixed mean function is difficult in practical applications.
Therefore, it will be more advantageous if we can define some
basis functions with their standard coefficients and learn the
coefficients from our dataset. For the proposed algorithm we
consider a mean function that is defined by weighted sum of
few fixed basis function g.

m = g(x)
T

Ω (70)

where g(x) are some fixed basis functions and Ω are the
weighting coefficient, they are an additional parameters of the
mean function to be learned from the dataset. Modeling of the
latent process is assumed as a sum of the considered mean
function and a zero mean Gaussian process.

h(x) = g(x)
T

Ω + f(x)

h(x) = g(x)
T

Ω + GP(0,K) (71)

where f(x) is a zero mean Gaussian process, K = Kx,x +σ2
ηI.

From the concept of electromagnetic wave propagation path
loss the intensity observed by the sensors is described by:

Pr ∼ Ped
−2 (72)

Based on the equation (72), we define the basis function to
consider this relation on our mean function and are represented
by:

g(x) =
1

1 + d(x,xs)2
(73)

d(x,xs) =
√

(x1 − xs1)2 + (x2 − xs2)2.

where x = [x1, x2]
T

is the location of the sensors, xs =

[xs1, xs2]
T

is the location of the source and d(x,xs) is the
distance between the sensors and source. This basis function
ensures that we will have a maximum electromagnetic fields
intensity at the source location and this is the prior information
that we want to include in our algorithm to enhance its
prediction performance.

The idea is to learn the weighting coefficient from our
data, so we can have a good representation of the parameters
using the specified dataset. To do so, first we assumed a
prior on the coefficient Ω to be Gaussian distributed with
a mean and variance, Ω ∼ N(a,A). To fit our model, we
implement optimization over the parameters of Ω together
with the hyperparameters of our covariance function. Using
the concept of marginalization we can integrate out the weight
parameters and the prior for our latent function h is also
another Gaussian process with a specified mean and covariance
function:

h(x) ∼ GP(g(x)
T

a,K + g(x)
T

A g(x)) (74)

From the consider mean function now we have an additional
contribution in the covariance function that is related to the
uncertainty in the parameters of our mean function. Therefore,
we obtain the predictive equation by using the mean and
covariance function of our latent prior h(x) in the predictive
equation of zero mean Gaussian process equation (41), and it
is given by:

m(x∗) = G∗Ω̄ + K∗
T

K−1(Y−G
T

Ω̄) = E[f∗] + R
T

Ω̄ (75)

Cov(h∗) = Cov(f∗) + R
T

(A−1 + G K−1 G
T

)R (76)

Ω̄ = (A−1 + G K−1 G
T

)−1(A−1a + G K−1 Y)

R = G∗ −G K−1 K∗

G =


g1(x)
g2(x)

...
gk(x)


where G is a matrix that combines all the vectors of g(x) for
all the datasets and G∗ for all test points, Ω̄ is the mean of
the weighting parameters and it has a trade-off between the
data and the prior information, and our predictive mean is the
sum of mean linear output and the prediction of zero mean
Gaussian process.

B. Model Selection and Hyperparameter Learning

In many practical applications, it is not easy problem to
specify all characteristics of the covariance function with hav-
ing any problem. However some properties like stationarity of
the covariance function is not complicated to understand from
the setting, we have a tendency to usually have only uncertain
information regarding additional properties, for instance the
value of the hyper-parameters. In section II-B3, we have
discussed about many examples of covariance functions, with



different and large numbers of parameters. Furthermore, the
precise form and the free parameters of the likelihood function
might be unknown. Therefore, to optimize the advantage of
Gaussian process for practical application there should be
approaches that overcome the problem of the model selection.
Mainly the problem of model selection includes the selection
of the functional arrangement of the covariance function and
the suitable values of the hyperparameters of the covariance
function. We have to make decision about every detail of
our specification in order to model for our practical tool.
From many covariance function families that are available
like, squared exponential, Matérn, Rational Quadratic it is not
an easy task to select on that can interpret the dataset we
have on hand. Each covariance function families have many
free hyperparameters and we need to determine their values.
Therefore, when we select covariance function for our applica-
tion, we are both setting the values of the hyperparameters of
the covariance function and comparing it with other different
families. Our main task is to apply inference to determine
the type of the covariance function and its hyperparameters
based on the training data we have. In other word we are
letting the dataset to determine the suitable covariance function
and hyperparameters. The smooth shape and variation of the
likelihood function using Gaussian process are governed by
the covariance function and the included hyperparameters.
Therefore, the main idea behind the model selection and
hyperparameters learning using Gaussian process is to involve
the data we have in the process of choosing the covariance
function and setting the hyperparameters.

