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Abstract—We present a deep neural network-enabled method
to accelerate near-field (NF) antenna measurement. We develop
a Near-field Super-resolution Network (NFS-Net) to reconstruct
significantly undersampled near-field data as high-resolution
data, which considerably reduces the number of sampling points
required for NF measurement and thus improves measurement
efficiency. The high-resolution near-field data reconstructed by
the network is further processed by a near-field-to-far-field
(NF2FF) transformation to obtain far-field antenna radiation
patterns. Our experiments demonstrate that the NFS-Net exhibits
both accuracy and generalizability in restoring high-resolution
near-field data from low-resolution input. The NF measurement
workflow that combines the NFS-Net and the NF2FF algorithm
enables accurate radiation pattern characterization with only
11% of the Nyquist rate samples. Though the experiments in this
study are conducted on a planar setup with a uniform grid, the
proposed method can serve as a universal strategy to accelerate
measurements under different setups and conditions.

Index Terms—antenna radiation patterns, deep learning, near-
field-to-far-field (NF2FF) transformation, near-field antenna mea-
surements, neural network.

I. INTRODUCTION

NEAR-FIELD (NF) antenna measurements are widely
used to characterize the radiation patterns of antennas

because of their accuracy and convenience of operation in a
controlled environment [1], [2]. With modern communication
devices increasingly operating at shorter (millimeter) wave-
length, NF measurements have become even more favored to
address significant path loss [3]. Compared to far-field (FF)
antenna measurement techniques, NF measurement systems
have the advantage of reducing the required testing distance
and facility space, which is particularly beneficial for the
characterization of electrically large antennas [1]. However,
near-field measurements are usually time-consuming due to the
requirement of sampling a large number of spatial coordinates,
posing a burden on the growing demand for efficient antenna
characterization [3], [4], [5], [6], [7].

Since data acquisition time is directly proportional to the
number of field samples collected, a straightforward method
to accelerate measurements is reducing the number of sam-
pling points [8]. Different strategies have been developed to
minimize sampling points without sacrificing measurement
accuracy [4], including the use of nonuniform sampling trajec-
tories, compressive sensing, and adaptive sampling strategies.
Compared to the number of sampling points at the Nyquist
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rate, nonuniform sampling trajectories can reduce the number
by more than 50% [9], [10]. However, to satisfy the require-
ment for further processing by the fast-Fourier transform (FFT)
on a uniform grid, some of the acquired samples are redundant
and introduce limited additional information [4]. Compres-
sive sensing (CS) is a powerful signal processing method
that reduces sampling points via data sparsity, with demon-
strated improvements in domains facing similar challenges
such as MRI imaging [11]–[13]. Recent advancements have
also been made applying these methods to near-field antenna
measurements [14]–[17]. Although CS substantially reduces
measurement time, it can be computationally intensive, and
it requires sufficient data sparsity and prior knowledge of the
antenna under test (AUT) to be effective [15], [18]. Adaptive
sampling, on the other hand, presents a real-time decision-
making scheme to strategically collect data points based on
previous samples. Despite its noteworthy achievements in
reducing data acquisition time by focusing on critical regions
with high variability [19], [20], some challenges to robustness
and feasibility have been reported due to its heavy dependency
on hyperparameters and initial sample selection [21]. Other
pioneering work includes utilizing spatial convolution and field
similarity to reduce the total measurement time for broadband
data collection [1], and adopting phase-less sampling strategies
to reduce system complexity and acquisition time [18], [22]–
[25].

Here, to further reduce sampling points without compromis-
ing the accuracy of antenna measurements, we draw inspira-
tion from the recent advances in deep learning for image super-
resolution and explore a deep learning-based fast NF antenna
measurement workflow. Specifically, we develop a convo-
lutional neural network model, Near-field Super-resolution
Network (NFS-Net), which takes under-sampled near-field
data as input and predicts high-resolution counterparts that
meet the Nyquist criterion. These predicted high-resolution
data are subsequently processed by the Near-Field to Far-Field
(NF2FF) algorithm to obtain far-field radiation patterns. To
fully leverage the ability of deep learning methods in accu-
rately predicting fully-sampled near-field data, we highlight
three contributions:

