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Abstract—Sensing and edge artificial intelligence (AI) are
envisioned as two essential and interconnected functions in sixth-
generation (6G) mobile networks. On the one hand, sensing-
empowered applications rely on powerful AI models to extract
features and understand semantics from ubiquitous wireless
sensors. On the other hand, the massive amount of sensory data
serves as the fuel to continuously refine edge AI models. This
deep integration of sensing and edge AI has given rise to a
new task-oriented paradigm known as infegrated sensing and
edge AI (ISEA), which features a holistic design approach to
communication, AI computation, and sensing for optimal sensing-
task performance. In this article, we present a comprehensive
survey for ISEA. We first provide technical preliminaries for
sensing, edge Al, and new communication paradigms in ISEA.
Then, we study several use cases of ISEA to demonstrate its
practical relevance and introduce current standardization and
industrial progress. Next, the design principles, metrics, tradeoffs,
and architectures of ISEA are established, followed by a thorough
overview of ISEA techniques, including digital air interface,
over-the-air computation, and advanced signal processing. Its
interplay with various 6G advancements, e.g., new physical-layer
and networking techniques, are presented. Finally, we present
future research opportunities in ISEA, including the integration
of foundation models, convergence of ISEA and integrated sensing
and communications (ISAC), and ultra-low-latency ISEA.

I. INTRODUCTION

The sixth-generation (6G) mobile networks mark a remark-
able evolution in the digital era. As anticipated by ITU-R
in June 2023, the 6G landscape is shaped by a range of
usage scenarios, including hyper-reliable and low-latency com-
munications (HRLLC), immersive communications, massive
connectivity, ubiquitous connectivity, integrated sensing and
communications (ISAC), and integrated artificial intelligence
(AID) and communications (IAAC) [1]]. With these usage sce-
narios, 6G will support not only real-time and intensive data
transmissions but also numerous intelligence applications re-
quiring real-time intelligent operations, such as remote surgery,
autonomous driving, holographic telepresence, and digital twin
121, [30.

As reflected by ITU usage scenarios, two prominent trends
in 6G are edge Al and sensing. On the one hand, one of the
key trends of 6G is the full integration of edge Al into mobile
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networks. 6G networks can support Al provisioning with the
mobile edge computing (MEC) paradigm, delivering diverse
Al applications to resource-limited mobile devices with low
latency, reduced bandwidth, and better privacy. This leads to
a new field called edge intelligence or edge AI [4]-[6]. On
the other hand, edge intelligence must be fueled with massive
amounts of sensory data [7], [8]]. Aligned with this trend, 6G
is expected to support multi-modal sensing through not only
ISAC but also the collaborative perception of massive 6G edge
devices, including connected autonomous vehicles (CAVs),
unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), surveillance cameras, Inter-
net of Things (IoT) sensors [9], etc. These two trends, i.e., edge
Al and sensing, are interdependent, because edge Al relies
on massive sensory data for model training and inference,
while sensing depends on advanced Al algorithms running
at the network edge to maximize data value with reasonable
communication and computing overhead.

Although the coexistence and interdependence of commu-
nications, Al, and sensing is a natural trend in 6G, their
cooperation and integrated design for real-timeness and high
reliability (e.g., 30 ms inference latency and near 100%
accuracy for autonomous driving [10]]) is faced with several
critical challenges, including communication and computation
capacity, operational complexity, security and privacy, and sus-
tainability. For instance, it is essential for current networking
architectures and air interface techniques to evolve to accom-
modate the demanding requirements in latency and reliability
of transmission and analytics of sensory data. These challenges
necessitate innovative approaches for resource management,
integrated frameworks, signal processing techniques, network-
ing architectural design, etc., all unified under a new set of
metrics and principles oriented towards optimized performance
of sensing applications. This gives rise to a new task-oriented
paradigm, integrated sensing and edge AI (ISEA), which is
the theme of this paper. In what follows, we first provide a
historical perspective of ISEA, presenting the milestones of
communications, sensing, and Al to elaborate on the grand
convergence of these three domains, and demonstrate how 6G,
as a unified communication-computing platform, can support
integrated sensing and Al in a harmonious manner. After
that, we present the major contributions of this paper with
comparisons to other works and the paper’s organization.

A. Milestones of Integrated Sensing and Edge Al

1) Milestones of Communications: The development of
modern communication technologies dates back to the 19th



century, when Samuel Morse created the first single-wire
telegraph system using the Morse code, followed by the
invention of the telephone by Alexander Graham Bell in 1876.
In terms of wireless connectivity, the major breakthrough
was made by Guglielmo Marconi, who prototyped the first
long-distance radio wave-based wireless telegraphy system
and conducted the world’s first cross-ocean radio message
transmission in 1902. The famous article “A Mathematical
Theory of Communication” by Claude Shannon published in
1948 opened the field of information theory and has guided
the modern communication system design until today, which
defines the communication problem as “reproducing at one
point either exactly or approximately a message selected at
another point”, while the semantic aspects of the said mes-
sages are regarded as “irrelevant to the engineering problem”
[L1]. Therein, the Shannon-Hartley theorem characterizes the
maximum rate of errorless information transmission over a
noisy communication channel, underpinning the rate-centric
paradigms of communication system design ever since.

Building upon Shannon’s theory, the development of mo-
bile cellular networks from its first to fifth generation has
revolutionized society and lifestyles. The first generation of
mobile networks (1G), launched in 1979, were analog systems
dedicated to voice communication between mobile phones
and fixed-line telephones, adopting frequency modulation and
frequency division multiple access (FDMA). The second
generation (2G) was commercially launched in Finland in
1991. A fully digital network, 2G is revolutionary in many
aspects, such as encryption of radio signals, higher spectrum
efficiency, and the commencement of data service provision
to mobile phones albeit at a low rate of around 40 Kbps,
which makes it suitable for pure text messages. Significantly
improving the data rate to the wireless broadband level, the
third generation (3G) was first commercially launched in 2001
and reached its peak in the early 2010s, satisfying applications
such as mobile Internet access and video streaming. Such
an improvement is attributed to several technical advances,
such as code division multiple access (CDMA) and high-speed
packet access (HSPA).

From the fourth-generation (4G) onwards, mobile networks
started supporting pervasive “sensing” functionalities, marked
by techniques such as Narrowband Internet of Things (NB-
IoT), Long-Term Evolution Machine Type Communication
(LTE-M), and LTE Vehicle-to-Everything (LTE-V2X) com-
munications to support machine-type and IoT techniques.
The 4G networks were first commercially deployed in 2009,
pushing the downlink data rate beyond 100 Mbps. Long-
term evolution (LTE) is the major standard for 4G, featuring
orthogonal frequency-division multiple access (OFDMA) and
all-IP mobile networks. In 3GPP Release 13 (LTE Advanced
Pro), frozen in June 2016, both NB-IoT and LTE-M were
developed by 3GPP to support massive IoT devices and
sensors in low-power wide-area networks (LPWANS), transit-
ing mobile networks to a network of sensors. In the 3GPP
Release 14 LTE standard in 2017, cellular V2X was first
introduced to support communications between vehicles and
road infrastructure, where vehicles are equipped with powerful
multi-modal sensors to perceive environments.

The fifth-generation (5G), beginning its deployment in
2019, evolves into an integrated platform for communications,
computing, and sensing, which provides enhancements for the
aforementioned services in 4G. It features three main applica-
tion areas, i.e., Enhanced Mobile Broadband (eMBB), Massive
Machine-type Communications (mMTC), and Ultra-reliable
and Low Latency Communications (URLLC). Therein, eMBB
specifies higher data rates up to 1 Gbps for indoor, URLLC
targets mission-critical applications that require ultra-high reli-
ability, e.g., 99.9999%, and low end-to-end (E2E) latency, e.g.,
50ms and mMTC supports scenarios with dense IoT sensor
access. Moreover, 5G New Radio (NR) V2X supports more
advanced sensing applications for connected and autonomous
vehicles, including extended sensor sharing that enables the
exchange of raw or processed data gathered among vehicles,
roadside units, devices of pedestrian, and V2X application
servers [12]]. As evident, the mission of 5G extends beyond
supporting data exchange from massive low-end IoT sensors.
It also supports intensive data transmissions from high-end
sensors, such as cameras and Light Detection and Ranging
(LiDAR) on vehicles.

Following the pace of evolution, i.e., 10 years for each
generation, 6G is projected to be launched around 2030.
The academia is actively pushing forward several potential
technologies envisioned to play vital roles in 6G. HRLLC,
immersive communications, and massive connectivity are ex-
tended from 5G usage scenarios, namely enhanced eMBB,
mMTC, and URLLC, taking into account more stringent
performance requirements in 6G applications. For instance,
HRLLC will extend the performance limits of 5G URLLC,
aiming to enable real-time (sub-millisecond level) applications
in diverse sectors such as remote surgery and autonomous driv-
ing [13]. Immersive communications will support advanced
applications like holographic telepresence, providing lifelike,
three-dimensional communication experiences to revolutionize
remote work, education, and social interactions [2], [14].
Meanwhile, massive communications will connect billions of
devices seamlessly, fostering the dramatic growth of the IoT.
On the other hand, as alluded to earlier, ISAC and TIAAC
are two new usage scenarios compared with 5G. ISAC with
multi-functional waveforms, which can be traced back to
1960s [15]], has recently gained emerging attention owing to
massive Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MIMO) and higher
frequency bands. Another important shift is the sink of Al
provisioning to edge nodes, resulting in the integrated de-
sign of wireless communications and Al. Joint efforts from
academia and standardization organizations share the common
objective of moving from the rate-centric paradigm to task-
oriented application provisioning underpinned by integrated
Al, communications, and sensing.

2) Milestones of Sensing: Modern sensing emerged with
the development of electrical and electronic techniques which
enabled machines to capture, record, and transmit sensory
information. The 20th century saw the first use of radio
waves in sensing, such as radio detection and ranging (Radar)
developed by Robert Watson-Watt, which has since played a
central role in remote sensing applications. Radar techniques
were used to process data gathered from the propagation and



reflection of radio waves, revealing the distance, speed, and
direction of objects.

Since the late 20th century, advancements in electronics
and communication techniques have led to an era where
sophisticated sensing systems were established. For instance,
evolving with satellite technology, the Global Positioning
System (GPS), was launched in 1978 to enable precise location
sensing worldwide. Later than this, the development of other
global navigation systems began: GLONASS (1982), Beidou
(2000), and Galileo (2011). On the other hand, the invention
of transistors at Bell Labs in 1947 marked the beginning of
the miniaturization and integration of sensing devices. The
emergence of microelectromechanical systems (MEMS) in the
1980s further allowed for the miniaturization of mechanical
and electro-mechanical elements integrated into chips, which
are now widely used in various sensors including accelerome-
ters, gyroscopes, and pressure sensors. Concurrently, advanced
optical sensors and fiber optics were developed for efficient
telecommunications and precise measurements.

The early 2000s witnessed the emergence of sensing de-
vices, termed “smart devices”, that are endowed with the ca-
pability of real-time data processing by integrating lightweight
processors and chips with sensors. This allows for access to
not only raw sensory data but also a timely interpretation of
the meaning underlying them. For example, wearable devices
including fitness trackers and smartwatches can monitor and
record health metrics and report immediately when human
abnormalities are detected.

From the 2010s to the present, [oT sensing gained extensive
attention, where smart environments from homes to cities
were enabled via the vast networks of interconnected diverse
sensors including cameras, motion sensors, depth sensors,
accelerometers, etc. The capture multi-modal sensory data
gathered at IoT sensors are shared and analyzed (globally or
in a distributed manner) to track trends and gather insights
about everything from efficiency and energy use in factories
to traffic jams to personal conditions. Furthermore, powerful
Al algorithms emerged to support complicated sensory data
processing and interpretation, leading to more autonomous and
intelligent systems [|16]. Moreover, interest in quantum sensing
and its deployment grew significantly. Quantum sensors can
leverage entanglement, single photons, and squeezed states
to perform extremely precise measurements (e.g., nanometer-
level resolution [17]), beating limits in traditional sensing
technology.

Looking ahead to the future trend, we envision Al-driven
autonomous sensory devices with hyper-connection. For one
thing, the sensors are expected to be integrated with biological
systems, in which the realized tactile sensing will be the key
component for future digital twins and real-time e-healthcare
including health monitoring and diagnostics. For another, the
miniaturization of sensors will continue. Extremely small
sensors can find wide applications in medical diagnostics, en-
vironmental monitoring, and industrial processes. More impor-
tantly, enhanced connectivity in 5G and 6G will facilitate the
deployment and integration of advanced sensing technologies
in real-time applications.