In model selection we need to focus on selecting a model
that compromise the complexity of the model and the capa-
bility to fit the data. For example, the model in Figure 12
and 13 shows functions drawn from Gaussian process with
square exponential covariance function and with small value
of hyperparameter, length scale. The model fits the data points
in a good way, but the small length scale is making the sample
functions to vary quickly and trying to fit every point in
the dataset. The scale of the variation of the function and
the variety of data required to achieve a good prediction are
controlled by the length scale. This means the correlation
between the function values of close input points is very
low. Therefore, this model is complex model. In Figure 14
and 15 we improve the length scale and draw the sample
function from Gaussian process. The functions are varying
normally, nether too fast nor too slow. Now we have a good
compromise between the complexity of the model and the
data-fitting. From the demonstration we can observe that the
performance of Gaussian process depends on the hyperpa-
rameters of a covariance function , changing even a single
hyperparameter also changes the performance. Accordingly, it
is very important to determine the hyperparameters correctly.
Since what we need is a model that have a good compromise
between the data-fit and complexity, we want a mechanism
that can do this automatically, with out fixing any parameters.
Even though there are a number of approaches for model
selection, it is always a problem to choose the best one.
Gaussian processes implement a good probabilistic properties
that provide automatic model selection. In this discussion we
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Fig. 12: GP prior with squared exponential covariance function with
small value ` = 0.3.
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Fig. 13: Posterior functions drawn from a GP with squared exponen-
tial covariance function with small value of length-scale, ` = 0.3.

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5

x, Inputs

-3

-2.5

-2

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

f(
x)

, O
ut

pu
ts

samples from GP prior

Fig. 14: Gaussian Process prior with squared exponential covariance
function with appropriate value of ` = 1.2

will consider the Bayesian model selection that is computing
the probability of a model given data to make the model
selection and it is technically based on the marginal likelihood.
Now let’s assume that we have a defined model Mi that
model the observations y and this model relates our inputs
to the observation, considers prior distributions and the model
for noise during the observation. Bayesian model selection
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Fig. 15: Posterior functions drawn from a Gaussian process with
squared exponential covariance function with appropriate value of
length-scale, ` = 1.2.

approach can be described by using three level inference [31]
. At the lower level, we want to deduce the model’s parameters
given the data which is also called the posterior of parameters.
Applying Bayes’ rule the distribution is given by:

p(ω|y,X, β,Mi) =
p(y |X, ω,Mi)p(ω|β,Mi)

p(y |X, β,Mi)
(77)

Where ω is the model parameters , β is the hyperparameters
of the model, the likelihood is given by p(y |X, ω,Mi) and
p(ω|β,Mi) is the prior distribution of the parameters. The
posterior integrates both the prior information and the data
using likelihood. The denominator of equation (77) is the
normalizing term and it is called the marginal likelihood or
evidence. It is given by:

p(y |X, β,Mi) =

∫
p(y |X, ω,Mi)p(ω|β,Mi)dω (78)

At the second level of inference, we infer what the hyperpa-
rameters of our model might be given the data we have. The
posterior over the hyperparameters is expressed by:

p(β|y,X,Mi) =
p(y |X, β,Mi)p(β|Mi)

p(y |X,Mi)
(79)

Where p(y |X, β,Mi), the marginal likelihood of the lower
level of inference is used as likelihood and p(β|Mi) is the
prior information of hyperparameters. We can express the
normalizing term of equation (79) as:

p(y |X,Mi) =

∫
p(y |X, β,Mi)p(β|Mi)dβ (80)

At the higher level of inference, we want to infer which model
is the most reasonable given the data we have, that means we
are applying model comparison. The posterior of the model is
given by:

p(Mi|y,X) =
p(y |X,Mi)p(Mi)

p(y |X)
(81)

where p(y |X) =
∑
i p(y |X,Mi)p(Mi) and by assuming

that the prior p(Mi) remains the same for different models,
we can perform the model comparison by just evaluating the
marginal likelihood or evidence. Many complicated integrals

are used in different level of inference and based on the
model’s specification the included integrals can be analytical
traceable or not. If Gaussian likelihood assumption is not
considered, we have to implement analytical approximation
approaches. The integral in equation (80) can be evaluated
by first estimating hyperparameters, β that maximize the
marginal likelihood in equation (78) and then we can use the
expression around the maximum. The main advantage of the
marginal likelihood is the ability to automatically ensure the
best compromise between the complexity of the model and the
data fit. In figure 16 we present a diagram of the property of
the marginal likelihood for three different model complexities.
Assume that we fix the number of data-points used; the
vertical axis indicates the marginal likelihood p(y |X,Mi) and
the horizontal axis shows all the possible observation y. A
complex model has the capacity to include large number of
datasets, but this implies that it has lower values of marginal
likelihood. On the other hand, a simple model is capable
of including limited number of possible datasets, and the
marginal likelihood that is the probability distribution over
y has a higher value. For the suitable model we have best
trade-off between the data fit and the model complexity. The
figure explains that the marginal likelihood does not just select
the model that fits the data in a best way, but also considers
the model complexity. This principle is called the Occam’s
razor which states ”plurality should not be assumed without
necessity” [31]. Now, we will see the marginal likelihood
implemented in the algorithm to select the covariance function
and to learn the hyperparameters of the considered mean and
covariance function. Since we are using a Gaussian prior and
likelihood function the computation of the integral is analytical
tractable and we select our specification of the covariance
function by comparing the objective function of the considered
model with others.
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Fig. 16: Model selection using marginal likelihood, for three different
model complexities. The probability of the data given the model
p(y |X,Mi) is the marginal likelihood. All the possible data-sets are
on horizontal axis and the vertical axis shows the marginal likelihood.