1) Dataset: Deep learning is a data-driven method. There-
fore, we construct a dataset containing 14,000 unique
near-field patterns (including magnitude and phase) for
network training. The dataset is obtained through full-
wave EM simulations of antennas of different sizes,
operating frequencies, and directivity. The diverse an-
tenna patterns enable effective learning of high-resolution
prediction and improve generalizability of data-driven
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Fig. 1. The workflow of the proposed end-to-end fast NF antenna measurement. It starts with the undersampled measurement of Ex and Ey in the near-field
of the AUT. The undersampled near-field data map is then fed into the NFS-Net to restore its fully-sampled counterpart, which is then further processed by
the NF2FF algorithm to reconstruct the far-field radiation pattern.

methods.
2) Loss function: The loss function plays a critical role in

network optimization and the ultimate effectiveness of
training. For the phase prediction network, considering
the periodicity of phase angles, we design a unique peri-
odic phase loss function. This loss function significantly
improves the network’s ability to predict substantial phase
variations in near-field data. For the magnitude prediction
network, we combine the conventional mean-absolute
error loss with the multi-scale structural similarity loss
to drive network optimization, enhancing the network’s
ability to predict high-resolution magnitude.

3) The diverse dataset and specially tailored loss functions,
combined with the advantages of U-Net architecture,
produce a well-trained NFS-Net that can accurately re-
construct fully-sampled data from severely undersampled
near-field data. Only 11% of the sampling points are
needed to fully restore the points satisfying the Nyquist
rate, thereby substantially reducing measurement time
while maintaining the accuracy of the final far-field
antenna patterns.

The performance of the well-trained network has been
demonstrated using simulation and measurement data of an-
tennas with different types and operating frequencies. The
experimental results show the network has both accuracy and
generalizability in enhancing the resolution of near-field data.
This is the first work to use the capabilities of deep learning
methods in addressing the challenging tasks of reconstructing
near-field data in both magnitude and phase. The performance
of the algorithm strongly supports a new approach for fast NF
antenna measurement.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section
II describes the proposed end-to-end workflow of the fast
NF antenna measurement and the NF2FF algorithm. Section
III presents the proposed network design, dataset generation,
loss function, and implementation details. Section IV presents
the experimental results in both simulation and measurement
followed by a discussion, and Section V concludes the paper.

II. FUNDAMENTALS OF NEAR-FIELD-TO-FAR-FIELD
TRANSFORMATION AND THE FAST NEAR-FIELD ANTENNA

MEASUREMENT WORKFLOW

In this section, the analytical solutions of the NF2FF al-
gorithms are presented in Section II-A. These algorithms are

crucial for accurately transforming near-field data into far-field
radiation patterns. Following this, Section II-B describes an
integrated, end-to-end system workflow that combines both
the NF2FF algorithms and the Near-field Super-Resolution
Network (NFS-Net). This comprehensive workflow demon-
strates how our proposed deep learning network and well-
established analytical methods work in conjunction to enhance
the efficiency and practicability of antenna characterization.

A. NF2FF algorithms

The planar near-field to far-field (NF2FF) transformation
relies on plane wave (modal) expansion using Fourier trans-
form techniques. This method decomposes any monochro-
matic wave into a superposition of plane waves, resolving them
in varying amplitudes and different directions to facilitate the
conversion of near-field data into far-field radiation patterns
[6], [26]. The NF2FF transformation starts from measuring
the tangential components Exa and Eya over the scanning
plane (z′ = d) in the near field. The corresponding x and
y components of the plane wave spectrum, fx (kx, ky) and
fy (kx, ky), are determined by

fx (kx, ky) =

∫ +b/2

−b/2

∫ +a/2

−a/2

Exa

(
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′
, y

′
, z

′
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)
e
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′
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(1)
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where a and b are the width and height of the measurement
plane. Then the electric field in the far field can be obtained
by

Eϕ(r, θ, φ) ≃ j
ke−jkr

2πr
cos θ [−fx sinφ+ fy cosφ] (3)

Eθ(r, θ, φ) ≃ j
ke−jkr

2πr
[fx cosφ+ fy sinφ] (4)

From (1)-(4), Exa and Eya are first measured at a distance
d from the antenna aperture, usually 3λ to 5λ in air, at a
grid resolution of at least 0.5λ to satisfy the Nyquist rate. The
measurement area is recommended to be truncated with edges
at least 40 dB lower than the max field strength within the
plane [27].
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Fig. 2. The overall architecture of NFS-Net. It consists of an encoder, a decoder, and skip connections between them to preserve high-resolution features and
extract informative content. Detailed dimensions and channel sizes can also be found in numerical annotations.