3) Milestones of AI: The history of Al has witnessed
remarkable milestones and significant advancements since its
inception. Tracing back to 1950, Alan Turing introduced
the concept of machine intelligence and proposed the Tur-
ing Test as a criterion for evaluating a machine’s ability
to exhibit human-like intelligence. In 1956, the Dartmouth
Conference marked the birth of Al as a formal research field.
Throughout the 1960s, early AI programs, such as Arthur
Samuel’s checkers-playing program and John McCarthy’s Lisp
programming language, showcased basic problem-solving and
symbolic processing capabilities. However, Marvin Minsky
and Seymour Papert’s book “Perceptrons” (1969) emphasized
the limitations of early neural networks, resulting in a tempo-
rary decline in Al research funding. The 1980s saw machine
learning emerge as a subfield of AI, with algorithms such
as decision trees, reinforcement learning, and support vector
machines enabling Al systems to learn from data and improve
their performance over time. In the 1990s, researchers devel-
oped probabilistic and statistical methods, including Bayesian
networks and hidden Markov models, allowing Al systems
to handle uncertainty and make inferences from incomplete or
noisy data. A significant milestone was achieved in 1997 when
IBM’s Deep Blue defeated world chess champion Garry Kas-
parov, showcasing the capabilities of Al in complex decision-
making tasks.

The rise of big data and the development of deep learning
(DL) techniques in the 2000s led to significant improve-
ments in areas like computer vision and natural language
processing. AlexNet, a deep convolutional neural network,
won the ImageNet Large Scale Visual Recognition Challenge
in 2012, marking a turning point in the adoption of DL
for image recognition tasks. This achievement spurred the
development of more advanced architectures, such as VGG,
Inception, and ResNet. In 2016, DeepMind’s AlphaGo, an
Al system that combines DL and Monte Carlo Tree Search,
defeated the world champion in the ancient game of Go,
demonstrating advances in Al’s ability to tackle complex
problems. The advent of Transformer models, introduced by
Vaswani et al. in 2017, has brought significant advancements in
natural language processing (NLP) tasks. Transformers utilize
self-attention mechanisms to capture long-range dependencies
and parallelize computation, making them highly effective
in processing large-scale language data. The success of DL
can be largely attributed to the availability of large datasets,
powerful computational resources such as graphics processing
units (GPUs), and improvements in neural network architec-
tures and optimization techniques. In particular, the exploding
computational capability enables exhaustive pre-training over
a vast amount of data on the Internet, nurturing cutting-edge
foundation models like Generative Pre-trained Transformer 3
(GPT-3) by OpenAl. ChatGPT, a sibling model to GPT-3,
exemplifies the success of foundation models in generating
human-like text. By leveraging the pre-training and fine-tuning
approach, ChatGPT can understand context, answer questions,
provide recommendations, and even engage in creative tasks
like writing and storytelling.

Despite the booming of Al, challenges remain in terms
of computational efficiency, robustness, and ethical consider-



ations, which are essential aspects for the future development
of Al As researchers and practitioners continue to push the
boundaries of Al, especially pushing Al towards the network
edge to support ubiquitous and real-time intelligent applica-
tions in the era of 6G, where edge Al is a core research
direction.

B. Evolving towards Integrated Sensing and Edge Al

As the technologies of communication, sensing, and Al
evolve, an emerging trend is the convergence of the three tech-
nologies due to their tight coupling in 6G killer applications,
with the examples given shortly in Section Specifically,
sensing and Al become deeply coupled, as state-of-the-art
sensing techniques are largely built on Al-based backbones
for sensing analytics, and conversely, Al model training relies
on the large bulk of data generated by sensors to distill
intelligence. However, this training-and-inference process is
not achieved by a single all-in-one node but through the
cooperation of sensors, terminal user devices, and computation
nodes distributed in the network, rendering communication as
an indispensable component and key factor in the E2E task
performance.

Traditional designs of communication systems, however,
treat sensing and Al as independent applications that operate
on the Application Layer of the network, while the underlying
communication infrastructure, e.g., previous generations of
mobile networks, is designed in a rate-oriented manner agnos-
tic to the information semantics. Such paradigms are inherently
sub-optimal in terms of task performance and inadequate for
satisfying the Quality of Service (QoS) requirements as the
data volume, Al model complexity, and number of nodes scale
dramatically. Instead, 6G is envisioned to be Al-native with
deep communication-computation (C?) integration and task-
oriented optimization for the highest efficiency in supporting
Al-based applications. The air-interface technologies for Al-
empowered tasks are thus designed with different principles
from previous ones aimed at errorless bit transmission, focus-
ing instead on efficient reproduction of sensory information
in a manner effective for the downstream sensing task. Ex-
amples include joint source-channel coding (JSCC) as well
as data-aware access control and resource allocation. For
multi-access scenarios, an outstanding example is over-the-air
computation (AirComp), which exploits the waveform super-
position property of wireless channels to realize computation
of aggregation functions by simultaneous access of sensors.
These new communication paradigms are expected to be a
key system component seamlessly coupled with and optimized
for sensing tasks. In addition, the network itself shall feature
sensing as an inherent capability, e.g., network-as-a-sensor,
through multifunctional waveforms and native support for a
massive number of networked sensors. Thus, we argue that
the integrated design of communication, sensing and Al, which
involves cross-layer synergy for optimized task performance,
is an inevitable trend of technical advancements. On the other
hand, it has become a consensus that the support of low-
latency and high-reliability Al applications would require the
Al computation power to be distributed in edge networks

instead of relying solely on cloud data centers. Hence, in
this paper, we incorporate sensing, Al, and communications
featuring edge networks into a unified framework, ISEA,
oriented towards E2E task performance by integrated design
and optimization of the three components.

C. Comparisons with Relevant Works and Our Contribution

ISEA is a novel paradigm that integrates the acquisition,
storage and transmission of sensing data with Al at the
mobile edge to achieve low latency, high reliability and
native intelligence for various sensing-assisted applications.
ISEA is connected to two other emerging concepts in 6G,
ISAC and semantic communications (SemCom), but is still
fundamentally different due to its new application scenarios,
design goals and approaches, as elaborated below.

o Comparisons with ISAC: ISAC jointly designs RF sens-
ing and communication, improving resource utilization
through their coexistence and mutual assistance within
the same hardware, spectrum and waveform [18], [19].
Both ISEA and ISAC view sensing as a built-in function
of the mobile network, not an independent module built
on separate devices that interface with the network’s
application layer. Also, both paradigms exploit radio-
frequency (RF) sensing potentially with multi-functional
waveforms in millimeter wave (mmWave) or terahertz
(THz) frequency bands. Positioning, ranging and tracking
are viewed as important application scenarios by both
ISEA and ISAC.

Despite these similarities, ISEA and ISAC still exhibit
fundamental differences. Sensing in ISAC almost solely
refers to RF sensing, and the main motivation of ISAC
studies is the integration of RF sensing and wireless
communication systems due to their similar hardware and
signaling. In ISEA, however, sensing is a broader concept
not limited to RF sensing but includes multiple modalities
such as Red-Green-Blue (RGB) cameras, LiDARSs, and
event cameras. This leads to several unique characteristics
of ISEA. First, the rich but latent semantics embedded in
these sensing modalities, e.g., images and videos, render
the Al model indispensable for understanding sensing
data and making decisions in ISEA, as compared to
ISAC, which mainly focuses on RF signal processing.
Moreover, ISEA requires a dedicated communication
design for sensing tasks due to the high data dimension-
ality and the constant data exchanges among network
nodes for computation offloading and cooperation. On
the other hand, in ISAC, communication is generally
not for exchanging sensory data but for normal data
traffic coexisting with sensing. This results in distinctions
between ISEA and ISAC in terms of key supporting
techniques, as illustrated in Fig. [I| In terms of applica-
tion scenarios, ISEA supports higher-level sensing tasks
such as semantic segmentation and robotic planning and
control due to multi-modality and Al capabilities, while
ISAC mainly targets positioning, ranging, and physical
layer applications, i.e., sensing-assisted communications.

o Comparisons with SemCom: SemCom goes beyond

the traditional paradigm of building reliable bit pipes,
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Fig. 1. Differences and overlappings in terms of scopes of ISEA compared with ISAC and SemCom. Compared with ISAC, which focuses on the integration
and mutual assistance of RF sensing and communication, ISEA features multiple sensing modalities and joint communication-computation design for optimized
performance of Al-based sensing tasks, serving applications that require rich environmental semantics. Compared with SemCom, ISEA targets specific sensing
tasks and involves the joint design of a broader range of operations and components.

aiming instead at the efficient transmission of informa-
tion semantics via Al-based encoder-decoders and shared
knowledge bases [20], [21]. The greatest common point
between ISEA and SemCom is the native integration of
Al models into the communication system to understand,
compress and reconstruct semantics from multi-modal
data for efficient communication beyond Shannon’s limit.
However, the goals of ISEA and SemCom are fundamen-
tally different. SemCom aims at best semantic reconstruc-
tion over a transmitter-receiver pair under given semantic
similarity metrics, e.g., sentence similarity [22] for texts
and DL-based similarity for images. In contrast, ISEA
focuses on the effectiveness aspect of communication,
i.e., the maximization of E2E sensing task performance,
e.g., object detection precision and robotic object re-
trieval accuracy. In addition, while SemCom focuses on
one or multiple communication links, ISEA requires the
orchestration of a broader coverage of components and
operations as involved by the sensing task, e.g., sensing
signal processing, data storage, model fine-tuning with
sensory data, etc. Further, the different scopes in terms
of applications and techniques are illustrated in Fig. [I]

Several surveys and reviews are related to the topic of
ISEA [5], [O, [19], [23]-[26]. [26] introduces the integra-
tion of AI, IoT, and edge computing, surveys its potential
applications, and enables techniques for Al inference in IoT
with end-edge-cloud orchestration as well as decentralized
edge learning. In [5], the authors review energy-efficient
design techniques for edge Al operations, i.e., data acquisition,
training and inference, to fit Al capabilities into resource-
limited wireless edge networks. However, theses works [5]],
[26] focus on the general edge Al where sensing is one of its
applications without a thorough discussion on sensing-oriented
techniques. From the sensing perspective, [25] investigates
the design issues for collaborative sensing including sensing
models, deployment and scheduling techniques, and metrics.
However, the main focus is solutions for sensing coverage
maximization, not covering wireless link issues or downstream

inference. [[19] discusses the advances in joint radar sensing
and communications with applications to localization and
sensing applications in IoT, which, however, does not involve
other sensing modalities or Al-empowered data processing.
The integration between RF sensing, multi-modal sensing
and communication modules, named Synesthesia of Machines
(SoM), is introduced in [24]], which reviews current progress
on the mapping between sensory data and channel data as
well as mutual assistance of sensing and communications.
Nevertheless, its main focus is the relationship and interaction
between RF and other sensing modalities in the coexistence of
communicational functions, not a generalized framework for
efficient sensory data processing and exchange as in ISEA.
The integration of sensing, communication and computation
(ISCC), as reviewed in [9]], [23]], is an emerging framework
exploiting coupling of the three operations for a wide range of
performance metrics, e.g., 6G communication rates and E2E
task latency. Compared with [9]], [23]], our paper focuses on
the perspective on the native integration of AI models into
sensing in edge networks oriented towards the performance
of Al-empowered sensing tasks. Our main contributions are
summarized as follows.

o We first provide technical preliminaries on ISEA from
perspectives of sensing, edge Al and new communication
techniques, and introduce the use cases and industrial and
standardization progress of ISEA. Then, we give clear
definitions of ISEA in terms of principles, metrics, trade-
offs, and architectures, highlighting the key differences
between ISEA and conventional edge Al systems.

¢ We provide the first comprehensive survey on how 6G
wireless communications can support ISEA, including
digital air interface for ISEA, AirComp-based air inter-
face for ISEA, and advanced signal processing for ISEA.
We focus on the adaption of a wide range of techniques,
e.g., radio resource management (RRM), access control,
and JSCC, to Al-empowered sensing tasks for optimized
E2E performance. We further review how ISEA can be
boosted by other trending advancements in 6G.



o We point out several future research directions for ISEA,
including the interplay between ISEA and foundation
models, the convergence of ISEA and ISAC, and ultra-
low-latency ISEA.