1) Marginal Likelihood: To specify the marginal likelihood
of our model, first let’s recall the marginal likelihood function
of Gaussian process prior with zero mean that discuss in
section II-B2. The log marginal likelihood from equation (46)
is give by:

log p(y |X, β) = −1

2
y

T

K−1 y−1

2
log |K | − n

2
log(2π) (82)



where K = (Kx,x +σ2
ηI)−1 is the covariance function

of the noisy target y. This implementation shows that the
marginal likelihood has this trick used to apply the automatic
compromise between the data fitting process and the model
complexity, and this is because if we select hyperparameters
of the covariance function in such way to obtain a better data
fitting the second term in of the equation (82) will also scale
up and that is the complexity term that regularize the model.

In the proposed algorithm we consider a mean function,
that is sum of weighted fixed basis function, and this causes
inclusion of additional contribution on the covariance function.
Therefore, the marginal likelihood will change accordingly.
The log marginal likelihood for our model with Ω ∼ N(a,A)
on the hyperparameter of equation (74) is computed as:

log p(y |X,θ,β) = −1

2
UTV−1U− 1

2
log |K |

− 1

2
|A| − 1

2
|W| − n

2
log 2π (83)

W = A−1 + G K G
T

U = G
T

a− y

V = K +G
T

AG K = (Kx,x +σ2
ηI)−1

Where θ and β are the hyperparameters of our mean and
covariance functions respectively and we implement the matrix
inversion equations A.9 and A.10. We set our hyperparam-
eters by maximizing the marginal likelihood and to search
the hyperparameters that maximize the marginal likelihood
we need to compute the partial derivative of the marginal
likelihood with respect to the hyperparameters. Therefore, we
use equation (48) to compute the partial derivative as:

∂

∂βi
log(p(y |X,θ,β)) =

1

2
U

T

V−1
∂K

∂βi
V−1U

T

−1

2
tr
(

K−1
∂K

∂βi

)
− 1

2
tr
(
W−1 ∂W

∂βi

)
(84)

∂W

∂βi
= −G K−1

∂K

∂βi
K−1 G

T

The partial derivative of the marginal likelihood is then fed to
the scaled conjugate gradient optimization function to proceed
with the hyperparameter optimization.

2) Covariance Function Selection: To select the suitable
covariance function for our model, we have implemented
the marginal likelihood approach to compare between other
covariance function that could fit in a good way. In the process
of model selection, we develop two Gaussian process; the
first one is based on square exponential whereas the other
is based on Matérn covariance function, then we compared
the performance of the model by computing and comparing
the objective function. As we have discuss it in section II-B3
the square exponential covariance function given in equation
(85) is widely used because it is infinitely differentiable,
meaning it has mean square derivative of all orders and this
contributes to its strong smoothness property. But in real
life application this property may not be practical to model
physical process. Compared to this, the smoothness of Matérn
covariance function stated in equation (86) is governable, since

it is ν − 1 times differentiable. Therefore, we can govern the
smoothness by controlling ν.

k(xi,xj)SE = σ2
se exp

(
− |xi − xj |

2

2`2

)
, (85)

kν=3/2(xi,xj) = σ2
m

(
1 +

√
3|xi−xj |

`

)

× exp

(
−
√

3|xi−xj |
`

)
. (86)

We used 16 different training set to train the Gaussian pro-
cess based on the two covariance functions, then we used
the optimized hyperparameters to make the prediction. The
electromagnetic source is located at 16 different positions
to ensure that we have sufficient data points to make the
prediction at any point regardless the location of the elec-
tromagnetic source. Three hierarchal steps is applied in the
procedure of selecting our covariance function; in the initial
step, the training sets are used to compute the model marginal
likelihood and its partial derivative with square exponential
and Matérn covariance function, then the scaled conjugate
gradient optimization algorithm associates the optimized hy-
perparameters with each covariance function. In the second
step, we make the prediction for different number of points
using the optimized hyperparameters of each models. In the
third step, to evaluate the performance of each models we
computed the difference between the real target values and
the predicted values separately.

Two different evaluating criteria are implemented to observe
and compare the performance of the square exponential and
Matérn covariance functions:

• The Mean squared error (MSE): computes the prediction
error, which measures the difference between the true
and the predicted values. Lower value indicates a better
performance.

NMSE =
E[(h−ĥ)2]

E[h]

• The correlation (CR): computes the correlation between
the predicted and true values. Higher value shows better
performance.

Matérn covariance function also has better performance than
the squared exponential covariance function on data set with
high dimensional inputs, for all inputs x ∈ RB , B > 1.
This improved performance is achieved due to the Matérn
covariance function avoids a concentration of measure effect in
high dimensions. An empirical performance comparison of the
two models using 16 different training sets and observed by 9
sensors is illustrated in Tables I and II. From the results shown
in Tables I and II we can observe that Matérn covariance
function performances is better that the squared exponential.
This implies that based on our training set the suitable model
for our algorithm is the Matérn covariance function.