B. Proposed end-to-end workflow for fast NF antenna mea-
surement

The workflow of the proposed end-to-end fast NF antenna
measurement is shown in Fig. 1. It starts with a planar motion
stage to traverse through physical coordinates in the near-field
space of the antenna under test (AUT) to acquire undersampled
Ex and Ey data. The undersampled near-field data is first
fed into the NFS-Net to restore the fully-sampled data that
satisfies the Nyquist rate. Then, the restored fully-sampled data
is further processed by the NF2FF algorithm as described in
Section II. A to calculate the AUT’s far-field radiation pattern.

III. NEAR-FIELD SUPER-RESOLUTION NEURAL
NETWORK

The Near-field Super-resolution Network (NFS-Net) is de-
veloped to take undersampled near-field data as the input
and predict the corresponding fully-sampled data. As a deep
learning method, the performance of the network is governed
by the training dataset, network architecture, and the loss
function, which are presented in this section together with the
implementation details of the network.

A. Dataset Preparation

The generalizability of deep learning methods relies on the
diversity and comprehensiveness of the training dataset. To
ensure that NFS-Net has good generalizability for different
antenna patterns, we constructed a comprehensive training and
testing dataset. This dataset is built using CST Studio Suite to
perform full-wave electromagnetic simulations on 28 different
antenna models with operating frequencies ranging from 1
to 10 GHz. Each antenna model was selected with varying

parameters, including dimensions, operating frequency, polar-
ization, and directivity, to ensure the diversity and represen-
tativeness of antennas in the dataset. The simulations follow
the IEEE Standard recommendations on the best practices of
near-field measurement to emulate realistic anechoic chamber
characterization [27]. For each unique antenna, the simulated
near-field data (magnitude and phase of the Ex and Ey

components) are captured over a predefined spatial grid at
the Nyquist rate, with a distance between 3λ and 5λ from
the AUT. The simulation boundary is set to be up to 1.2 m
to be consistent with realistic NF measurement facilities. This
process results in 3488 unique near-field magnitude and phase
maps .

The number of fully-sampled near-field maps was further
augmented by rotating each map by 90◦ three times, produc-
ing 13,952 fully-sampled near-field maps. This augmentation
process increases the pattern diversity in the dataset, enhancing
the robustness and generalizability of the data-driven methods
across different scenarios.

The fully-sampled near-field maps are then downsampled
by a factor of 3 by uniformly selecting 1 point from every
3×3 grid, producing under-sampled maps. The fully-sampled
map and the corresponding under-sampled map form a data
pair in the dataset. Therefore, the constructed dataset consists
of 13,952 data pairs for network training and testing.

B. Network Architecture

Inspired by the classic U-Net for its unique, symmetric
shape to preserve high-resolution feature and enhance data uti-
lization [28]–[30], we propose the NFS-Net to take advantage
of such architecture and efficiently transform undersampled
near-field data into fully-sampled data.
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The network architecture is shown in Fig. 2. It consists
of an encoder, a decoder, and skip connections. The encoder
includes four stages, each with two 3×3 convolutional lay-
ers, a stride of 1, and a padding of 1, followed by batch
normalization and rectified linear (ReLU) activation function.
Downsampling is performed using max-pooling layers with
2×2 kernels and a stride of 2. The decoder mirrors the encoder,
using an upsampling layer with a kernel size of 2, an upscale
factor of 2, and a stride of 2. This is followed by concatenation
with the corresponding encoder features and further processing
by two 3×3 convolutional layers. The bottleneck layer captures
high-level features between the encoder and decoder. Skip
connections between the encoder and decoder preserve spatial
information across layers, which is crucial for maintaining
output fidelity. The final 1×1 convolutional layer reduces the
number of output channels to one, providing the estimated
fully-sampled near-field data.

C. Loss Function

The same network architecture, i.e. the NFS-Net, is sepa-
rately trained to learn to produce high-resolution magnitude
and phase data. To effectively train NFS-Net to extract useful
features from near-field magnitude and phase data and achieve
the high-resolution effect, we designed unique loss functions
for magnitude and phase training.