D. Paper Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We first
introduce useful preliminary knowledge for ISEA involving
sensing data acquisition, edge Al and new communication
technologies, respectively in Section Section [[I-B| and
Section Then, in Section [[TI] we provide case studies for
ISEA ranging from its application scenarios and supporting
techniques that fit into the ISEA paradigm, introduce the
standardization efforts for and industrial perspectives on ISEA,
and available datasets. The key design principles of ISEA
are defined in Section followed by the metrics and
tradeoffs in ISEA in Section The general architectures
of ISEA are introduced in Section and several specific
ISEA paradigms are sketched in Section ISEA techniques
based on digital air interface are presented in Section [VI|
while those based on AirComp air interfaces are presented in
Section [VII] The incorporation of advanced signal processing
techniques into ISEA is introduced in Section [VIII} We discuss
opportunities to boost ISEA using other trending 6G advance-
ments and review relevant works in Section Outlooks
for research opportunities and open issues are provided in
Section [X] Finally, we conclude this paper in Section For
the readers’ convenience, we have included Fig. [2[to illustrate
the outline of this paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we provide technical preliminaries under-
pinning the establishment of ISEA. We first present several
prevalent modalities of sensing data acquisition, detailing their
principles, data types, application scenarios, etc. Then, we
introduce edge Al as the enabler for low-latency and high-
reliability sensing tasks empowered by Al models in two
aspects, i.e., edge learning and edge inference.

A. Sensing Data Acquisition

1) Camera: Camera-based visual data is arguably the most
prevalent sensing modality with a wide presence in vari-
ous devices, e.g., automated vehicles, UAVs, and robots. A
monocular RGB camera system generally comprises of a lens
and an image sensor converting light intensity at the focal
plane in different color channels into digital signals. Although
usually associated with a low cost, a monocular camera
can constantly stream high-resolution image data carrying
texture and color information. Such information is critical
for semantic-relevant sensing, including traffic-sign detection
and person re-identification [27]]. However, the lack of depth
information is an inherent drawback of monocular cameras.
To resolve this issue, RGB-Depth (RGB-D) camera systems
have been developed to endow the visual data with depth
information, which can be realized by multiple techniques
with different application scenarios [28]]. A classical technique

is binocular camera system with two cameras simultaneously
capturing two-dimensional (2D) images from different view
angles, which is relatively robust to ambient illumination but
incurs high computational complexity and calibration efforts
[29]]. As another technique adopted by commercial products,
e.g., Kinect V1 and Apple Face ID, infrared structured light
with predefined patterns can be projected to the sensing target,
which is reflected and detected by an infrared sensor for three-
dimensional (3D) reconstruction [30]. Structured light-based
sensing provides high-resolution depth estimates and can be
operated in dark environments while being mostly limited
to indoor scenarios due to the short perception range and
strong ambient illumination interference in outdoor environ-
ments. Another key advantage of camera-based sensing is the
extremely rich library of AI models operating on image or
video data for a wide variety of downstream tasks.

2) Light Detection and Ranging: LiDAR is another preva-
lent sensing modality that exploits the reflection of emitted
lights on targets for 3D ranging and imaging. Due to the
short wavelengths of optical waves, LiDAR enjoys a high
spatial resolution, which, along with its robustness to ambient
lights, makes it a favorable choice for mission-critical or
resolution-demanding applications such as autonomous driving
and drone-based environment perception despite its relatively
high cost. For example, Google’s autonomous driving vehicle,
Waymo, features a 360-degree LiDAR as the core of its sensor
suite. DJI’s latest drone model, Matrice 300 RTK, is also
equipped with a LIDAR module for applications such as terrain
modeling and accident scene mapping. The basic architecture
of a LiDAR involves a transmitter emitting light pulses,
usually lasers, towards the target and a receiver measuring the
round-trip-delay of the reflected light, also known as time of
flight, to determine the distance to the target [31]. Resolution
and maximum sensing range are two important performance
metrics. The typical form of LiDAR output is point cloud,
which is a set of points with 3D coordinates and additional
information such as reflection intensity. State-of-the-art Li-
DARs with high spatial resolution and wide sensing range
generate point-cloud data at a data rate up to several Gbps [32],
posing significant challenges to signal processing and data
transmission among multiple agents. Traditionally, point cloud
data are processed by manual feature engineering with expert
knowledge, such as ground filtering to differentiate between
ground and non-ground points and subsequent clustering of the
latter into different objects [33]]. However, with the emergence
of Al it has become a consensus that DL-based backbones
will be fundamental in understanding LiDAR data for complex
downstream tasks such as semantic segmentation and object
detection. Celebrated DL backbones including VoxelNet [34]]
and PointPillars [35]], take raw point cloud data as input and
output spatial features consisting of one feature vector for each
region in the regularly spaced grid of the sensing range, known
as a voxel. The features can then be fed into a downstream
inference head for particular tasks, such as region proposal
networks for object detection. An important property of the
spatial features is its sparsity in the voxel dimension, as a
large portion of the voxels is empty, i.e., without data points,
which results in all-zero feature vectors.
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Fig. 3. In an urban traffic scenario, multiple sensing modalities are installed,
including RGB cameras, LiDARs, event cameras and radars. Multi-modal
sensory fusion is achieved via device-to-device (D2D) and mobile cellular
links such that each participant has a holistic view of all vehicles and
pedestrians.

3) Radio-Frequency Sensing: RF sensing refers to collect-
ing information about physical objects using RF waves. In
RF sensing, RF signals are first emitted by a transmitter,
then reflected by objects like vehicles, buildings, and peo-
ple, and eventually captured by a receiver using RADAR
technology [31f], [36]. The RF signals commonly used in
RF sensing are composed of frequency-modulated continuous
wave (FMCW), wireless fidelity (Wi-Fi), and ultra-wideband
(UWB) signals. Specifically, FMCW radar is shown to be
efficient and accurate in estimating the range, velocity, and
angle information [37]]. UWB Doppler radars are powerful in
capturing vital signs of the human body, such as heart rate
and respiration signals [38]]. According to transmitter/receiver
positions, RF sensing can be categorized into 1) passive
sensing—the transmitter and receiver are located at different
positions 2) and active sensing—the transmitter is the same as
the receiver. Compared to light-based sensing, RF sensing can
realize stable and low-cost identification and classification in
non-line-of-sight (non-LoS) scenarios [39]. At the same time,
the broadcasting property of radio signal transmission enables
RF-sensing to simultaneously monitor multiple objects and
record changes in a vast region. To this end, raw sensory data
need to be processed to generate informative knowledge about
objects. In this class, low-level features such as speeds, range,
and angles can be efficiently extracted by using analytical
methods including principal component analysis (PCA) and
ambiguity analysis [40]. Currently, extensive efforts are also
made to leverage advanced DL methods to facilitate com-
plicated RF-sensing applications. Exemplified by DL-based
human activity identification, range-Doppler maps, micro-
Doppler spectrograms (mDS), and spectrogram envelopes can
be first extracted from raw RF data and are then fed into a
bidirectional long short-term memory (LSTM) recurrent neural
network to make classification decision [41], [42].

In 5G and beyond, RF-sensing and radar technologies are
expected to be fully integrated within communication systems,
termed ISAC. ISAC is deemed useful for improving utilization
efficiency and reducing implementation costs, being adopted
as a key technology in 6G [43]. It introduces new research
opportunities for RF-sensing from three aspects: realizing
communication by pure radar signals, executing sensing via
communication signals, and dual-functional waveform design.

The coexistence between radar and communication systems
spreads over the spectrum from 1 GHz to 300 GHz and diverse
architectures including MIMO radar, Orthogonal Frequency-
Division Multiplexing (OFDM) systems, and mmWave com-
munications.

4) Event Data: Different from traditional frame-based cam-
eras, which capture images by continuously sampling the scene
at a fixed rate and storing the entire frame as a grid of
pixels, event-based cameras capture and report the changes
in light intensity at the pixel level in real-time. Specifically,
the pixels in event-based cameras operate independently and
asynchronously. Each pixel continuously monitors the light
intensity changes at its location and generates an event when
the intensity crosses a certain threshold. The event consists
of the originating pixel’s coordinates, timestamp, and polarity,
indicating the trend of intensity, i.e., increasing or decreasing.
These components form a stream of event data that represents
the visual information captured, which can be transmitted,
processed, and analyzed to extract valuable insights or perform
specific computer vision tasks, e.g., object tracking and optical
flow estimation. It is emphasized that event data is highly
sparse compared with the aforementioned frame-based video
data since the event-based camera produces data at a much
lower rate. The sparse nature contributes to its advantages of
low power consumption, high temporal resolution, and high
dynamic range, which benefits its processing in the considered
next-generation wireless communication system as well [44].
The sparsity nature of event data can be utilized to compress
data size for low-cost communication.

5) Multi-modal sensing: Multi-modal sensing is motivated
by the fact that the above three sensing modalities have
their advantages and inherent limitations, respectively. For
example, LiDAR and RF sensing both provide precise 3D
spatial information while lacking the rich semantic information
(e.g., color and texture) provided by camera images. Exploiting
complementary sensing features in multiple modalities is thus
expected to boost sensing performance. Sensors with multiple
modalities can co-exist on a single device, such as autonomous
vehicles equipped with both LIDAR and cameras, where multi-
modal fusion can be executed on board without incurring extra
communication costs. In a more general scenario, sensors with
different modalities are distributed to multiple devices in the
network. For example, in an edge robotics system, the robots
are equipped with LiDAR and a camera, while the BS is
equipped with ISAC hardware that provides the RF-sensing
modality. In this case, the communication cost is a critical
aspect in designing the fusion strategy.

A rich literature exists on sensing models that exploit
multiple sensing modalities to complete a downstream task.
The fusion of LiDAR and camera image is arguably the most
prevalent fusion strategy applied for various tasks including
object detection, tracking, and semantic segmentation [45]—
[48]]. The authors of [49] complement LiDAR with RF sensing
to improve the detection performance. Depending on the
model architecture design, the fusion methods can happen at
different levels, e.g., raw-data level, feature level, and decision
level. Generally, modality fusion at higher levels results in
a smaller communication volume for information exchange



between sensors, while the information loss may increase due
to the reduced data dimension.

B. Edge Al

1) Edge Learning: Extensive studies have demonstrated
the effectiveness of machine-learning algorithms in distilling
knowledge from raw sensory data to support downstream
sensing tasks like classification, semantic segmentation, and
3D stereo. In practice, however, the enormous sensory datasets
are collected by edge IoT devices such as cameras, radars,
and diverse sensors. Centralizing these local data at a cloud
center for Al training and data analysis is undesirable due
to the resultant privacy constraints and communication bottle-
necks [50]. To tackle this issue, leveraging learning algorithms
at the network edge to distill intelligence in a distributed
manner to avoid direct transmission of raw data has emerged
as a promising approach [50], [51f]. In this respect, federated
learning (FL) has gained significant traction [52]]-[54]]. FL
builds upon the iterative stochastic-gradient descent (SGD)
algorithm and involves three main operations: 1) local sensors
train a local model using their data via SGD, 2) local sensors
upload these intermediate results (e.g., gradients and network
weights) over wireless links, and 3) a central server aggregates
local results to update a global model and broadcasts the
latest updates to local sensors. These operations iterate until
convergence. FL methods have been well investigated in
wireless systems by utilizing diverse air interface techniques,
such as AirComp and broadband transmission [54]. However,
empowering sensing with edge learning methods encounters
several challenges that may not be adequately addressed by
conventional algorithms. First of all, the presence of data
and model heterogeneity across different sensors presents
both opportunities and challenges for integrating sensing and
edge Al Consider a multi-view sensing scenario. Even when
observing the same target, the variations in sensor spatial
locations and hardware settings (e.g., RGB and depth cameras)
naturally introduce non-identically distributed (Non-IID) prop-
erties and distinct representations to on-device data. Although
the data inconsistency enables the trained models to acquire
information from different domains by multi-view or multi-
modal fusion to improve sensing performance, it also requires
the design of edge learning algorithms considering more
complicated operations including feature pooling, attention-
based fusion, and spatial alignment [55].

2) Edge Inference: Whilst edge learning aims at distill-
ing intelligence from data collected by edge devices, edge
inference focuses on the efficient provision of well-trained
Al models as services to heterogeneous edge devices under
possibly stringent latency and reliability requirements. In
contrast to the conventional cloud inference which places
the intensive computation load of Al model inference at the
central cloud, edge inference deploys computation resources
on edge nodes in proximity to the device requesting service,
thus promising lower round-trip latency and avoiding traffic
jams in the backbone network. These advantages render edge
inference as a key enabling technology for sensing with
latency-demanding and mission-critical natures. Depending on

the deployment of the model computation load, edge inference
can be categorized into on-device inference, on-server infer-
ence, split inference, and distributed inference. On-device and
on-server inference places model computation solely on end
devices or servers, aiming at scenarios with extremely scarce
communication resources or low-end on-device computation
capabilities, respectively. Split inference is arguably the most
prevalent approach where the Al model is split into a low-
complexity device sub-model and a server sub-model due to
its privacy-preserving nature and high flexibility. The device
uses its sub-model to extract features from the raw data,
which are uploaded to the server for further inference with
the server sub-model. Therein, the feature uploading phase
is often confronted with a communication bottleneck since
the extracted features may have a higher dimension than raw
data, especially when handling bursting arrivals of inference
requests from multiple users. A set of techniques have been
developed for split inference to boost its efficiency under
QoS requirements, including communication and computation
resource allocation [56], [S7|], feature compression/pruning
(58], [59], JSCC [60], progressive transmission [61], early
exiting [62]], [63], and model partitioning point selection
[64]. Different from previous paradigms involving a device-
server pair, distributed inference involves the distribution of
computation load onto multiple edge devices to complete a
single inference request [65]], [66], which usually requires the
partition of an Al model into multiple independent execution
units for distributed computing.