TABLE I: Comparison of SECF and MCF for Source 1 - 8

Datasets Models 9 Observations
NMSE CR

Source 1 SECF 0.5431 0.7325
MCF 0.3798 0.8043

Source 2 SECF 0.5581 0.7171
MCF 0.3763 0.8141

Source 3 SECF 0.5671 0.7202
MCF 0.3978 0.8011

Source 4 SECF 0.5212 0.7312
MCF 0.3783 0.8103

Source 5 SECF 0.5677 0.7297
MCF 0.3868 0.8245

Source 6 SECF 0.5902 0.7104
MCF 0.3712 0.8144

Source 7 SECF 0.5381 0.7228
MCF 0.3766 0.8132

Source 8 SECF 0.5881 0.7023
MCF 0.3774 0.8251

TABLE II: Comparison of SECF and MCF for Source 9 - 16

Training sets Models 9 Observations
NMSE CR

Source 9 SECF 0.5531 0.7125
MCF 0.3898 0.8041

Source 10 SECF 0.5677 0.7297
MCF 0.3712 0.8144

Source 11 SECF 0.5881 0.7023
MCF 0.3771 0.8152

Source 12 SECF 0.5971 0.7082
MCF 0.3862 0.8132

Source 13 SECF 0.5719 0.7203
MCF 0.3833 0.8069

Source 14 SECF 0.5831 0.7019
MCF 0.3794 0.8154

Source 15 SECF 0.5623 0.7206
MCF 0.3853 0.8023

Source 16 SECF 0.5327 0.7241
MCF 0.3780 0.8193

C. Implementation of Prediction Criteria

The main objective of this thesis is to develop low com-
plexity algorithm to overcome the problems related with spa-
tial reconstruction of electromagnetic fields from few sensor
observations using Gaussian process. The task is to correctly
estimate the spatial random electromagnetic fields at unob-
served point locations, x∗ ∈ X, from an observations collected
by 9 sensors. The estimation of a spatial random physical
process at any unobserved point location x∗ is expressed by
h∗ = h(x∗). To measure the deviation between the estimated
and true values, we used mean square error which is the most
common approach and it is defined by:

L(h,h∗) = E[(h−h∗)2] (87)

The best prediction should be the optimal one that minimizes
the loss function stated in equation (87). From the Gaussian
process regression model discussed in section II-B the optimal
estimation that minimizes the deviation measure is the mean
of the posterior predictive distribution of the observation, it is
described as:

h∗ = E[p(h∗ |X,x∗,Y)] (88)

h∗ =

∫
h∗ p(h∗ |X,x∗,y)dh∗ . (89)

Therefore, the entire estimation process depends on the ac-
curate computation of the posterior predictive distribution.
Since our assumption for the likelihood function and prior
distribution is Gaussian, computation of posterior predictive
distribution involves solving many analytical tractable inte-
grals. Using the concept of marginalization we can drive the
posterior predictive distribution by integrating the conditional
predictive prior distribution p(h∗ |h,X,x∗) over p(h |X,Y)
the posterior distribution of our underlying spatial function at
location of the sensors given the observation by the sensors
and this is written as:

p(h∗ |X,x∗,Y) =

∫
. . .

∫
<N

p(h∗ |h,x∗,X)p(h |X,Y)dh .

(90)
where N is the number of sensors used for observation, in our
case we used 9 sensors. In the next subsection we develop an
algorithm that shows all the necessary procedures to compute
the posterior predictive distribution.

Computation of Predictive Distribution: In the proposed
algorithm, the computation of the posterior predictive distribu-
tion is implemented in three main steps and a detail procedure
is presented below:

1) First and foremost the conditional predictive prior distri-
bution p(h∗ |h,x∗,X) is computed. The considered Gaussian
process prior is described in equation (74), the joint distri-
bution between the out put of underlying function h and the
output of function h∗ at uncontrolled input location x∗ is given
by [

h
h∗

]
|X,X∗,θ,β ∼ N

([
µ
µ∗

]
,

[
K1 K2

K3 K4

])
, (91)

where µ = G
T

Ω̄ and µ∗ = G∗
T

Ω̄ are the consid-
ered mean functions for h and h∗ respectively, G =
[g1(x), g2(x), ..., gK(x)]

T

are the fixed basis functions, Ω ∼
N(a,A) is the weighting parameter, θ = [a,A] and
β = [σ2

m, `1, `2] are the hyperparameters of the mean and
covariance functions respectively.

K1 = Kx,x +G
T

AG K2 = Kx,x∗ +G
T

AG∗,

K3 = Kx∗,x +G∗
T

AG K4 = Kx∗,x∗ +G∗
T

AG∗.

