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Abstract—Air pollution poses a significant threat to public
health and well-being, particularly in urban areas. This study
introduces a series of machine-learning models that integrate
data from the Sentinel-5P satellite, meteorological conditions,
and topological characteristics to forecast future levels of five
major pollutants. The investigation delineates the process of
data collection, detailing the combination of diverse data sources
utilized in the study. Through experiments conducted in the
Milan metropolitan area, the models demonstrate their efficacy
in predicting pollutant levels for the forthcoming day, achieving
a percentage error of around 30%. The proposed models are
advantageous as they are independent of monitoring stations,
facilitating their use in areas without existing infrastructure.
Additionally, we have released the collected dataset to the public,
aiming to stimulate further research in this field. This research
contributes to advancing our understanding of urban air qual-
ity dynamics and emphasizes the importance of amalgamating
satellite, meteorological, and topographical data to develop robust
pollution forecasting models.

Index Terms—air quality, environmental modeling, earth ob-
servation, machine learning, time series analysis

I. INTRODUCTION

Air pollution remains a critical global issue, affecting both
human health and the environment. Across cities and regions,
harmful pollutants such as PM2.5, ozone, and nitrogen dioxide
pose significant risks to respiratory and cardiovascular health.
As urbanization and industrialization continue to grow, ad-
dressing air quality becomes paramount. According to a study
by the European Environmental Agency, in 2021, 97% of
the urban population was exposed to concentrations of fine
particulate matter above the health-based guideline level set by
the World Health Organization [1]. Among these urban areas,
Milan, is no exception, being among the Italian cities that have
registered the highest number of days with a pollution level
over the recommended thresholds in 2023 [2].

In this context, the implementation of a predictive tool
for air quality, capable of forecasting pollution levels in the
coming days, proves important for both citizens and decision-
makers. For citizens, such a tool offers proactive insights into
air quality, empowering them to adopt informed behaviours,
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like limiting outdoor activities during periods of heightened
pollution. At the same time, this tool serves policymakers as
a support in defining targeted policies for the management
and mitigation of air pollution. With recent advancements
in remote sensing technologies, satellite data has emerged
as a promising and cost-effective means for monitoring and
forecasting tasks. Leveraging satellite imagery offers a unique
opportunity to acquire continuous measurements of air pol-
lutant levels across vast areas. Employing machine learning
algorithms facilitates the generation of forecasts based on these
observations. This study focuses on the development of a
suite of machine-learning models trained using pollutant levels
recorded by monitoring stations, along with multi-temporal
satellite data integrated with weather and topographical infor-
mation for pollutant forecasting. Furthermore, we have made
the collected dataset publicly available to encourage further
research in this domain1. The proposed models offer the
advantage of not directly relying on monitoring stations, thus
enabling their applicability even in areas lacking such infras-
tructure. To evaluate the performance of the proposed models,
we present results obtained through cross-validation conducted
annually, yielding a percentage error of approximately 30% for
each pollutant. In summary, our contributions encompass the
demonstration of the viability of machine learning models for
pollutant forecasting and the dissemination of the collected
dataset to stimulate additional research in this area.

II. RELATED WORKS

The importance of accurate air quality forecasting has grown
significantly, driven by its health implications and environ-
mental impact. This task is complex due to the limited data
availability and to the dynamic nature of the atmosphere and
the myriad of factors that influence air quality, including mete-
orological conditions, topographical features, human activities,
and chemical transformations in the atmosphere. For these
reasons, several works propose different approaches to face
these challenges. Furthermore, recent advancements in satellite

1https://huggingface.co/datasets/links-ads/mil-qualair
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technology and data science have opened new avenues for
enhancing the accuracy of air quality forecasting.