C. New Communication Technologies in ISEA

The traditional design paradigm is based on the separation
of source and channel coding, where the former handles data
compression and the latter aims at errorless bit transmission
over the air interface. However, this paradigm becomes sub-
optimal as ISEA shifts the focus of communication from
achieving high rates to attaining high performance for par-
ticular tasks with a low E2E latency, necessitating the incor-
poration of new communication technologies. Next, we intro-
duce two representative communication technologies, which,
in a general sense, target point-to-point and multiple access
scenarios, respectively.

1) Joint Source-Channel Coding: JSCC aims to push the
limits of separated source-channel coding, overcoming its
drawbacks, e.g., cliff effect, in various 6G scenarios, includ-
ing the ultra-low-latency regime, Al training/inference with
E2E performance requirements, and knowledge base-enabled
communications [67]]. Despite its recent revival, JSCC is a
long-running research topic, but classical techniques primarily
focused on statistical source distributions and joint tuning and
decoding of separately designed source and channel codes.
The emerging DL-empowered JSCC comprises an encoder
that realizes the mapping from source to channel inputs and
a decoder that takes in the channel inputs for information
reconstruction for downstream tasks, while both are param-
eterized by neural networks [68]]. Such a design enables E2E
training of the JSCC framework towards maximizing a desired
target over training dataset, where channels are considered as a



frozen intermediate layer as opposed to the trainable encoder-
decoder pair. Examples of E2E optimization targets include
peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) for images and multi-scale
structural similarity index measures for videos. Advanced DL-
based JSCC techniques involve adaptive rate control, finite-
constellation implementations, etc. In ISEA systems, the de-
sign goal of JSCC shall go beyond the level of data/semantic
reconstruction towards the effectiveness level, aiming at op-
timized downstream task performance. For example, the E2E
communication of point-cloud features shall be optimized such
that the downstream object detection model yields the highest
precision instead of the feature reconstruction error.

2) Over-the-Air Computation: Over-the-air computation
(AirComp) leverages the waveform superposition property of
wireless multi-access channels to realize the desired aggrega-
tion function of distributed data by simultaneous transmissions
[69]. Compared to orthogonal access where the communica-
tion latency grows with the number of devices, AirComp’s
latency scales by O(1) w.r.t. the number of devices due to si-
multaneous access, rendering it a promising solution for ISEA
applications that often require low-latency data aggregation
from many devices. The general architecture of AirComp is
illustrated in Fig. 7 (a). The typical procedure of AirComp can
be elaborated by considering the scenario of value averaging
where both devices and the server are equipped with a single
antenna. First, aiming for analog wireless transmissions, each
device normalizes its data into a zero-mean distribution, and
then modulates the normalized values onto the magnitude
of transmission symbols. Then, zero-forcing transmitter is
applied at each device based on its transmit channel state infor-
mation (CSI) to pre-compensate channel fading [[70]], which is
also known as magnitude alignment. Subsequently, the devices
transmit simultaneously with symbol-level synchronization by
e.g., time-advance techniques in 4G/5G standards such that the
signal magnitudes sum up in the air. The server then receives
and scales the aggregated signal to recover the averaged data.

Beyond realizing data averaging, AirComp supports the
computation of a family of aggregation functions, known as
nomographic functions, by adding due data pre-processing
and post-processing at the device and server respectively.
These functions include, for example, multiplication, geo-
metric mean, and vector norms. Moreover, AirComp can
be implemented in multi-antenna systems, e.g., single-input-
multiple-output (SIMO) [71] and MIMO [70]), further ex-
ploiting channel diversity to multiplex aggregations or reduce
errors.

III. CASE STUDIES, INDUSTRIAL AND STANDARDIZATION
PROGRESS

In this section, we conduct use case studies for ISEA,
first introducing 6G application scenarios enabled by ISEA
infrastructure and then several key supporting techniques for
these scenarios as functions of ISEA. Next, we summarize
the standardization efforts, industrial perspectives and datasets
regarding ISEA development.

A. Case Studies — Application Scenarios

1) Autonomous Driving: Undoubtedly, the evolving capa-
bilities of sensing and AI will play an indispensable role in
next-level autonomous driving, which requires the vehicle to
perceive the environment, analyze sensory data, and make
decisions in a real-time, intelligent, and reliable manner. On
the one hand, each vehicle itself is equipped with moderate-
scale Al models to fuse and understand multi-modal sensory
data, supporting subsequent decision-making. This technique
is known as single-vehicle intelligence. On the other hand,
vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) and vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I)
cooperation is envisioned to solve several critical challenges
including object occlusion, extreme weather, contesting, etc.
A typical scenario of V2V collaboration involves multiple ve-
hicles communicating over wireless links to exchange sensory
information in a shared feature space, e.g., bird’s-eye view
space, to detect occluded vehicles. V2I generally involves a
roadside server assisting vehicles with localization, percep-
tion, and coordinated decision-making. ISEA in cooperative
autonomous driving aims to achieve integrated sensing and
networking of intelligent vehicles and servers under stringent
latency, reliability, and E2E accuracy demands by orchestrat-
ing Al computation and sensory data communications.

2) Robotics Planning and Control: State-of-the-art robotics
relies heavily on Al models to understand human languages,
perceive the environment, make decisions, and interact with
the environment and user [72]]. Specifically, natural-language
instruction is transferred by language models into semantic
representations of the physical world. Meanwhile, sensory
data captured by various sensors such as cameras, RGB-D
sensors, and range sensors are analyzed by sensing models
to create a high-dimensional feature space that encodes the
objects and environments perceived by a robot. By projecting
the instruction semantics into the sensory space, the robot
can associate certain perceived patterns with the instruction
and control its actuators to accomplish the task. The heavy
computational load of large language and sensing models
renders pure on-robot model deployment infeasible under
battery life constraints. Thus, robotic task accomplishment
frequently involves sending sensory data and input prompts
to edge servers in proximity to robots for low-latency remote
execution. Beyond the single-robot workflow, another emerg-
ing paradigm is multi-robot collaboration via edge servers for
localization and perception, where each robot sends sensory
data generated from LiDAR, cameras, inertial measurement
unit (IMU), etc., to the edge server for fusion into holistic
perception results.

3) Internet-of-Things Digital Twin: Digital twin involves
creating a software replica of a real-world entity for testing,
monitoring, and behavior prediction. Some typical scenar-
ios include virtual sensors for industrial production, digital
patients for health monitoring, and digital city. The digital
replica will be created from real-time data collected by IoT
sensors. Meanwhile, the critical role of AI models has become
a consensus in various aspects of digital twins, e.g., virtu-
alization models for mirroring sensory observation to virtual
representation and analytics models for calculating physical



motion and predicting future behavior [73|]. However, digital
twin is challenged by the computation-intensive nature of such
models and low latency required by real-time data analytics,
for which ISEA can be a promising solution by offloading
sensory data to the edge cloud for real-time processing.

4) Smart City: Enabled by massive IoT sensors and Al-
based intelligent systems, smart city is envisioned as the solu-
tion to many urban challenges [74]. For example, the concept
of “City Brain” [75]] is reshaping city management through
streamlined sensing, data analytics, and decision making. With
the development of inter-domain data sharing and multi-modal
data fusion, City Brain is evolving from local intelligence to
a general intelligent engine for use cases ranging from traffic
control to emergency response to city planning. It relies on
edge Al for real-time intelligent analytics of sensory data
collected by millions of sensors deployed in smart cities, such
as visual cameras, thermal cameras, wearable devices, etc., and
subsequent decision-making. With C? integration and cross-
layer synergy, ISEA provides the infrastructure for efficient
selection, transmission, and analytics of a massive amount of
sensory data in fast response time as typically required by
smart city applications. For example, assisted by on-sensor Al
models, the transmission of sensory data to the edge server
is triggered with importance awareness such that emergency
events are reliably detected with minimal network traffic.

5) Healthcare: Smart healthcare is empowered by data
from a variety of sensors ranging from wearable devices to
patient monitors to surveillance cameras, which are widely
deployed in hospitals, homes, and elderly communities [76].
The collected data, typical in multiple modalities, are ana-
lyzed via Al models to monitor health conditions, recognize
human gestures, respond to emergencies, and combat epidemic
outbreaks [77]. The privacy sensitiveness of medical data,
extensive bandwidth costs, and stringent latency constraints
require the Al model computation to be deployed on edge
servers instead of remote cloud centers. ISEA provides a
versatile framework for aggregating and analyzing multi-
modal data from healthcare sensors with highly heterogeneous
communication and computation capabilities.

B. Case Studies — Supporting Techniques

1) Positioning and Tracking: The fields of positioning
and object tracking feature a rich set of technologies that
collectively enable precise localization and continuous mon-
itoring of objects with high accuracy, high reliability, and
low latency. Advanced positioning systems include satellite-
based systems like GPS and BeiDou for global navigation [78]
and terrestrial technologies like radio frequency identification
(RFID), Bluetooth Low Energy (BLE), and (UWB) for in-
door positioning and tracking [38]], [79]. Al-based positioning
and tracking are increasingly employed in applications with
complex environments, multi-modal data (e.g., the fusion of
visual information and LiDAR [80]-[83]]) and high-precision
requirements like UAV swarms and autonomous driving [84],
[85]. ISEA is deemed a promising framework contributing
to real-time intelligent positioning and tracking by offering
low-latency access to edge Al resources and support for
cooperation between devices.

2) Generative Al: Generative Al is expected to be native
in 6G mobile networks for automating a broad range of tasks
in mobile applications including human semantic communica-
tions, personal assistants, auto-pilot, and robotic control. The
ability of generative Al to comprehend and respond to nuanced
inputs makes it a powerful tool for ISEA, supporting sensory
data processing and automating ISEA operations. First, with
its general intelligence capabilities, generative models can
support versatile sensory data understanding and decision-
making, adapting to new tasks in few-shot and zero-shot
cases. Second, generative Al holds the potential to realize
automated ISEA operations, e.g., dynamic scheduling and
sensor access control adaptive to the system status. For ex-
ample, in a mobile network, multiple sensors need to access a
server for cooperative field perception and multi-modal fusion.
Generative Al, aided with chain-of-thought (CoT) prompting
and multi-modal adaptors, can analyze network status and
patterns in multi-sensor observations to provide predictive
modeling and real-time actuation for content-driven resource
allocation and energy management among sensor devices. In
addition, the development of generative Al is expected to
benefit from access to a huge number of sensing datasets.
Further, personalized sensory data allows for task-oriented
fine-tuning of a general large language model, making it more
efficient in specific application scenarios. The process of data
provisioning and training shall be supported by ISEA with
techniques such as device-edge cooperative fine-tuning.

3) Satellite-Air-Ground Integrated Network (SAGIN): SA-
GIN features the integration of satellite systems, aerial net-
works, and terrestrial communications, targeting large cover-
age and strong resilience [86]]. The majority of research efforts
focus on the cooperative execution between heterogeneous
systems in SAGIN, which includes both joint network design
and protocol optimization [87]. On the other hand, lifting
Al above the ground is becoming attractive for supporting
applications requiring expansive field perception and intelli-
gent task execution, such as intelligent transportation systems,
military missions, and disaster rescue [88|]. This leads to a
natural fusion between ISEA and SAGIN. In this case, due
to the distinct levels of coverage (and thus the available
sensing range) offered by different components in SAGIN, the
architecture of ISEA is reshaped into a hierarchical one that
consists of three levels: 1) edge devices/servers (e.g., sensors,
smart devices, and edge servers) serve as the edge for ground
systems, 2) UAVs form the edge for air-ground systems, and
3) satellites act as the edge for space systems. Simultaneously,
the components of Al models will be employed at different
levels of the network edge to execute their corresponding
functionalities (e.g. compression, feature extraction, fusion,
and prediction) according to the task requirements and re-
source availability. Despite the flexibility achieved by SA-
GIN resilience, heterogeneity exists in both sensory datasets,
computation capability, and data rate, which poses several
challenges to the materialization of ISEA in SAGIN.