Using Gaussian identities for conditioning and marginalizing,
the conditional predictive prior distribution is expressed as:

p(h∗ |h,x∗,X,θ,β) = N(mh∗|h,Covh∗|h) (92)

where

mh∗|h = G∗
T

Ω̄ + K
T

x∗,x K−1x,x(h−G
T

Ω̄)

Covh∗|h = Kx∗,x∗ −Kx∗,x K−1x,x Kx,x∗ + K′

K′ = R
T

(A−1 + G K−1x,x G
T

)R

R = G∗ −G K−1x,x K∗x∗,x

The properties of conditional Normal distribution is used
to drive equation (92) which originated from the Gaussian
process prior assumption on h. Therefore, the conditional pre-
dictive prior distribution p(h∗ |h,x∗,X,θ,β) is a multivariate
Normal distribution. Now in the next step we will compute



the conditional posterior distribution of the latent function
p(h |X,Y,θ,β).

2) In the second step, we drive the conditional posterior dis-
tribution of our underlying spatial function p(h |X,Y,θ,β) at
location of the sensors given observations then we marginalize
over the hyperparameters. By applying Bayes law, we have:

p(h |X,Y,θ,β) =
p(Y |h,X, σ2

η)p(h |X,θ,β)

p(Y |X,θ,β)
, (93)

where p(Y |X,θ,β) =
∫
p(Y |h,X, σ2

η)p(h |,X,θ,β)dh is
the marginal likelihood. Since both the likelihood function
p(Y |h,X, σ2

η) and our prior p(h |,X,θ,β) are Gaussian
distributed, the marginal likelihood is also Gaussian which is
described in equation (83).

Therefore, substituting equation (83) in the denominator
of equation (93) gives a Gaussian distributed conditional
posterior of the underlying spatial function h:

p(h |X,Y,θ,β) = N(mh,Covh), (94)

mh = G
T

Ω̄ + Kx,x K−1(Y−G
T

Ω̄),

Covh = Kx,x−Kx,x K−1 Kx,x +R
T

(A−1 + G K−1 G
T

)R.

Ω̄ = (A−1 + G K−1 G
T

)−1(A−1a + G K−1 Y),

R = G∗ −G K−1 K∗x∗,x

K = Kx,x +σ2
ηI

To marginalize the conditional posterior of the underlying
spatial function over the hyperparameters, we need to integrate
p(h |X,Y,θ,β) over the posterior of the hyperparameter
p(θ,β|X,Y),

p(h |X,Y) =

∫
p(h |X,Y,θ,β)p(θ,β|X,Y)dθdβ. (95)

p(θ,β|Y,X) ∝ p(Y |X,θ,β)p(θ,β)

Solving the posterior distribution of the hyperparameter is
complex due to the lack of prior information. Therefore,
the integration in equation (95) is analytical intractable. The
marginal latent function is approximated using maximum a
posterior (MAP) estimate by setting a joint prior distribution
p(θ,β) for the hyperparameters. The MAP estimation is
obtained by:

{β̂MAP , θ̂MAP } = argmax
β,θ

p(θ,β|Y,X)

= argmax
β,θ

p(Y |X,θ,β)p(θ,β)

= argmax
β,θ

(∫
p(Y |h,X)p(h |,X,θ,β)dh

)
p(θ,β)

(96)

The marginal likelihood is computed in equation (83) and we
consider a Gaussian distributed prior for our hyperparameters.
Therefore, the solution for the optimization problem is:

{β̂MAP , θ̂MAP } = argmax
β,θ

(∫
p(Y |h,X)p(h |,X,θ,β)dh

)
p(θ,β)

= argmax
β,θ

[
log p(Y |X,θ,β) + log p(θ,β)

]
= argmin

β,θ

[
− log p(Y |X,θ,β)− log p(θ,β)

]
(97)

We now approximate the marginal posterior of the latent
function using the optimized hyperparameters as follows:

p(h |X,Y) =

∫
p(h |X,Y,θ,β)p(θ,β|Y,X)dθdβ.

p(h |X,Y) ≈ p(h |X,Y, θ̂, β̂). (98)

We also use the optimized hyperparameters to marginalize the
conditional predictive prior distribution over the hyperparam-
eters as:

p(h∗ |h,x∗,X) =

∫
p(h∗ |h,x∗,X,θ,β)p(θ,β|Y,X)dθdβ,

p(h∗ |h,x∗,X) ≈ p(h∗ |h,x∗,X, θ̂, β̂). (99)

So far we have computed the marginal posterior of the
latent function p(h |X,Y) and the marginal predictive prior
distribution p(h∗ |h,x∗,X). To complete the algorithm com-
putation we will combine these results to compute the posterior
predictive distribution p(h∗ |X,x∗,Y).