1) Magnitude loss function: The magnitude loss function
combines the mean absolute error (MAE) and the multi-scale
structural similarity (MS-SSIM) loss, which is expressed as

Lmag = αmag ∗MAE(y, ŷ) + βmag ∗ LMS-SSIM (y, ŷ) , (5)

where y is the predicted fully-sampled magnitude data, ŷ is
the ground truth, αmag and βmag are weighted coefficients for
magnitude to balance the contributions of MAE and MS-SSIM
loss. The MAE term computes numerical differences between
predicted fully-sampled magnitude data y and ground truth
ŷ, while MS-SSIM captures the perceptual quality difference
between the two [31].

MAE is calculated as

MAE(y, ŷ) =
1

H ×W

∑
i,j

|yi,j − ŷi,j | , (6)

where H ×W is the dimension of the image, and i and j are
the indices for pixels.

MS-SSIM measures the visual differences between the
predicted fully-sampled magnitude data y and ground truth
ŷ in terms of the luminance l (y, ŷ), contrast c (y, ŷ) and
structure s (y, ŷ), which is calculated as

MS-SSIM (y, ŷ) = [lM (y, ŷ)]
αM ·

M∏
k=1

[ck (y, ŷ)]
βk [sk (y, ŷ)]

γk .

(7)
In (7), M represents the number of scales the image is
analyzed, k represents the current scale level in the calculation,
αM , βk and γk are the coefficients to adjust weights in
different scales. The luminance l (y, ŷ), contrast c (y, ŷ) and
structure s (y, ŷ) are given by

l (y, ŷ) =
2µyµŷ + C1

µ2
y + µ2

ŷ + C1
, (8)

c (y, ŷ) =
2σyσŷ + C2

σy
2 + σŷ

2 + C2
, (9)

s (y, ŷ) =
σyŷ + C3

σyσŷ + C3
, (10)

where µy and µŷ are the means of y and ŷ, σy and σŷ are the
variances of y and ŷ, σyŷ is the covariance of y and ŷ. C1,
C2, and C3 are small constants to stabilize the division. The
loss function for MS-SSIM is defined as

LMS-SSIM (y, ŷ) = 1−MS-SSIM (y, ŷ) . (11)

2) Phase loss function: Since the acquired field data must
be normalized to values between 0 and 1 to facilitate con-
vergence during training on PyTorch tensors [32], wrapped
phase angles are used for phase representation to avoid the
extensive range of values presented by unwrapped phase
angles. However, phase wrapping introduces challenges in
defining the loss function. When two phase angles are close to
the wrapping point, for example, −179◦ and 0◦, they appear
significantly different when evaluated by the conventional
MAE loss function. However, the difference between the two
is actually small in the context of the phase angle. Therefore,
to address the issue caused by phase wrapping, we designed a
novel loss function, namely Periodic Phase Loss (Lpp), which
compensates for the periodic nature of phase angle during
network training. The Lpp is defined as

Lpp(z, ẑ) =
1

H ×W

∑
i,j

min (|zi,j − ẑi,j | , |zi,j − ẑi,j − 1|) ,

(12)
where z is the predicted fully-sampled phase data, ẑ is the
ground truth, both are normalized to [0,1].

Similar to the loss function for magnitude, the final loss
function for phase also combines the MS-SSIM loss with
the newly defined periodic phase loss. The final phase loss
function is defined as

Lphase = αphase ∗Lpp (z, ẑ)+βphase ∗LMS-SSIM (z, ẑ) , (13)

where αphase and βphase are weighted coefficients for phase
training to balance the effect of corresponding losses.

D. Implementation details

The 13,952 pairs of data in the dataset are randomly split
into 80% training data and 20% testing data. All the near-field
maps are resized to 86x86 and normalized to a range of [0,
1] for training.