4) Human-Machine Symbiosis: Advanced sensor technolo-
gies, such as IoT devices, wearable sensors, and smart en-
vironments, enable a seamless flow of data between humans
and machines. These techniques, coupled with Al-based data



analytics, offer personalized and responsive interactions for
cooperative interaction and close coupling between humans
and machines [21], known as human-machine symbiosis.
Several practical examples illustrate how Al-sensing integrated
techniques are intricately woven into various facets of our
lives, enriching human experiences and decision-making. For
instance, leveraging sensory data (e.g., based on motion and
temperature sensors, thermostats, cameras, or wireless sens-
ing) within smart homes enables automation based on the
recognition of human behaviour (e.g., voice and gestures),
adjusting the environment according to occupants’ preferences
and optimizing energy efficiency and comfort [21]. ISEA,
propelled by and designed for low-latency intelligent sensory
data analytics, can serve as a powerful platform for collectively
implementing sensing techniques and Al to offer real-time
human-machine symbiosis services.

C. Standardization Efforts, Industrial and

Datasets

Perspective,

1) Standardization Efforts: Substantial efforts are made by
international standardization organizations like ITU, IEEE,
and 3GPP, to promote the development of ISEA-involved
specifications. To be specific, the ITU’s Telecommunication
sector (ITU-R) recommended two new usage scenarios in June
2023 for 6G, namely IAAC and ISAC, and initially offered
a roadmap for technology/standard development in its report
ITU-R M.2516. Other ITU sectors like ITU’s Telecommunica-
tion standardization sector (ITU-T) have also developed a set
of recommendations including ITU-T Y.4207, Y.4213, Y.4216,
Y.4420, and X.1363 to describe and initialize requirements,
capabilities, and frameworks of IoT sensing within different
scenarios. At the same time, IEEE has several existing sensing-
related standard activities like Sensor Performance and Quality
and Smart Manufacturing and Smart Factories, where IEEE
2700 and P2806 propose a framework for sensor performance
specification terminology and digital representation of physical
objects, respectively. IEEE also emphasizes specific endeavors
related to sensor interfaces for cyber-physical systems within
its IEEE 2888 standards family. These initiatives encompass
defining sensor interfaces for both the cyber and physical
realms, establishing standards for actuator interfaces, and coor-
dinating digital synchronization between the cyber and physi-
cal domains. In the technical reports released by 3GPP, such as
3GPP TR 23.700-80 and 3GPP TR 22.874, ISEA is introduced
as a vital component associated with specific performance
requirements for different 5G assistance applications, includ-
ing FL, robotic control, and automotive networks. Moreover,
there exist other important standardization activities and events
that will provide key functional components and technical
guidance for ISEA. For example, the Internet Engineering Task
Force (IETF) is looking at a data format to represent sensor
measurements based on its packet transmission protocol RFC
7428. A project initialized by the International Electrotechnical
Commission (IEC), called PWI TR JTC1-SC41, is developing
several components of the correspondence measure in digital
twins such as similarity, resolution, latency, level of detail,
which can be considered as performance metrics in ISEA.

2) Industrial Perspective: The telecommunications industry
widely recognizes sensing and edge Al as key functions
of 6G networks and invests consistent efforts for their ma-
terialization. For edge AI, Qualcomm envisions connected
edge intelligence with sensor fusion and edge analytics to
enable ultra-low latency and privacy-preserving services [89].
As concrete progress, it has released several models of
edge Al stations, named Edge AI Boxes, with dedicated
chips integrating wireless communication modules and Al
accelerators. These products target various use cases, such
as surveillance cameras, smart manufacturing, smart cities,
and autonomous driving, which require real-time analytics of
massive sensing data. Huawei has also rolled out Atlas 500
Al Edge Station designed for edge applications. The leading
semiconductor companies are increasing their focus on edge
Al and sensing chipsets, including the NVIDIA Jetson series
and the Intel Movidius vision processing units, to realize Al
computing on edge servers/devices for intelligent sensors, like
smart cameras. In the automotive industry, it has become a
consensus that sensors distributed on multiple vehicles and
infrastructure units should be connected and cooperate for
improved situation awareness (see, e.g., the standards J3216
of SAE International). Leading companies in the auto-driving
industry, e.g., Volkswagen, Huawei, and BYD, are interested in
cooperative sensing enabling techniques ranging from sensor
fusion to V2V and V2I data communications [90]. AI models
powered by multi-source data and real-time edge computing
are expected to enhance autonomous driving capabilities sig-
nificantly.

3) Datasets: As Al-empowered sensing draws growing
attention, abundant datasets are available for benchmarking
the E2E performance of ISEA protocols and control algo-
rithms on various tasks with different modalities. For object
detection tasks, KITTI dataset [91] provides real-world visual,
LiDAR, and GPS/IMU data recorded by sensors installed
on a test vehicle while providing object annotations. For
cooperative sensing between vehicles, OPV2V [92]] features
sensing data simultaneously collected from multiple vehicles
while providing similar sensing modalities as KITTI, and is
thus suitable for testing the impact of feature fusion, sensor
selection and multi-access on detection accuracy. For multi-
sensor object recognition tasks, the ModelNetl0 [93] and
ShapeNetCore [94] datasets provide accurate 3D models for
object samples divided into 10 and 12 classes, respectively. For
each object sample, multiple 2D images from various angles
can be rendered to be used as captured images by sensors.
Beyond traditional sensing modalities, several event camera-
based datasets are available, e.g., MVSEV [95] and M3ED
[96], both providing real-world event camera data captured
by multiple devices ranging from ground vehicles to UAVs.
The types of ground-truth data include reference poses, depth
image, point clouds, semantic segmentations, etc., enabling
benchmarking a variety of cooperative sensing tasks such as
video reconstruction, activity detection, and semantic segmen-
tation. While the abovementioned datasets focus on sensory
data and do not contain wireless channel measurements, most
provide sufficient information of the propagation environment,
e.g., scatterers and propagation distance, to model channels



between user devices and edge servers.

IV. DESIGN PRINCIPLES OF ISEA

The existing communication system, which is intrinsically
modular and rate-oriented, is insufficient for meeting the
demanding QoS requirements of emerging Al-empowered
sensing applications in terms of, e.g., accuracy, reliability,
and latency, calling for the integration of sensing and edge
Al In this section, we first sketch the design principles
of ISEA with a detailed breakdown into three key aspects.
We further present the task-oriented metrics from sensing,
communications, and computing perspectives, followed by a
discussion on the fundamental tradeoffs in ISEA.

A. The Design Principles

ISEA aims to integrate sensing, Al, and communications to
achieve optimized task performance. The general principle of
ISEA design is to process and transmit task-relevant sensory
information for various applications with improved accuracy,
latency, and energy efficiency. It aligns with not only task-
oriented communications of 6G but also the design principle of
E2E perception applications. In the sequel, we break down the
general principle into several key aspects that distinguish ISEA
from conventional mobile communication paradigms, such as
semantic communications and ISAC.

1) Modality-Aware Data Communications: The conven-
tional digital mobile networks designed under the rate-
maximization design principle aim at transmitting each data bit
without awareness of data content. However, the ultimate goal
of ISEA is to efficiently convey sensory information, which,
as a consequence, shall be designed in light of the modality,
embedded semantics, and inherent characteristics of sensory
data. Specifically, ISEA is envisioned to convey the critical
semantics in sensory data for higher communication efficiency,
which can be achieved by techniques such as projection
onto a global Bird’s-eye-view (BEV) coordinate with lower
dimensions, shared knowledge base between transmitter and
receiver (e.g., known information of the sensing environment),
and Al-based cross-layer coding design. For example, for an
event detection task with millions of urban sensors, ISEA
protocols shall be tailored to exploit its time-domain data
traffic to balance efficiency and reliability, where sensing data
is typically sporadic but can surge if an event is detected. Also,
certain sensing features, e.g., voxel features, show structured
sparsity in dimensions with real-world correspondence, which
can be adjusted adaptively to reduce the communication cost
by orders of magnitude.

2) Integrated Communication-Computing Design: Conven-
tional mobile networks generally adopt a communication-
computing separated design paradigm, being agnostic of the
downstream AI models. On the contrary, ISEA adopts an
integrated communication-computing approach by designing
transmission protocols and optimizing resource allocation for
Al-empowered sensing models, evolving from MEC that as-
sumes generic computation models. An important theme of
ISEA is thus designing communications to accommodate the
need for sensing Al model computation. For example, the

general-purpose backbone model for sensory data analytics
for various downstream tasks, usually computationally inten-
sive, can be accelerated by parallel processing of a batch
of sensory data from multiple devices, requiring dedicated
design of caching protocols and resource allocation. Also,
certain characteristics of sensing Al model computation can
be leveraged, and some components can be integrated with
communication modules to boost the system efficiency, e.g.,
exploiting the inherent robustness of Al models for data com-
pression, unequal feature protection, joint design of transceiver
and feature coding, and over-the-air sensory data fusion.

3) Task-Oriented Optimization: The ultimate goal of ISEA
design and optimization is to maximize the sensing task perfor-
mance, as elaborated in the following subsection. Achieving
this requires E2E system optimization crossing the physical
and application layers under sensing QoS constraints. While
conventional metrics of communication systems, e.g., latency,
can still serve as useful tools, their relationships with the
downstream task performance shall be re-established in the
sensing context. A notable example is accelerating model
training/inference in the presence of channel noise to max-
imize the detection accuracy, e.g., classification accuracy or
intersection over Unions (IoUs), on collected sensory data.

B. Metrics and Tradeoffs

The development of ISEA relies on cross-disciplinary archi-
tecture designs that involve the concepts of sensing, communi-
cation, and computing. Consequently, the ISEA performance
can be comprehensively characterized from these three aspects
with the metrics introduced below.

1) Sensing Metrics: Hierarchical performance evaluation
can be utilized in ISEA, which involves task-level accuracy,
estimation error, range and resolution, and timeliness, as
elaborated below.

e Accuracy/uncertainty: Downstream sensing tasks
largely encompass target classification, detection, and
semantic segmentation. The primary performance
metric in this domain is accuracy, which quantifies the
probability of correct classification or the probability
of error in hypothesis testing. In ISEA, accuracy
consistently serves as the key objective function for
optimizing E2E algorithms and framework designs.
Moreover, a strong duality exists between accuracy
and inference uncertainty, which is defined as the
entropy of posteriors of classification classes given
observations [|61]], [97]. The good analytical properties of
inference uncertainty make it an alternative for sensing
performance evaluation in both theoretical analysis and
engineering practice.

o Estimation error: Parameter estimation and scene re-
construction play an important role in supporting sensing
applications. The resulting performance in these scenarios
can be evaluated by quantifying the gap between the
estimated results and their ground truth into the metrics of
mean square error (MSE), ambiguity functions, dissim-
ilarity (e.g., Hausdorff distance), and mean intersection
over union (mloU). These metrics have been widely used



in sensing waveform design (e.g., the dual-functional
waveform design in ISEA), data fusion strategy, and point
cloud processing. It has also been shown that estimation
error can be connected to accuracy according to the
concepts of classification margin and perturbation theory.
Additionally, estimation error can be described through
information metrics for sensing tasks with generative
modeling, such as the generative point cloud learning in
multi-robot field perception.

Coverage and Resolution: The sensing coverage is
defined as the union of reliable sensing range by each
connected sensing node. It is jointly determined by net-
work connectivity, capabilities and allocated resources of
sensors, and occlusions. Resolution, on the other hand,
encompasses both angle and ranging resolution: angle
resolution refers to the minimum angle interval between
two resolvable objects while ranging resolution denotes
the minimum distance between them. For RF sensing,
it has been shown that angle and range resolution are
inversely proportional to the effective aperture of the
sensing array and the leveraged bandwidth, respectively.
Timeliness: Continuous detection and tracking are cru-
cial for enabling time-sensitive applications such as
autonomous driving and healthcare. It requires timely
observation and understanding of dynamic environments.
Timeliness quantifies the performance of these sensing
tasks in terms of the quality of the environment sensing
and analysis being done at a favorable time slot. Particular
timeliness metrics include age of information (Aol), rate
of false alarms, and track latency, etc.

objectives of the sensing task at hand.

o Latency: Communication latency in ISEA mainly com-
prises the time usage of the exchange and aggregation of
raw sensory data and intermediate results (e.g., features
and model parameters), although the control signaling
latency also becomes non-negligible for ultra-low-latency
applications. Limited communication resources and hos-
tile wireless channels often exacerbate this challenge,
particularly in scenarios with extensive access demands.
To meet the stringent timeliness constraints inherent in
ISEA, optimizing communication latency necessitates a
holistic approach that integrates the design of air interface
techniques and computation strategies.

o Energy efficiency: Energy consumption emerges as a
critical domain in ISEA design, as it directly influences
both the system’s lifetime and implementation costs. The
overall energy usage in an ISEA system consists of
the power consumption for sensing, computation, and
communications. Energy efficiency can be used to eval-
uate energy consumption, which is defined as the ratio
of the attained performance gain to the total consumed
energy. To ensure a high level of energy efficiency, power
consumption needs to be minimized via power control
strategies and resource management subject to resource
constraints and sensing operations.

o Mobility: Mobility management is another important
domain concerned by ISEA due to the natural movements
of both sensors and targets. Unlike traditional takeover
strategies employed in cellular networks, which primarily
revolve around device mobility and base station (BS) cov-

erage, mobility management in ISEA necessitates a more
nuanced approach. Specifically, ISEA mobility manage-
ment must consider not only the movement of sensors
but also the association between sensors and targets. This
association is guided by the observation capabilities of
o Throughput: As one of the most important metrics in sensors, including fields of view and equipment types.