3) Finally, we compute the posterior predictive distribution
p(h∗ |X,x∗,Y) by integrating the computed conditional pre-
dictive prior distribution over the marginal posterior of the
latent function as follows

p(h∗ |X,x∗,Y) =

∫
p(h∗ |h,x∗,X)p(h |X,Y)dh,

p(h∗ |X,x∗,Y) ≈
∫

N(mh∗|h,Covh∗|h) N(mh,Covh)dh,

p(h∗ |X,x∗,Y) = N(h∗; mp
h∗ ,Covph∗). (100)

where

mp
h∗ = G∗

T

Ω̄ + Kx*,x

T

K−1(Y−G
T

Ω̄) (101)

Covph∗ = Kx*,x* −Kx*,x K−1 Kx,x* +R
T

(A−1 + G K−1 G
T

)R
(102)

Ω̄ = (A−1 + G K−1 G
T

)−1(A−1a + G K−1 Y)

R = G∗ −G K−1 K∗ (103)

K = Kx,x +σ2
ηI

Now we have complete the all the necessary computation
and we define the predictive mean that minimizes the loss
function in equation (88) by computing the predictive mean
using equation (89) and it is given by

h∗ =

∫
h∗ p(h∗ |X,x∗,Y)dh∗,

=

∫
h∗N(h∗; mp

h∗ ,Covph∗)dh∗,

= G∗
T

Ω̄ + Kx*,x

T

K−1(Y−G
T

Ω̄)

IV. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

In our study we use the training set from SIMUEM3D,
the tool is available for research in IRCICA and takes all
the exact consideration as sensors to make the observation.
The observation made by the tool have similar values with the
sensor measurements. The real measured data by sensors is
complete and provides features like the location of the obser-
vations on Cartesian grid location and the intensity levels at the



TABLE III: MAP estimation of the hyperparameters of covariance
function

βMAP

Dataset σ2
m `1 `2

Source 2 5.9420 1.418 1.2908

Source 5 5.8637 1.3157 1.3156

observation location. We selected only two source positions
to analyze and calibrate the algorithm. These are: source 2
positioned at (4,4), and source 5 positioned at (2.5,2.5), but
for the performance comparison we will focus on source 2.
Now, we will first make the adjustment of our model setting
then we will make the estimation of the electromagnetic field
intensity by applying different system configurations and we
will compare the results.

A. Proposed Model Adjustment EM field Intensity

We made model adjustment by fitting the hyperparameters
of our model using the Bayesian or marginal likelihood
approach which use maximum a posterior (MAP) estimation
to estimate the hyperparameters, as we described on section
III-B the detail procedure to estimate Gaussian process hy-
perparameters. In subsection III-B2 we illustrate the selection
of suitable covariance function, and we shaw that we select a
2-D Matér covariance function with ν = 3/2. It is given as:

kν=3/2(xi,xj) = σ2
m

(
1 +

√
3|xi−xj |

`1

)
exp

(
−
√

3|xi−xj |
`2

)
,

(104)

The smoothness of the covariance function is controlled by
the fixed parameter ν = 3/2, this is suitable value ν and
the MAP estimation of our hyperparameters the length scale
` and the magnitude scale σ2

m parameters is given in Table
III. we will use the optimized hyperparameters to estimate the
electromagnetic field intensity.

B. Estimation of Electromagnetic Field Intensity

We implement the electromagnetic field intensity estimation
using our algorithm for different system configuration and
compare the results. Reconstruct the electromagnetic field
using the selected covariance and mean function. First of all
we performed electromagnetic field intensity estimation using
only 9 observation points and the proposed mean and covari-
ance function, then we compare the results to the case where
the mean function is zero mean. The results shown in figures
17 and 18 are the electromagnetic field reconstruction using
the proposed mean and covariance function for the electromag-
netic field intensities in dB emitted by source 2. The actual
data of the electromagnetic field intensities [dB] is shown
in figure 17a. The estimated electromagnetic field intensities
based on only 9 sensors is shown in figure 17b, the spatial
EM field reconstruction contains total 2401 spatial points. The
performance measure is based on the normalized mean square
error (NMSE) and we achieve NMSE = 0.3763.

TABLE IV: Comparison between Spatial Reconstruction of EM field
Using Proposed Mean Function and Zero Mean.

Criteria With Proposed
Mean Function

With Zero
Mean

NMSE 0.3763 0.4780

Correlation 0.8141 0.7781

TABLE V: Comparison of the spatial reconstruction based on differ-
ent number of sensors observation.