The network is implemented in PyTorch and trained on
a single NVIDIA 4090 GPU (24-GB GPU memory). The
training process is based on the loss functions as described
in Section III-C. After careful testing and exploration, we
found that a mini-batch size of 15, with αmag = 0.5, and
βmag = 0.5 for magnitude loss function, and αphase = 0.6,
and βphase = 0.4 for phase loss function, provides the best
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Fig. 3. Comparison of the network’s capability to conduct near-field super-resolution on data with a downsampling factor of 3. Undersampled NF and ground
truth represent the low-resolution input and the fully-sampled, high resolution output of the network, with predicted NF showing the network’s estimations
based on low-resolution data. Antenna 1 is a horn antenna working at 8.4 GHz, while the antenna 2 operates at 3 GHz as a Yagi antenna. The range of values
is [0, 1] as shown on the color bar.

training outcomes. The network is optimized using the ADAM
optimizer with an initial learning rate of 0.001, decreasing by
a factor of 10 every 50 iterations, for 200 epochs.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The performance of the well-trained NSF-Net has been
examined using both simulated and measured data. In this
section, we first present near-field super-resolution examples
on 2 simulated antennas, followed by NF2FF reconstruction
based on these fully-sampled near-field data predicted by
the network. Then we further explore the network’s capa-
bility using measurement data acquired on different antennas
working at frequencies significantly higher than those in the
training datasets. The results demonstrate the effectiveness of
the proposed network on ideal full-wave EM simulation data
and on actual measurement results, showcasing its substantial
generalizability across scenarios. The undersampled near-field
data, using only 11% of the samples required at Nyquist rate,
can achieve far-field patterns comparable to fully-sampled data
through neural network-based super-resolution reconstruction.
This significant reduction in sampling points greatly accel-
erates NF antenna characterization without compromising its
performance.

A. Results on simulation data

The network’s super-resolution performance for the ampli-
tude and phase data of the x and y components of the electric
field is validated on two different antennas. Antenna 1 is an
X-band horn antenna working at 8.4 GHz, and Antenna 2 is
a Yagi antenna operating at 3 GHz. The results are shown
in Fig. 3. In the figure, the undersampled NF and network
prediction represent the undersampled near-field input to the
network and the fully-sampled output data from the network,
with values normalized between 0 and 1. The ground-truth data
is sampled at Nyquist rate with a sampling resolution of λ/2,

TABLE I
PERFORMANCE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PROPOSED NETWORK

Metrics Magnitude Phase
MAE (↓) 0.0041 /
Lpp (↓) / 0.0102

MS-SSIM (↑) 0.9929 0.9935

and the undersampled NF data is obtained by undersampling
the ground-truth data by a factor of 3, resulting in a sampling
resolution of 3λ/2. The comparison results shown in Fig.
3 present that the fully-sampled amplitude and phase data
predicted by the network closely resemble the ground truth.
The errors between the network’s predicted data and the
ground truth are listed in Table I. The low MAE of the
magnitude, the low Lpp of the phase, and the high MS-SSIM
of both the magnitude and phase in the numerical comparison,
combined with the visualized results shown in 3, confirm the
network’s outstanding super-resolution capability.

After completing the first step of near-field super-resolution,
the fully-sampled magnitude and phase data predicted by the
network are fed into the NF2FF algorithm to reconstruct the
far-field radiation patterns of the antennas. The reconstruction
results (in red) are compared to the simulated far-field patterns
(in blue) in Fig. 4. As observed in this comparison, they show
remarkable agreement in both E-plane and H-plane patterns.

To further validate the network’s generalization capability,
the network’s performance is tested on a modified Yagi an-
tenna (Antenna 3) with patterns tilted at 15°. The results are
also provided in Fig. 4. The 15° tilt is clearly visible In the
reconstructed H-plane pattern, and the predicted E- and H-
plane patterns closely match the simulated far-field patterns,
confirming the network’s ability to accurately restore fully-
sampled near-field data for antennas with different patterns.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of the simulated (fully-sampled) and reconstructed (3x
downsampled) far-field patterns in both E and H plane. Antenna 1 and 2
represent the same antennas in the near-field super-resolution examples, with
antenna 3 demonstrating a modified version of antenna 2 tilted at an angle of
15◦.

B. Results on measurement data

The performance of the proposed model is further validated
using measured NF data. The illustration of the NF mea-
surement is shown in Fig. 7, and the detailed measurement
setup is described in [33]. The testing probe (rectangular open-
ended waveguide) and the antenna under test (AUT) are both
fixed on positioners controlled by a motion controller and host
computer. A vector network analyzer (R&S ZVA-67) is used
as a signal generator and receiver to characterize the near-field
data, with frequency extenders (R&S ZVA-Z110) to connect
with the two testing ports. The entire measurement setup is
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the measured (fully-sampled) and reconstructed (3x
downsampled) far-field patterns in both E and H plane. Antenna 4 and 5 are
two horn antennas with an operating frequency at 75 GHz and 90 GHz.

supported on a precision optical table to minimize the effect
of vibration. High frequency absorbers are also used around
the setup to further reduce scatterings and reflections in the
environment.