2) Communication Metrics: In the context of ISEA sys-
tems, several communication metrics defined in traditional
wireless networks are expected to be adopted and extended
for performance evaluation. These metrics include:

traditional communication systems, throughput reflects
the efficiency of bit stream transmission. Broadly, it
relates to the data rate metric during system optimization,
which quantifies the number of bits reliably transmit-
ted over a unit bandwidth per second. The well-known
Shannon equation has explicitly revealed the relationship
between data rate and relevant communication parameters
including bandwidth, signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR), multi-
antenna precoding, and beamforming. In ISEA, com-
munication throughput extends beyond merely achieving
reliable bit transmission. It encompasses the transmission
efficiency of semantics associated with specific sensing
tasks. For instance, in multi-view sensing, AirComp-
based feature pooling exemplifies how local features can
be fused using noisy transmission to significantly enhance
transmission efficiency while maintaining comparable
sensing accuracy to scenarios with reliable transmis-
sion. Furthermore, ISEA emphasizes the effectiveness of
sensing execution, prompting throughput measurements
to adopt an importance-aware approach. This approach
ensures that the transmission of critical semantic in-
formation is prioritized, aligning with the overarching

By incorporating these factors into mobility management
strategies, ISEA can optimize sensor-target associations
to maximize sensing effectiveness and ensure accurate
data collection in dynamic environments.

3) Computation Metrics: The execution of ISEA entails
a collection of computing operations, ranging from pre-
processing raw sensory data to feature extraction to data
fusion. The efficiency of these computations is characterized
by the algorithms’ time and space complexity, as introduced
below.

o Time complexity: Time complexity, which can be quan-
tified by the required floating-point operations per second
(FLOPS), denotes the running time of an algorithm within
given computing resources, such as CPU frequency. In-
tegrated with communication latency into overall ISEA
timelines, time complexity and its associated computing
latency serve as key metrics for system optimization, in-
fluencing decisions regarding task offloading and resource
management.

« Space complexity: Conversely, space complexity focuses
on the implementation of learning algorithms, particularly



being concerned if high-dimensional data reading and
writing occur. For example, employing a complex neural
network on a lightweight device may be undesirable
due to the frequent high-dimensional data operations
it requires and the resulting memory requirements. To
address storage constraints, it is essential to design low-
complexity algorithms that strike a balance between per-
formance and efficiency, ensuring optimal system opera-
tion while conserving resources.

4) Tradeoffs: Although there may be consensus on optimiz-
ing certain metrics in ISEA systems, such as improving ISEA
timeliness by minimizing both communication and computa-
tion latency, the tradeoffs between the aforementioned metrics
often manifest in an impossible trinity: sensing performance,
communication efficiency, and computation efficiency. Specif-
ically, achieving high energy efficiency and low latency while
simultaneously maintaining optimal sensing accuracy is often
infeasible. This inherent trade-off arises because of the limited
system resources. For example, optimizing communication ef-
ficiency and latency may involve aggressive data compression
to remote servers, potentially compromising sensing accuracy.
In contrast, prioritizing high sensing accuracy may necessitate
more extensive computations and data transmissions, leading
to increased energy consumption and resource requirements.
As a result, designers of ISEA systems must carefully bal-
ance these competing objectives based on the application’s
specific requirements and available resources. This may in-
volve employing novel signal processing techniques, adaptive
algorithms, and resource allocation strategies that dynamically
optimize system performance within the constraints of the
impossible trinity.

V. ARCHITECTURES OF ISEA

ISEA is a comprehensive framework orchestrating key com-
ponents and operations involved in the sensing task execution
for task performance. Meanwhile, the ISEA architecture de-
sign shall possess high versatility such that it can be specifi-
cized for a wide range of applications with highly heteroge-
neous scales and complexity, as well as on various platforms
with different communication capabilities, network topologies,
and computing power. In what follows, we first describe the
general architecture of ISEA, covering its key components,
computation operations, and communication interfaces, which
is illustrated in Fig. @ Then, we specify five ISEA paradigms
with different function placements and topologies.

A. General Architecture

1) Key Components: In this subsection, we introduce key
components of the ISEA architecture, namely, sensors, edge
brain, central brain, and actuators.

« Sensors: Sensors convert the information of the physical
world, such as light intensity and depth information,
into digital signals. The sensory data stream can be
either sporadic or at a fixed rate. While conventionally
being independent modules with dedicated hardware,
sensors can be software-defined, sharing hardware and
interfaces with other functions, of which the most notable
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Fig. 4. ISEA consists of four main components, namely, sensors, edge brain,
central brain, and actuators. The execution of latency-sensitive sensing tasks
involves sensors transmitting sensory data to the edge brain for semantic
understanding, inference, and command issuing to actuators. Data exchanges
between the edge brain and the central brain are mainly longer-term model
updates.

examples include virtual sensors in industrial IoT and
ISAC-empowered RF sensing using communication sig-
nals. Sensors are often equipped with application-specific
integrated circuits or processors for basic front-end signal
processing such as denoising, filtering, and encoding. By
now, advances in microprocessors allow sensors to be
equipped with higher-level computation capabilities, even
including lightweight Al computations. Examples include
GPUs and Field Programmable Gate Arrays (FPGAs)
equipped on UAVs, and digital signal processors (DSPs)
tailored for AI processing on image sensors [98]]. This
opens up the possibility of moving higher-level functions,
such as feature extraction, compression, and coarse pat-
tern recognition to sensors to reduce the network traffic
and computation load at edge or cloud servers.

o Edge brain: Edge brain refers to the collection of
intelligent edge nodes in proximity to sensors, capable of
data reception, caching, aggregation, and Al-empowered
analytics of sensory data in a concerted manner. While
still subject to limited power and computing budgets,
these edge nodes are expected to carry moderate Al
computing performance (e.g., ~ 10 TFLOPS in half
precision) and storage capacity for sensing inference
or training on state-of-the-art AI models. In the edge
brain, neural network layers can be distributed among
interconnected edge servers for collaborative computing
based on distributed machine learning approaches such as
split machine learning [99]-[101], thereby reducing E2E
latency. When edge nodes collaborate, smashed data (ac-
tivations at neural network layers) can be extracted from
sensory data, moving across the edge networks. Also, the
sensory data from various distributed sensors should be
appropriately fused at the edge brain to achieve global



environmental awareness. In this way, distributed edge
nodes aggregate asynchronous-arriving sensory data for
multi-view multi-modal fusion, gathering ever-changing
environmental data for on-the-fly fine-tuning, and main-
taining a compact library of context-aware Al models
for inference, thereby enhancing detection accuracy and
making informed decisions. Not only network equipment
such as BS, routers, or dedicated edge Al stations can
be part of the edge brain. Depending on the dynamic
wireless link and battery states, user devices, e.g., mobile
phones and vehicles, can also be scheduled for collabo-
rative computing as part of the edge brain.

¢ Central brain: Located at cloud data centers, the central
brain is equipped with massive computation capability
for handling computation-intensive tasks, such as training
large language models and executing global decision-
making. Nevertheless, the long geographic distance to
users and potential traffic congestion within the backbone
network make it unsuitable for inference tasks with de-
manding latency requirements. In ISEA, the central brain
mainly performs the following functions. First, the central
cloud is capable of global aggregation of distilled infor-
mation from the edge brain to accomplish computation-
intensive yet time-insensitive tasks, such as urban plan-
ning. Second, it serves as the highest-level parameter
server in hierarchical FL, consistently aggregating trained
model parameters from geographically distributed edge
nodes for global model updates and distribution. At last,
the central brain stores a large number of Al models for
diverse sensing tasks of different sizes and complexities.
This enables in-time downloading of suitable Al models
onto the edge brain.

o Actuators: Actuators receive real-time commands from
the edge brain and interact with the real world accord-
ingly. For example, a robotic arm receives movement
inputs from a robot planning server and grasps the object
referred to by human instructions; a traffic light has its
pattern controlled by an intelligent controller analyzing
real-time traffic of surrounding blocks.

2) Computing Pipeline and Al Backbones: While ISEA is
envisioned to support various sensing tasks using different
Al models, they share similarities in the computing stage.
A typical computing pipeline in the ISEA system includes
data pre-processing, feature extraction, feature selection and
compression, sensory fusion, and task-specific inference.

« Data pre-processing: This stage involves pre-processing
of the raw sensory data into suitable forms for input to
the Al model or wireless transmission, e.g., de-noising,
filtering, and normalization. Usually, this stage does not
involve neural-network operations, which hence can be
implemented with on-sensor circuits.

o Feature extraction: In this stage, feature extractors are
applied to the pre-processed sensory data to generate
semantic representation in the feature space, which can be
fed into a task-specific head for downstream inference in
the following computation stages. The feature extractors
are typically generic backbone models trained for specific
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data types but not restricted to specific downstream tasks.
In other words, the extracted features can be reused
for different tasks by simply inputting the corresponding
downstream model. For example, ConvNeXt and vision
transformers (ViTs) for 2D images have been proven to
be efficient backbones for multiple computer vision tasks
ranging from object detection to classification to seg-
mentation, delivering satisfactory performance without
backbone fine-tuning. For point cloud data, PointPillar
[35]] and VoxelNet [34] are prevalent backbones for object
detection and semantic segmentation. The advantages of
generic feature extractors include more efficient storage
usage and less communication cost due to feature reuse
for multiple tasks.

Feature selection and compression: The selection and
compression of features to reduce communication cost
is necessary for settings where features should be ex-
changed between ISEA components, e.g., when extracted
features are transmitted to edge nodes for task-specific in-
ference. Generic feature compression techniques include
encoder-decoder and information bottleneck to encode
high-dimensional features into a compact but informative
representation for transmission or feature pruning to re-
move redundant feature dimensions. Aiming at a specific
goal, e.g., finding a missing person, local gateway models
can determine whether the features need to be transmitted
by evaluating the correlation between the features and
task-relevant information, such as a semantic query.
Sensory fusion: Sensory fusion is a key stage for sensing
with multiple modalities, multiple views, or both. In
ISEA, the fusion occurs at the edge brain which col-
lects and aggregates sensory information from multiple
sensors. Due to the high dimensionality of raw data
and privacy concerns, the fusion of abstract features up-
loaded by sensors is necessary. Concatenation is arguably
the most straightforward approach without information
loss, but meanwhile results in a high feature dimension,
slowing down training and inference. For multi-view
sensing, a more efficient approach, called view-pooling,
is widely adopted for both image and point cloud features
which incurs element-wise averaging or max-out across
all feature maps. The fusion method is embedded in the
model architecture. For features whose dimensions cor-
respond to spatial locations, e.g., voxel features obtained
from the point cloud, the individual observation needs
to be projected onto a global coordinate defined by the
edge brain, known as spatial alignment, via coordinate
transformation or learned models such as BEVFusion.
Task-specific inference: This stage applies a task-
specific head onto the generic, fused feature to obtain the
desired sensing result. Examples include convolutional
neural network (CNN)-based image classifiers for object
recognition and regional proposal networks for detection
tasks. The computation overhead of such models can vary,
from simple linear classifiers to sophisticated designs.

Depending on the heterogeneous computing capabilities and
communication links, stages in this pipeline can be deployed



onto different components in ISEA, resulting in various
paradigms as detailed in Section

3) Communication Interface: ISEA relies heavily on the
seamless delivery of sensory information among the dis-
tributed network entities, e.g., sensors/actuators, edge brains,
and cloud brains. An ISEA system typically comprises two
primary modes of data transmission:

o Vertical data transmission: In this mode, ISEA partic-
ipants deliver sensory data, extracted features, or com-
puting results to another level to facilitate hierarchical
data analytics. For instance, cooperative sensing normally
involves multi-access uplink transmission for data aggre-
gation from distributed devices, after which the global
decision or perception results can be disseminated to
sensors via downlink broadcasting.

« Horizontal data exchange: Participants at the same level
can share their perception data nearby, thereby reducing
transmission latency. For instance, in a V2V system,
vehicles can broadcast information such as sensory data,
speed, headings, and brake status for rapid danger iden-
tification and warning triggers.