Number of sensors observation
Dataset 9 30 100

NMSE 0.3763 0.3073 0.1177

Correlation 0.8141 0.8214 0.8723

The figure shows that a good estimation of electromagnetic
field intensities is achieved using only 9 sensors in all the
2401 spatial points. The Pseudocolor plot of the true, the
spatial reconstructed and the difference between these values
EM field intensities is shown in figures 18a, 18b and 18c,
respectively. The results shown in figures 18c up-to 20 are
the comparison we made between the estimation performance
of the proposed algorithm and to the case where the mean
function is zero mean. We compare the performance of the
two cases by computing the normalize mean square error
of the estimation and the correlation between the true and
estimated electromagnetic field intensities for each cases, and
this is given in Table IV. As it is shown in Table IV the
estimation performance of electromagnetic field intensities
using the proposed mean function is better than the case where
the mean is zero, and this is because of the included mean
function that is the prior information about the behavior of
electromagnetic field propagation in the considered room. We
have used 2401 training points to train our algorithm and we
also trained our algorithm using different number of training
points to observe and compare the effect of the number of
training samples on the prediction performance. In this case we
vary the number of training points to set the hyperparameters
and we performed the prediction based on only 9 sensors, then
compare the results. Finally, we perform spatial reconstruction
of electromagnetic filed based on 30, 100 sensors observation
and compared the performance obtained with our case where
only 9 sensors observation were used. The results are shown in
figures 21 and 22 respectively and we present the performance
evaluation of these predictions in Table V.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this thesis work we developed an algorithm for spatial
reconstruction of electromagnetic field which is based on only
9 sensor observation points using Gaussian process. We started
our work by first collecting different set of training data points
to train our algorithm. The measurement for training sets has
been carried out in IRCICA using a modeling tool called
SIMUEM3D, which is available for research work in the
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Fig. 17: EM Field Reconstruction using the Proposed Algorithm and 9 observation points.
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Fig. 18: Pseudocolor plot of EM Field Reconstruction using the Proposed Algorithm and 9 observation points.
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Fig. 19: Comparison of EM Field Reconstruction based on 9 sensors using the Proposed Mean function and Zero Mean.
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Fig. 20: Comparison of Pseudocolor EM Field Reconstruction based on 9 sensors using the Proposed Mean function and Zero Mean.

company. We modeled the measurement room first and then
by fixing the necessary parameters in the tool, we conducted

the exact measurement of the electromagnetic field intensity at
the specified locations. The positions of the observations are
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Fig. 21: Spatial Reconstruction of EM field intensities based on 9, 30 and 100 sensors observation points.
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Fig. 22: Pseudocolor of Spatial Reconstruction of EM field intensities based on 9, 30 and 100 sensors observation points.

set by grid location, which is a grid coordinates starting from
0.1 up-to 4.9 and by stepping 0.1 in both x and y directions.
We collected total of 2401 spatial data points to represent
the space of the real measurement room and we used only
9 sensors measurement to perform the estimation.

We structured our algorithm in two portions, training and
prediction phases. In the training phase, we used the training
points to perform model selection, this means, we selected
suitable covariance function for our model and set the hyper-
parameters by computing the optimal hyperparameters using
the training points. We implemented the marginal likelihood
approach to compare between covariance functions that could
fit the model and based on the performance comparison we
performed, the Matérn covariance function was found to be
a better choice for our model. To include the properties of
electromagnetic fields in the algorithm, we also considered a
mean function which is defined by weighted sum of fixed basis
function. Since the intensity of electromagnetic fields observed
by the sensors is inversely proportional to the square of the
separation between the positions of the source and sensors, we
defined the basis function of the mean function as proportional
to the inverse of the squared distance between the source and
sensors.

In prediction phase, we used the optimized hyperparameters
and only 9 sensors observation points to make real time
estimation not only at the location of the sensors but also at any
location in the considered room. The spatial electromagnetic
field reconstruction contains 2401 spatial points that represents
the positions in the room where the real observation is made
by the sensors network. We studied the performance of the
algorithm that can be obtained when we use a mean function
which represents the properties of the electromagnetic fields

and when use zero mean. To conclude, the results shows
that the proposed algorithm has a better performance with
the considerer mean function rather than the case where the
mean is zero, and we observe that the number of training
points has an impact on the performance. We also compare
the prediction performance obtained by varying the number
of sensor observations and increasing the sensor observation
points improves the performance. In this thesis we fixed the
location of the sensors and observed the electromagnetic field
intensities, but this thesis work can also be extended further by
considering to locate the sensors in different positions to study
and achieve better performance. It is possible to observe the
EM fields by the sensors in different locations and compare
the positions of the sensors that gives a better performance.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Lazaro-Gredilla and A. R. Figueiras-Vidal, “Marginalized neural
network mixtures for large-scale regression,” IEEE Transactions on
Neural Networks, vol. 21, no. 8, pp. 1345–1351, 2010.

[2] G. Skolidis and G. Sanguinetti, “Bayesian multitask classification
with gaussian process priors,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks,
vol. 22, no. 12, pp. 2011–2021, 2011.

[3] Y. Miche, A. Sorjamaa, P. Bas, O. Simula, C. Jutten, and A. Lendasse,
“Op-elm: Optimally pruned extreme learning machine,” IEEE Transac-
tions on Neural Networks, vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 158–162, 2010.

[4] C. K. I. Williams and C. E. Rasmussen, “Gaussian processes for
regression,” in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 8.
MIT press, 1996, pp. 514–520.

[5] D. J. C. Mackay, “Introduction to gaussian processes,” in Gaussian
Process, 1998.

[6] C. E. Rasmussen, “Gaussian processes for machine learning,” in Gaus-
sian Process. MIT Press, 2006.

[7] A. Krause, A. Singh, and C. Guestrin, “Near-optimal sensor placements
in gaussian processes: Theory, efficient algorithms and empirical stud-
ies,” J. Mach. Learn. Res., vol. 9, p. 235–284, jun 2008.