A. Air quality forecasting techniques

Air quality forecasting traditionally relies on ground/based
monitoring stations and statistical models. Zhang et al. [3]
provide a comprehensive review of existing methods for
this task. They distinguish between deep learning and non-
deep learning methods, the latter is split into two categories:
Deterministic methods and Statistical methods. Deterministic
models include chemical transport models (CTM) such as
Community Multiscale Air Quality (CMAQ) and Nested Air
Quality Prediction Model System (NAQPMS). CMAQ is a
modelling system that simulates the emission, transport, trans-
formation and deposition of air pollutants developed by the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) [4]. NAQPMS
is an air quality prediction model developed in China that
simulates the dispersion and chemical transformation of air
pollutants [5]. Statistical models include traditional machine
learning algorithms such as Autoregressive–Integrated Moving
Average (ARIMA), a statistical analysis model that aims to
describe time series data and forecast future points in the series
[6].

B. Data in air quality monitoring

The interplay between air quality and meteorological condi-
tions is well-documented, with weather variables significantly
influencing pollutant dispersion and concentration levels, as
shown in several works. Tateo et al. [7] present a case study
to explore the association between meteorological conditions
and air quality in Lecce, a city in South Italy. Arnaudo et al. [8]
present another case study in the city of Milan, in North Italy
including also vehicular traffic. Furthermore, Méndez et al. [9]
show that the combination of pollutant features and weather
features provides the best accuracy. In recent years, Reshi et
al. [10] and Can Li et al. [11] demonstrate the importance
of adding satellite data, i.e. Sentinel-5P data, to obtain better
results.

III. DATASET

This study utilizes multiple data sources, serving as inputs
to the proposed machine learning model and as ground truth
references. Input sources include remote sensing data along
with weather and topographical data. The latter serves as
static sources, remaining unchanged over the study period,
whereas remote sensing and weather data are updated daily.
The following subsections delve into a detailed description
of these data sources, outlining the gathering process and the
preprocessing techniques applied.

A. Pollution Data

The dataset containing pollutant measurements from ground
stations serves as the ground truth for our machine-learning
models. This dataset has been obtained from the open data
portal of the Municipality of Milan 2. Daily measurements

2https://dati.comune.milano.it/

Fig. 1: Map of the Milan area considered in this study. Pollu-
tant monitoring stations are marked as red dots, each labelled
with its station id. The legend includes stations measuring each
pollutant.

of various pollutant concentrations, expressed in µg/m3,
have been available since 2003. However, due to the avail-
ability of satellite data only from May 2018 onwards, we
restricted the time frame from this date until the end of
2023. Among the available pollutants, our focus is on the
five pollutants used to evaluate the Air Quality Index (AQI)
as proposed by the European Environmental Agency: P =
{PM10, PM2.5, NO2, SO2, O3}. There are a total of five
monitoring stations distributed across the Milan area and, as
depicted in Figure 1, not all stations measure every pollu-
tant. In addition, there are intermittent instances of missing
measurements. This discrepancy is illustrated in Figure 2,
where we present the percentage of missing values for each
day, computed across the stations expected to measure the
respective pollutant. This dataset serves as a fundamental
component for training and validating our machine learning
models, facilitating predictions based on locally observed air
quality conditions.

B. Satellite Data

The utilization of satellite data as an input for the proposed
models aims to broaden their applicability to regions where
station density is limited or even absent. The Copernicus
Sentinel-5P mission, an integral component of the Euro-
pean Union’s Copernicus program, serves this purpose by
focusing on monitoring the composition of the Earth’s atmo-
sphere. Equipped with the Tropospheric Monitoring Instru-
ment (TROPOMI), this satellite delivers daily data with a
spatial resolution of 5.5×3.5 km concerning the concentration

https://dati.comune.milano.it/


Fig. 2: Number of missing values for each pollutant over the reference period, normalized by the total number of monitoring
stations for each pollutant.

of various atmospheric pollutants, including nitrogen dioxide,
ozone, sulfur dioxide, formaldehyde, carbon monoxide, and
the aerosol index value indicating the presence of elevated
aerosol layers in the atmosphere. As for the stations, the con-
sidered data spans from May 2018 to December 2023 and is
obtained as a GeoTIFF file containing the daily measurements
of the specified bands over the area depicted in Figure 1.