The communication interface within ISEA can be estab-
lished through wired and wireless channels. Wired commu-
nication, carrying data over wired links such as fiber optics,
offers stable and efficient data transfer over long distances.
Conversely, wireless communication utilizes radio waves, pro-
viding flexible and ubiquitous connectivity for short-distance
communications. However, the dynamic nature of channel
conditions and resource constraints (e.g., bandwidth, energy,
and time) in wireless transmission necessitates ongoing task-
specific designs, contributing to its rapid evolution.

Conventional wireless communication techniques applicable
to ISEA can be broadly categorized into digital and analog
schemes, each adhering to diverse design principles, trans-
mitted data formats, and applicable scenarios. The digital
air interface is primarily built on the theoretical foundations
of Shannon’s theory, where sensory data and intermediate
results are converted into bits via sequential execution of
quantization, source (entropy) coding, and channel coding,
and the bit streams are then modulated onto constellations
according to well-designed modulation schemes for radio
transmission. Compared to its digital counterpart, analog trans-
mission employs uncoded linearly modulated ISEA data as
the transmission symbols. It retains the structure of ISEA
data during transmission at the cost of channel distortion.
Therefore, basic computation operations can be integrated
with wireless transmissions, empowering efficient sensory data
delivery such as AirComp-based aggregation.

B. Paradigms

Next, we introduce five paradigms of ISEA as illustrated
in Fig. 5] with different configurations of computation work-
load and communication links and discuss their application
scenarios.

1) Al-on-Sensor ISEA: In this paradigm, an Al model is
completely deployed on sensors, which perceive and analyze
sensory information and make decisions on their own. This

paradigm is suitable for the most latency-critical scenarios
as it does not incur data transmission latency. However, the
size and computational complexity of on-sensor Al models
are strictly limited by the storage and computation capability
of sensors. While primarily relying on sensors’ computation
power, there can still be interactions between sensors and
edge nodes. The first situation is achieving proposal-level
fusion, i.e., receiving and aggregating local inference results,
such as categorical probability and detection boxes, via fusion
schemes such as majority vote. The communication latency
is significantly lower than the feature-level fusion due to the
low data volume of inference results. Second, sensors can
participate in FL by transmitting their local updates to an
edge brain, or the edge brain can distribute update-to-date Al
models to heterogeneous sensors.

2) Al-on-Server ISEA: In this paradigm, the computation
is completely offloaded to edge servers with rich computation
resources. The uploaded sensory data can either be raw data
or pre-processed data that only requires minimal computation
capabilities at sensors. Al-on-Server ISEA usually refers to the
case where a large number of low-cost sensors cooperatively
sense environments, monitoring temperature, humidity and
sound intensity. In this case, only the aggregated data convey-
ing critical underlying information requires computing, while
data obtained by each sensor alone carries little information.
Meanwhile, on-sensor feature extraction is unnecessary and/or
infeasible due to the locally sensed data’s simplicity and low
dimensionality (e.g., only one numerical value per frame for
air quality sensing). While the data rate requirement for each
sensor is low, a communication bottleneck can still occur due
to multiple access by a potentially massive number of sensors
and extremely stringent RF power constraints at sensors.

3) Split ISEA: Split ISEA primarily relies on split infer-
ence [102], [[103]] and split learning [99], in both of which the
Al model is divided into sub-models for deployment on both
the sensor and server. In split inference, a sub-model operates
on the sensor, extracting feature maps from raw sensory data,
while the remaining model resides on the server, performing
inference with a global view based on the feature maps
uploaded by the sensor. In split learning, the devices train on-
device sub-models locally in parallel, and upload activations to
the server for on-server model training. In contrast to Al-on-
sensor and Al-on-server, the split ISEA paradigm introduces
a flexible computation allocation between the sensor and
the server. This flexibility significantly enhances resilience
in scenarios with diverse on-device and central computation
resources [104], [105]. Moreover, by keeping the raw data pro-
cessing localized at the sensor and only transmitting abstracted
feature maps to the server, split ISEA minimizes the exposure
of sensitive sensory data, contributing to a more secure and
privacy-aware system architecture. The optimization of the
model splitting is the main concern in split ISEA. To minimize
E2E latency, smart splitting strategies are proposed to reach a
balance between local computation and data uploading subject
to local computation/memory constraints. Furthermore, in the
case of multi-tasks, efforts are made to jointly optimize model
splitting, access control, and task scheduling among sensors.
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4) Cooperative ISEA: ISEA equipped with a single sensor
may encounter inherent limitations when perceiving complex
environments [65], [106]. For instance, for a camera-based
sensor, the information captured within captured images is in-
herently constrained by the camera’s field of view (FoV). This
limitation poses challenges for tasks like object detection and
semantic segmentation, especially in scenes with occlusion.
In the case of LiDAR-based sensing, point clouds exhibit data
irregularities, characterized by an “intense in proximity, sparse
in the distance” pattern, due to reflectivity reduction [107].
Cooperative ISEA emerges as a promising solution to over-
come the constraints of FoV limitations and data irregularities
by assigning a server to combine data or intermediate results
generated by distributed cross-modal sensors for cooperative
perception. The collaborative strategy often outperforms in-
dividual detection, thanks to the complementary nature of
sensory outcomes. The collaboration within cooperative ISEA
can occur at different levels: data level, feature level, and
proposal level. This corresponds to the fusion of raw sensory
data from various modalities and localizations through spatial
alignment, the combination of feature maps computed from
raw data in the feature space via concatenation or element-
wise multiplication, and the integration of prediction results
made by individual sensors utilizing their on-device models
[108].

5) Hierarchical ISEA: Hierarchical ISEA offers strong re-
silience for perception systems with heterogeneous capabilities
of sensing, computation, and communication. Specifically, it
can divide a global sensing task into several sub-tasks and
then assign the sub-tasks of data collection and data analytics

Global model
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(b) Split ISEA

(f) Hierarchical ISEA

ISEA can be instantiated into different paradigms depending on the placement of AI models and computation powers, network topologies, and

to system components according to their resources. Consider
field monitoring with a sensor-edge-cloud architecture, where
the expansive sensing can be decoupled into the detection
of a set of subareas. Each edge node is responsible for a
single subarea according to its physical location, performing
local data analytics (e.g., feature extraction/fusion) from raw
data or pre-processed results aggregated from sensors within
their coverage. Then, the extracted information across different
edge nodes is further aggregated to the central cloud to make
globally informed decisions.

Hierarchical ISEA is also developed from the integration
of ISEA with communication networks with a natural hierar-
chical architecture, for example, satellite-terrestrial edge com-
puting [86]. Air-ground systems can realize high-resolution
classification, perception, and environmental mapping. The
complementarity of extraterrestrial and terrestrial sensing re-
sults in improved performance in modern sensing applications
like autonomous driving and smart cities.

VI. DIGITAL AIR INTERFACE FOR INTEGRATED SENSING
AND EDGE Al

The operations of ISEA involve intense wireless horizontal
and vertical data exchange, bottlenecking task performance
metrics due to hostile channel fading and high dimensionality
of sensory information. The existing digital air interface tech-
nologies, designed under rate-centric and best-effort principles,
cannot guarantee the QoS in terms of latency and reliability
desired by ISEA applications. In 6G, it is expected that the
digital air interface will evolve in its physical and link layers



TABLE I

SUMMARY OF RELATED WORKS ON DIGITAL AIR INTERFACE FOR ISEA

Approaches | Ref. Sensing Scenario Performance Metrics Key Contribution
[[109] | Sensing task-based ADC converters Multivariate signals Design task-specific ADCs extracting digital information
1110] Sensing task-based ADC conversion for MIMO | classification accuracy representations from multivariate continuous-time signals
receivers
. . . Al = ir trained for E2E ith licit signal
Isse [111] | Split ISEA for classification of sensed data Inference accuracy " encodet decoder pair trained for accuracy without explicit signa
reconstruction
1112] | Transmission of sensed image to server lImage reconstruction qual- Degp‘source coding jointly tuned with the channel coding rates for
ity optimized E2E performance
{113} | Split ISEA for classification of sensed data Inferepce accuracy, recon- Use the importAance of s?mantic features for downstream inference for
struction error bit and subcarrier allocation
[[114] | Explainable task-oriented communication Semantic channel capacity, Select task-related semantic features to transmit
reconstruction error
[ Collaborative ISEA inf ce wh sensors he Sentiment sc: dicti o . o .
[115] 0 aboralive ISEA INIEIEnce WhETe SENsors have | Sentiment Score preicion | e yation of varied modality importance for unequal error protection
different modalities error
l116) A UAV with image sensors transmits semantic | Triplet drop probability, se- | Identification of personalized saliency to prioritize power allocation for
triplets to users per their different queries mantic matching score key semantic triplets
}117] An agent with a degraded view selects a helper to | Sensing accuracy, commu- | Proposes a handshake protocol where the requester sends a low-
receive the required information nication overhead dimensional query to requester for semantic matching
[ A service requester aims to find task-relevant sen- |, . . . . . . ..
Access Control service reques 1ms as% van Missing rate, communica- | Proposes sending queries for locating relevant data sources and joint
[118] [ sory data from data sources distributed in the| . X X
tion latency semantic-channel matching
network
[ Multiple cooperative vehicles exchange sensory . . Design of a mobility-aware distributed sensor scheduling algorithm to
[L19] . . g Total perception gain = . X
information via V2V networks maximize the expected perception gain
}120] Multiple agents communicate repeatedly until a | Object detection precision, | Exchanges spatial confidence maps among sensors to trigger feature
holistic view of the environment is formed communication overhead | transmission on critical areas
FL where sensors located in a cell have asyn- . Proposes multichannel random access for data uploading with optimized
[121] Aggregation error L
chronous local updates access probability
[ FL over massive MIMO systems with asyn- . Proposes a random access scheme utilizing an access class barring
[122] Learning convergence rate . .
chronous local updates method to select the uploading devices
[ Collaborative inference where the sensor wirelessly . . .. . L
oo . N X ... 7 | Inference accuracy, com-|Designs a transmission-decision neural network by jointly considering
[123] | transmits intermediate features via JSCC for infer- R
. munication cost sample confidence and SNR levels
ence offloading
112 4) Collaborative inference where the sensor can of- | Average accuracy, infer- | Design of hard-case discriminators and a collaborative scheduler adaptive
fload samples to the server or execute locally ence latency to C? resource conditions
Connected vehicles scheduled to upload sensin . . - . . o
veteles u upload SensINg | ey perception accu- | Joint association, power and bandwidth allocation for maximizing the
[125] | data to multiple servers for model training and - . o
L racy of all trained models | quality of training
subsequent inference
f126] An ISAC system where one BS simultaneously 'sllzsillil power, dzz‘:t(i)(ﬁ Dynamic power and subcarrier allocation scheme for power minimization
RRM senses and transmits data packet to multiple users perfor rill ;mce with queue awareness
[ An collaborative ISEA™ syst h . . . .
n cotaboraive S sysiem where an access N Information extractor design and a task-oriented channel allocation
[127] | point (AP) aggregates data from multiple sensors | Total execution time .
mechanism
and broadcasts the fused data
[ . . . . [ Model training . . . . .
FL under hybrid data partitioning, i.e., with multi- Solving the data dependence issue and joint sensor scheduling, bandwidth
1128 X performance, resource < o L
ple groups of different-type sensors . allocation and quantization optimization
consumption
Al ivi h hicles he s . . . . .
utonomous drlylng where vehicles and the server Inference accuracy, latency, | A multi-task-learning based module for joint offloading decision and
[50] | are equipped with shallow and deep sub-models : .
. energy consumption resource allocation
respectively
[ Inf in industrial IoT whi dels are de- . . . L . . .
pierence n incustnal fo1 Where mode's are e |, . delay and inference | Optimized task offloading decision and resource allocation given wireless
[105] | ployed at consoles, edge servers and cloud with o
: . . accuracy network conditions
increasing complexity
f120] An edge server supports the object detection of | Average precision, delay | Dividing the task into real-time and delay-tolerant tasks with respective
multiple vehicles and energy resource allocation optimization
[ A split infe system involving a UAV and : . . L . .
Sput wference system 1nvotving a and a . Embedding the optimal power allocation into a tiny reinforcement
[130] | BS where the UAV can switch between uploading | Total energy consumption . . b .
learning algorithm for optimal mode selection
raw data or features
[131) Spllt ISEA supporting inference request from mul- Task success probability Joint optlmlzat{on of compress'lor_l‘ratlo selection, user selection and
tiple users resource allocation with task priorities
Is6) An f?dge server supports inference requests from Inference throughput Optimal‘tAask scheduling and bandwidth allocation with batching and
multiple sensors early exiting
[ . . o Weighted sum energy con- inimizati splitti int < i Z res -
11321 | Collaborative ISEA with model partitioning 1g] u 4% Energy minimization by splitting point selection and C* resource allo

sumption

cation

oriented towards satisfactory task performance under poten-

tially bursting request arrivals. In the ISEA context, the digital

air interface design shall be designed with sensing awareness
and oriented towards ISEA performance by considering task-
related aspects such as sensing semantics, data importance,
sensor importance, and computation capabilities. This section
reviews research efforts on digital air interface dedicated to
ISEA applications in the said direction from different aspects
including JSCC, access control, and RRM, as illustrated in