Two antennas are tested in the experiment. Antenna 4 is
a horn antenna operating at 75 GHz with a nominal gain
of 20 dBi, and Antenna 5 is a horn antenna operating at
90 GHz with a nominal gain of 24 dBi. The results are
shown in Fig. 6. Similar to the simulation examples, the solid
blue line represents the far-field pattern obtained from fully
sampled measurements at the Nyquist rate, while the dashed
red line represents the far-field pattern reconstructed from 3×
undersampled near-field data after network prediction. These
patterns agree very well with each other. It’s important to
note that the two measured antennas operate at much higher
frequencies compared to the antennas in the training dataset,
yet the network maintains high accuracy in predicting the
fully-sampled near-field data. The measurement results further
validate the strong generalizability of the network.

C. Discussion

To further demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
super-resolution network and the importance of the proposed
Periodic Phase Loss (Lpp) function for training the network
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Fig. 6. Comparison of the restored near-field phase maps of antenna 1 based on different super-resolution strategies and loss functions used to train the
NFS-Net, with reference to the fully-sampled NF map as ground truth.

Fig. 7. The NF measurement setup used in this experiment. The system
consists of a motor-controlled motion stage hosted on a vibration-absorbing
optical table surrounded by absorbers. The characterization probe and the AUT
are connected by a 2-port VNA and frequency extenders to acquire near-field
data.

to predict fully-sampled NF data, we investigate the effects of
different loss functions and different super-resolution strategies
on antenna 1.

We first compare the effects of phase training using Periodic
Phase Loss (Lpp) combined with LMS−SSIM as the loss func-
tion against the traditional MAE combined with LMS−SSIM ,
while keeping magnitude and other settings the same. The
comparison of the restored near-field maps is shown in Fig.
6, and the comparison of the NF2FF reconstructed far-field
patterns is shown in Fig. 8. The two cases are labeled as
”LPP ” and ”MAE”, respectively. Fig. 6 shows that networks
trained with MAE, which does not account for the unique

Fig. 8. Comparison of the reconstructed far-field pattern of antenna 1 based on
different super-resolution strategies and loss functions used to train the NFS-
NET. The simulated far-field pattern (ground truth) is added for comparison.

nature of phase wrapping, have limited accuracy in predicting
high-resolution phase map, hence it cannot accurately restore
the far-field pattern as shown in Fig. 8. However, our proposed
Lpp successfully addresses this issue, driving the network to
effectively learn phase variations and achieve precise predic-
tion of the high-resolution near-field phase map, thus resulting
in more accurate far-field pattern.

Additionally, the performance of the NFS-Net is also com-
pared with the conventional, linear interpolation method, as
shown in the phase map comparison in Fig. 6. The linear
interpolation method fails to restore fully-sampled NF data due
to significant loss of phase information in the undersampled
data. In contrast, the NFS-Net, by learning from diverse NF
data and optimized using losses that include numerical errors
(Lpp) and perceptual errors LMS−SSIM , exhibits far superior
prediction accuracy for high-precision NF data. Therefore, as
shown in Fig. 8, the NFS-Net successfully resolves the far-field
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pattern that linear interpolation method fails to reconstruct.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present a novel fast NF measurement
workflow based on deep neural networks. We develop a
super-resolution network, the NFS-Net, to transform signif-
icantly undersampled near-field data to fully-sampled near-
field data. Subsequently, the transformed data is processed by
the NF2FF algorithm to generate far-field antenna radiation
patterns. To effectively train the network, we constructed
a large-scale simulation dataset containing diverse near-field
data and developed novel phase and magnitude loss functions.
Extensive experiments on simulated and measured data have
demonstrated the network’s accuracy and generalizability in
predicting high-resolution fully-sampled near-field data. The
proposed NFS-Net and NF2FF integrated antenna measure-
ment workflow only requires 11% of fully-sampled data to
accurately reconstruct far-field radiation patterns. The signif-
icantly reduced sampling points greatly accelerate antenna
measurements. Though the method is validated using a planar
NF measurement setup, it can be readily adapted to other NF
platforms such as spherical and cylindrical NF measurement
systems to enhance the NF measurement efficiency.
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