To ensure data consistency with station measurements, all
collected files undergo the following processing. Specifically,
we compute the average value of each band measured within
a 500-meter radius of each monitoring station. This approach
yields five distinct measurements for each band per day,
reflecting the varied local conditions surrounding the stations.
Consequently, this process results in obtaining as many time
series of daily satellite measurements as the number of sta-
tions.

C. Weather Data

Given the significant influence of meteorological conditions
on air quality, the incorporation of this data plays a pivotal
role in comprehending and forecasting variations in air pollu-
tion levels. Meteorological data, obtained from a third-party
provider, encompass measurements of various atmospheric
indicators, including temperature, dew point, humidity, precip-
itation, wind speed, wind direction, pressure, cloud cover, and
solar radiation, all available at a daily resolution. Regrettably,
the data lacks spatially resolved information, offering a single
value for the entire area of interest. However, the acquired
weather data exhibit no missing values, obviating the need for
data-cleaning procedures.

While we aimed to include weather forecast data to aid
in anticipating future air pollution levels, we encountered
challenges in finding a provider for historical weather fore-
casts. To address this limitation, we utilized observed weather
data on day t as a proxy for the same day in the future

when forecasting pollution. As a pre-processing operation, all
weather variables were normalized to the range [0, 1], except
for the wind direction variable, which is expressed as the angle
in degrees between the wind and the north, ranging from 0 to
360 degrees. To normalize this variable and account for its
circular nature, it was replaced with a trigonometric encoding
represented by the pair of values obtained from the functions
ϕWDsin = sin(π ∗ α/180) and ϕWDcos = cos(π ∗ α/180),
where α represents the original angle in degrees.

D. Topological Data
Topological data serve as static sources in this study, provid-

ing insights into the area surrounding the monitoring stations.
By integrating these data into the model, it becomes possible
to discern the relationship between terrain characteristics and
pollutant concentrations.

Two types of topological data are considered. Firstly, the
Digital Elevation Model (DEM) offers information about ter-
rain morphology, presenting a constant observation throughout
the reference period. For each monitoring station, altitude data
is extracted at three different scales: precise point altitude,
altitude within a 100-meter radius, and altitude within a 1-
kilometer radius. Secondly, data derived from the Copernicus
Urban Atlas3 is utilized, as it offers detailed land cover and
land use maps for urban areas. Although the dataset was
last updated in 2018, it provides valuable insights into land
use patterns over the reference period. The original 27 land
cover classes are grouped into 10 broader categories (including
urban, road, railways, port, airports, extraction, no use, green,
open spaces and water) facilitating the analysis. For each
monitoring station, the percentage of area covered by each land
use category within a 500-meter radius is calculated, enabling
the assessment of urbanization levels and green space presence
in station surroundings.

3https://land.copernicus.eu/en/products/urban-atlas
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E. Data integration

Aligning the various data sources is imperative if they will
be the input for the machine learning models, despite their
differing spatial and temporal resolutions. Station readings and
satellite data offer information with daily temporal resolution
and station-level spatial resolution. In contrast, meteorological
data, while updated daily, have city-level resolution. Finally,
topological data offer spatial detail at the individual station
level but remain static throughout the reference period. As
the first data integration step, satellite and topological data
are merged due to their shared spatial resolution. This results
in the topological data being replicated for each day across
the reference period. These combined datasets are then en-
riched with meteorological data, which share daily temporal
resolution. This involves replicating the measurements for a
given day across all active stations. The resulting data are
aggregated daily and at the station level, facilitating integration
with ground truth station data. These aligned datasets are
utilized to train machine learning models capable of predicting
pollutant concentration on a given day t using data from day
t − 1. To provide the model with a relevant set of features,
data from the previous w days are included. This results in
reorganising the final dataset in w-day windows with a one-
day step. Temporal features, such as day of the year, month of
the year, and day of the week, are added to capture seasonal
and weekly patterns. These features are encoded as sinusoidal
functions calculated on the last day of each window. The
functions are ϕfsin = sin(2π∗f/Pf ), ϕfcos = cos(2π∗f/Pf )
where Pf ∈ {366, 12, 7} is the period for each feature and
f ∈ [0, Pf ] is the value for each feature in the last day
of each window. The dataset associates each day t with
pollutant concentrations from supporting stations and satellite,
meteorological, and topological data within the [t− 1, t− w]
day interval, along with temporal features from day t− 1 and
expected weather conditions for day t. Possible missing values
in satellite data are filled using linear interpolation during
integration while missing station readings at day t result in
removing the corresponding record.