[8] R. Stranders, A. Rogers, and N. Jennings, “A decentralized, on-line
coordination mechanism for monitoring spatial phenomena with mobile
sensors,” MS, 01 2008.



[9] C. Stachniss, C. Plagemann, and A. Lilienthal, “Learning gas distribution
models using sparse gaussian process mixtures,” Autonomous Robots,
vol. 26, pp. 187–202, 01 2009.

[10] J. Le Ny and G. J. Pappas, “On trajectory optimization for active sensing
in gaussian process models,” in Proceedings of the 48h IEEE Conference
on Decision and Control (CDC) held jointly with 2009 28th Chinese
Control Conference, 2009, pp. 6286–6292.

[11] D. Gu and H. Hu, “Spatial gaussian process regression with mobile
sensor networks,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning
Systems, vol. 23, no. 8, pp. 1279–1290, 2012.

[12] I. Nevat, G. W. Peters, F. Septier, and T. Matsui, “Estimation of spatially
correlated random fields in heterogeneous wireless sensor networks,”
IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 63, no. 10, pp. 2597–
2609, 2015.

[13] G. E. P. Box and G. C. Tiao, Bayesian Inference in Statistical Analysis.
New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1992.

[14] D. Barber, Bayesian Reasoning and Machine Learning. USA: Cam-
bridge University Press, 2012.

[15] N. Cristianini and J. Shawe-Taylor, An Introduction to Support Vector
Machines: And Other Kernel-Based Learning Methods. USA: Cam-
bridge University Press, 1999.

[16] J. O. Berger, Statistical decision theory and Bayesian analysis 2nd ed.,
ser. Springer series in statistics. New York: Springer, 1985. [Online].
Available: https://cds.cern.ch/record/1327974

[17] R. Adler and J. Taylor, Random Fields and Geometry. Stanford:
Springer Verlag, 2007.

[18] C. M. Bishop, Pattern Recognition and Machine Learning. New York:
Springer Verlag, 2006.

[19] P. Diggle and P. Ribeiro, “An introduction to model-based geostatistics,”
in Spatial statistics and computational methods. Springer, 2003, pp.
43–86.

[20] L. Tierney and J. B. Kadane, “Accurate approximations for posterior
moments and marginal densities,” Journal of the american statistical
association, vol. 81, no. 393, pp. 82–86, 1986.

[21] H. Nickisch and C. E. Rasmussen, “Approximations for binary gaussian
process classification,” Journal of Machine Learning Research, vol. 9,
no. Oct, pp. 2035–2078, 2008.

[22] C. K. I. Williams, “Prediction with gaussian processes: From linear
regression to linear prediction and beyond,” in Learning in Graphical
Models, 1998.

[23] J. Vanhatalo and A. Vehtari, “Modelling local and global phenomena
with sparse gaussian processes,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1206.3290, 2012.

[24] S. Bochner et al., Lectures on Fourier integrals. Princeton University
Press, 1959, vol. 42.

[25] M. L. Stein, Interpolation of spatial data: some theory for kriging.
Springer Science & Business Media, 1999.

[26] C. Chatfield, The analysis of time series: an introduction. Chapman
and hall/CRC, 2003.

[27] C. Brownlees, R. Engle, and B. Kelly, “A practical guide to volatility
forecasting through calm and storm,” Journal of Risk, vol. 14, 08 2011.

[28] R. M. Neal, Bayesian learning for neural networks. Springer Science
& Business Media, 2012, vol. 118.

[29] M. Abramowitz, I. A. Stegun, and R. H. Romer, “Handbook of mathe-
matical functions with formulas, graphs, and mathematical tables,” 1988.

[30] Q. Le, T. Sarlos, and A. Smola, “Fastfood - computing hilbert space
expansions in loglinear time,” in Proceedings of the 30th International
Conference on Machine Learning, ser. Proceedings of Machine
Learning Research, S. Dasgupta and D. McAllester, Eds., vol. 28,
no. 3. Atlanta, Georgia, USA: PMLR, 17–19 Jun 2013, pp. 244–252.
[Online]. Available: https://proceedings.mlr.press/v28/le13.html

[31] D. J. C. Mackay, “Bayesian methods for adaptive models,” Ph.D.
dissertation, California Institute of Technology, 1992.

https://cds.cern.ch/record/1327974
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v28/le13.html

	I Introduction
	II Linear Parametric Model
	II-A Bayesian Model
	II-B Gaussian Process Regression Model
	II-B1 Prior Information
	II-B2 Inference
	II-B3 Covariance Functions for GP

	II-C Loss Function In Regression
	II-C1 Mean Square Error (MSE)
	II-C2 Root Mean Square Error (RMSE)
	II-C3 Normalization


	III System Model: Sensor Network
	III-A Mean Function
	III-B Model Selection and Hyperparameter Learning 
	III-B1 Marginal Likelihood
	III-B2 Covariance Function Selection

	III-C Implementation of Prediction Criteria

	IV Result and Discussion
	IV-A Proposed Model Adjustment EM field Intensity
	IV-B Estimation of Electromagnetic Field Intensity

	V Conclusion and Future Work
	References