IV. METHODOLOGY

The collected data has been utilized to train various ma-
chine learning algorithms, which were compared to assess
their effectiveness in predicting pollutant concentrations. Each
model was developed to forecast a single pollutant, resulting
in |P | = 5 distinct models for each configuration.

The prediction task for each model is defined as follows:
given a set of features from the different sources considered in
this study, including satellite data ΦS , weather measurements
ΦW , topological data ΦL, temporal features ΦT , and
weather forecasts ΦF , a separate machine learning model
gp with parameters θp was developed for each pollutant
p ∈ P . This model provides an estimate ŷtp for the given
pollutant p at time step t on the test set, such that ŷtp =

gp(Φ
t−1
S ,Φt−1

W ,Φt−1
L , ...,Φt−w

S ,Φt−w
W ,Φt−w

L ,Φt−1
T ,Φt

F |θp),
where w indicates the specific time window applied.

Three different machine learning models were considered
in this study and trained with the same set of aforementioned
features: linear regression, gradient boosting regression, and
stochastic gradient descent (SGD) regression. Linear regres-
sion is a fundamental statistical method used to model the
relationship between one or more independent variables and
a continuous target variable. It assumes a linear relationship
between the predictors and the target variable, aiming to
minimize the residual sum of squares. The simplicity of the
model makes it intuitive and easy to interpret, rendering it
ideal for various applications. Gradient boosting regression is
a more complex machine learning model compared to linear
regression. It is an ensemble learning technique that combines
multiple decision trees to build a strong predictive model. It se-
quentially fits new models to the residuals of the previous mod-
els, effectively minimizing the loss function. In this way, the
model can adapt to non-linear relationships. Gradient boosting
regression is renowned for its high predictive accuracy and
robustness against overfitting. SGD regression represents a
variant of linear regression that leverages an iterative approach
to optimize the learning process. It is particularly advantageous
when dealing with high-dimensional data and can handle large
datasets with ease, offering scalability and flexibility in model
training.

V. RESULTS

Due to limited data availability, the described models un-
derwent evaluation through cross-validation, which involved
partitioning the data by acquisition year. This methodology
involves separating each year in the dataset and utilizing it
as a validation set while training the model on the remaining
years. This process is repeated for each year, and the final
performance metric is derived by averaging the values obtained
across all validation sets.

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed models,
we employed three standard performance evaluation metrics:
Mean Absolute Error (MAE), Mean Absolute Percentage
Error (MAPE), and Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE). The
Mean Absolute Error (MAE) calculates the average of the
absolute differences between the model predictions and the
observed values. Meanwhile, the Mean Absolute Percentage
Error (MAPE) computes the average of the absolute values
of the percentage errors between the model predictions and
the observed values, expressing the error in percentage terms
relative to the actual value. Lastly, the Root Mean Squared
Error (RMSE) represents the square root of the average of
the squares of the differences between the model predictions
and the observed values. RMSE provides an estimate of the
standard deviation of the model’s errors. These metrics col-
lectively provide insights into the accuracy and performance
of the machine learning models in predicting pollutant con-
centrations. Furthermore, to assess the impact of the window
value w of past data on the results, three different values were
tested: [1, 7, 14], respectively corresponding to a day, a week,
and two weeks of past data. All the results are summarized in
Table I.



TABLE I: Models results for all pollutants and various temporal window values. Overall, Gradient Boosting demonstrates the
best performance across all pollutants, with the exception of SO2. Results obtained with different temporal window lengths
vary depending on the pollutant.

Pollutant Model w = 1 w = 7 w = 14
MAE MAPE RMSE MAE MAPE RMSE MAE MAPE RMSE

PM10
LR 9.562 0.373 12.81 9.327 0.365 12.4 9.825 0.390 12.9
GradBst 8.745 0.312 12.46 8.198 0.294 11.52 8.164 0.296 11.45
SGDReg 11.47 0.442 15.62 10.89 0.423 14.66 10.63 0.412 14.44

PM25
LR 7.419 0.480 10.01 7.325 0.479 9.788 7.633 0.507 10.1
GradBst 6.492 0.372 9.546 6.11 0.371 8.678 6.138 0.369 8.728
SGDReg 8.624 0.544 11.97 8.374 0.539 11.44 8.16 0.526 11.2

O3
LR 14.1 0.426 17.8 14.64 0.423 18.54 15.4 0.465 19.66
GradBst 12.55 0.338 15.94 13.43 0.372 16.99 13.69 0.361 17.47
SGDReg 17.98 0.574 22.76 17.63 0.600 22.17 17.87 0.557 22.58

NO2
LR 15.5 0.265 20.21 15.71 0.268 20.50 16.61 0.287 21.58
GradBst 15.23 0.253 20.24 15.15 0.259 20.00 15.4 0.264 20.38
SGDReg 18.39 0.311 24.05 18.08 0.310 23.86 18.08 0.322 23.68

SO2
LR 1.862 0.507 2.823 2.022 0.547 2.979 2.235 0.618 3.185
GradBst 1.607 0.321 2.934 1.661 0.344 2.974 1.678 0.315 3.09
SGDReg 1.784 0.306 3.284 1.784 0.307 3.325 1.75 0.321 3.283

The table highlights the superior performance of the gra-
dient boosting model across all metrics, pollutants, and re-
gardless of the window value w. However, there are a few
exceptions. Specifically, for the pollutant SO2 with a window
value of one or seven days, gradient boosting achieves lower
MAE values, yet SGD exhibits a better MAPE, while linear re-
gression records a superior RMSE (only observed with a one-
day window). Moving the focus to the temporal window value
used, it’s evident that the model behaviour varies depending on
the pollutant under consideration. For PM10, a longer window
progressively leads to better results. Conversely, for PM25 and
NO2, improvement is observed only when transitioning from
a one-day to a seven-day window, with worse results observed
with a longer window. Lastly, the most effective models trained
for predicting O3 and SO2 achieve the best results with a one-
day temporal window.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS

The promising outcomes obtained highlight the potential
of employing the proposed models as effective tools for
estimating the concentrations of the five most significant
pollutants within urban areas. Importantly, the utility of these
models extends beyond regions with existing measurement
stations. By dividing the urban area into a grid of 500-meter
cells, akin to the extent used for model training around the
stations, predictions can be extrapolated for the entire urban
terrain. This approach facilitates the assessment of pollutant
concentration variations across different city areas. However,
opportunities for enhancement persist in several areas. Firstly,
there is scope to extend the temporal horizon of predictions.
While forecasting for the following day is undoubtedly valu-
able, broader temporal forecasts spanning multiple days or
even a week ahead could significantly enhance the tool’s util-
ity. Secondly, transitioning from individual pollutant models
to a unified model capable of predicting concentrations for
all pollutants may yield improved performance. Despite the
challenges posed by missing data resulting from variations
in station configurations, such an approach could capture and
exploit inter-dependencies among different pollutants. Lastly,

given recent advancements in deep learning models, future
approaches could explore leveraging these models to better
characterize pollutant behavior within an urban context, pro-
viding increased data availability. Nonetheless, it is essential to
recognize that this work represents an initial endeavour aimed
at demonstrating the feasibility of employing machine learning
in this domain.
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