Fig. [

sampling

A. Joint Source-Channel Coding

JSCC in ISEA unites the separated coding blocks and
optimizes them towards ISEA-oriented QoS requirements, e.g.,
inference accuracy at a split ISEA system where successive
feature delivery is involved [[133]]. Many works have been done
in this domain. The schemes in [109] target the design of
task-specific analog-to-digital converters (ADC) that perform

and quantization over a sensed continuous-time

signal for efficient extracting of digital information desired by
downstream signal classification instead of exact signal recon-



struction. Such specific learnable ADC design could be applied
in MIMO communication channels where multi-variate signals
are transmitted for identifying disparate sensing objects’ echos
with competitive accuracy performance but reduce the power
consumption in traditional exact signal recovery [110]. DL-
based JSCC enables E2E training targeting downstream ISEA
tasks with varied performance metrics. For example, one
application scenario of JSCC is the low-latency transmission
of sensed signals, e.g., images for on-server classification of
the signal type, e.g., class of the observed object. In [111]],
aiming at remote classification of sensed signal, the authors
apply a neural network encoder to map the signal source to
symbols and a neural network receiver that directly predicts the
label from received symbols without the redundancy of signal
reconstruction. While demonstrating superior performance, the
authors also point out its vulnerability to smart adversarial
attacks. In [112], deep source coding is employed with an
adaptive density model and jointly tuned with channel coding
rates for optimizing the E2E performance metric derived via
the analysis of the Bayesian model in the JSCC system.

Building on the E2E task metric, an effective and explain-
able JSCC technique is an explicit characterization of data
importance for consideration in channel coding. In [|113]], con-
sidering split ISEA inference, the sensed data is first encoded
into semantic features, whose importance to the downstream
ISEA task is measured via the designed Semantic Task Rel-
evance module and Inter-Semantics Relevance module. Then,
the obtained importance is integrated into the optimization
of bit and subcarrier allocation to maximize an objective
considering both task performance improvement and distortion
suppression. The work in [114] applies the variational autoen-
coder to provide an explainable and transparent JSCC system
that disentangles the extracted features and transmits only
the sensing-relevant ones according to the derived semantic
channel capacity bounds. Considering a collaborative ISEA
scenario where multiple sensors have different modalities,
[115] utilized the framework of robust verification problem
to derive the respective importance, i.e., the contribution to
the inference task, of different modalities. Then, an unequal
error protection scheme based on the derived importance is
applied to protect important modalities.

B. Access Control

Traditionally, access control involves protocols and resource
allocation schemes to coordinate multiple devices under a
shared wireless medium, the performance metrics of which
include access latency, throughput, fairness, etc. In ISEA,
while these metrics are still of practical value, the ultimate
goal of access control design is to optimize downstream
task performance by considering data semantics. It is worth
pointing out that access control schemes can overlap with radio
resource allocation, which is the theme of the next subsection.
However, here we cover mechanism designs for connection es-
tablishments based on data or task importance, while research
works where sensor scheduling is part of optimal resource
allocation are reviewed in the next subsection. There are two
mainstream approaches to multi-access techniques in ISEA,
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Fig. 6. Digital-air-interface techniques designed for ISEA can be categorized
into three key aspects: (a) joint source-channel coding, (b) access control, and
(c) radio resource allocation.

namely, active data source selection and random access. The
former usually involves the requester using meta-information,

g., low-dimensional queries and feedback, to identify and
admit task-relevant sensors into the uplink transmissions. The
scheduling criteria jointly examine the state of the channel
and the semantic relevance of each sensor. The latter is an
extension of conventional random access, where users contend
for channel resources in a decentralized manner, involving
the importance of data as a factor in the access protocol.
In parallel, sample-wise offloading gates can be designed to
determine whether a task should be offloaded to the server
based on the confidence level of edge devices.

1) Data Source Selection: Data source selection serves as
a common framework for scheduling the transmissions of
data sources based on sensory semantics and communication
metrics, e.g., channel conditions as coordinated by the data
requester. A line of research adopts the query-and-feedback
approach, where the information requester sends compact
semantic queries to candidate providers, which feed back
a matching score for scheduling relevant users. In [116]], a
UAV-based image acquisition scenario is considered where
users retrieve images of interest from the UAV. A task-
oriented access scheme is designed where the users match their



query text with the low-dimensional semantic features encoded
and transmitted by the UAV and only download original
images that are sufficiently matched. The semantic encoder
is designed with an awareness of users’ subjective interest,
and the radio resource allocation is optimized for reliable
transmission of the extracted semantic information. Who2com
[117] considers a collaborative perception scenario where a
sensor with degraded views seeks assistance from neighbor-
ing sensors for complementary observations. To enhance the
communication efficiency, the degraded agent broadcasts a
low-dimensional query to other sensors, which compute a
matching score between the query and local observations
via a learnable attention mechanism and feed back to the
degraded agent. Based on the matching scores, the requester
chooses one of the helping sensors with the most semantically
relevant information to access the full observation. From a C?
integrated perspective, semantic data sourcing is proposed in
[118], which selects the data source based on joint semantic-
and-channel matching, featuring a quality indicator comprising
both semantic and channel factors. In the absence of feedback,
the past uploaded data can be utilized to predict the value of
sensors’ current data. In this direction, a mobility-aware sensor
scheduling scheme is developed in [119] for a V2V scenario
where an ego vehicle determines and accesses information
from an optimal sharer based on locality, channel states, and
sensor qualities. The optimal sensor scheduling problem is
formulated, for which a learning-while-scheduling approach
is designed to predict the performance gain of accessing
each sensor based on historical observations. Then, the ego
vehicle accesses the data of the sharer bearing the maximum
perception gain, compressed subject to the rate constraint.
Besides, Where2comm [120] targets a scenario where multiple
sensors equipped with cameras and LiDARs communicate
repeatedly until a holistic view of the environment is formed.
The customized spatial confidence map indicates a sensor’s
knowledge level on a BEV coordinate of the perception region.
By exchanging the binary confidence maps among agents,
feature transmission is triggered only if one sensor has high
confidence in a spatial region about which another sensor is
uncertain. This procedure is repeated for multiple rounds until
all agents share the same global view.

2) Random Access: In ISEA applications with stringent
latency requirements, even the centralized control complexity
and frequent exchange of metadata and control signals become
costly, calling for a revisit of random access techniques. The
random access shall be designed for specific ISEA metrics
such as convergence speed and inference accuracy. For FL
over multiple uploading channels where sensors generate local
updates intermittently, the authors of [121]] proposed to use
multichannel ALOHA, a random access scheme instead of
sequential polling, as the latter can lead to idle channels
when the local update is not ready. The access probability
for each device is determined based on the local updates
and server feedback to minimize the aggregation error. A
follow-up work on random access for FL over massive MIMO
system is [122], where each device determines whether to
access the channel to upload local model updates through
an access class barring (ACB) check. The ACB factor is
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optimized to maximize the average number of devices involved
in model aggregation, considering the different probabilities
of availability of local updates across devices. In a coop-
erative ISEA inference scenario, [134]] proposes a query-
based random access scheme where the requester broadcasts a
semantic query for local matching, and each sensor attempts to
transmit following the ALOHA protocol if the matching score
exceeds a threshold. Compared with the query-and-feedback
mechanism, this semantic-based random access scheme avoids
the overhead of feeding back matching scores, which can be
substantial if only a very small portion of sensors are relevant.

3) Sample-wise Offloading Gates: A typical scenario of
ISEA is where sensors offload inference workloads to an edge
server and download the results for subsequent actions. For
efficient resource utilization, an on-sensor gate for offloading
decisions can be applied to determine whether each sample
needs to be offloaded to the server based on its predicted
difficulty. In [123]], an early-exit classifier is added to the
device sub-model, allowing devices to obtain the inference
results locally without transmitting features to the server,
where a lightweight transmission decision neural network (TD
NN) is deployed at the device to determine whether the current
sample need to be offloaded to the server for more accurate
inference. The TD NN is trained to minimize a loss function by
combining both the classification entropy and communication
cost. The authors of [124] design a device-cloud collabo-
rative inference framework for object detection, exploiting
the heterogeneous requirements for computation resources of
tasks with different difficulties. A hard-case discriminator is
proposed, which differentiates hard and simple cases based on
the image content and decides whether each sample should be
offloaded to the server or processed locally, considering the
current resource-utilization status.

C. Radio Resource Management

RRM is a classic topic in wireless communications, which
allocates power, spectrum and time among users for high
throughput and fairness. RRM for ISEA shifts the conventional
objective of rate maximization to task-oriented performance
enhancements. To achieve this goal, the sensor connectivity
and semantic relevance of sensors’ observations to the sensing
task of interest shall be considered. It is important to note
that the communication and sensing perspectives are coupled
instead of orthogonal. For example, the geometrical positions
of sensors impact both connectivity and semantics. In addition,
the observations are correlated among sensors, as opposed to
the conventional assumption of independent data streams.

1) Power Control and Bandwidth Allocation: The allo-
cation of power and bandwidth resources to a given set
of sensors shall consider the heterogeneous channels, data
qualities, and computation capabilities of different sensors to
meet the ISEA task performance requirement. In [[125], an
edge Al-assisted autonomous driving system is considered,
where connected vehicles are scheduled to upload sensing
data to multiple servers for perception model training. To
maximize a defined metric, i.e., quality of training, the power
and bandwidth allocation to different vehicles and time slots



are jointly optimized. In [[126], the authors consider ISAC
settings where a BS simultaneously senses and transmits data
packets, arriving in a Poisson process, to multiple users with
a multi-functional OFDM signal. The subcarrier and power
allocation problem is formulated to minimize the long-term
average power consumption subject to sensing performance
and queueing stability conditions and is solved via Lyapunov
optimization. In a collaborative ISEA system with a fusion
center considered in [127], the inadequacy of uplink com-
munication resources for uploading all sensing information
necessitates information extraction, agent selection, and sub-
channel allocation according to channel states and importance
of messages. The information extraction module is trained
using the information bottleneck principle, the subchannel
allocation is optimized to maximize the expected information
gain, and message fusion is designed with a double-attention
mechanism. The authors of [128] first propose a primal-
descent dual ascent training algorithm for FL under hybrid
data partition, which involves several groups of sensors with
different types, to resolve the data dependence issue. Then,
the optimization problem of sensor scheduling, bandwidth
allocation, and quantization is formulated to minimize the
training residual term and resource consumption, which is
solved in a decentralized manner.

2) Offloading Scheduling: In split ISEA or Al-on-server
ISEA, under limits on communication and computation re-
sources, accommodating all sensors that require computation
offloading can be infeasible. In such cases, the heterogeneity
among requests can be leveraged to optimize the scheduling of
task offloading for global objectives, e.g., utility and through-
put. A two-tier edge Al-assisted autonomous driving system is
outlined in [50], which, similar to split inference, deploys the
shallow layers of the perception model at the vehicles and the
rest at servers. A multi-task learning model is trained to infer
the optimized decisions for offloading decisions and resource
allocation. In [[105], the authors consider the inference phase in
industrial IoT, where Al models with different computational
costs and accuracy are deployed at three levels, i.e., consoles,
edge servers, and the cloud. Based on the wireless network
conditions, accuracy requirements, and computational resource
utilization, the task offloading decision and resource alloca-
tion scheme are jointly optimized to minimize the long-term
system cost, which includes processing latency and monetary
loss due to wrong classification. The Lyapunov optimization
technique is employed to solve the optimization problem via
transformation, where both optimal and heuristic algorithms
are proposed. For an ISEA system where the edge server
supports the object detection of multiple vehicles, the authors
in [[129] first divide the task into real-time and delay-tolerant
tasks, where the former is executed with the edge server’s GPU
and the latter cached for future inference. A resource allocation
problem is formulated for real-time tasks with the objectives
of maximizing accuracy and minimizing latency. For delay-
tolerant tasks, another problem is formulated of which the
objectives include both accuracy and energy conservation. A
distributed deep Q networks-based algorithm is proposed to
solve both problems.
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3) Joint Computation-Communication Resource Allocation:
In ISEA systems, computation and communication resources
can both be bottlenecks of task performance, especially in
view of time-varying channel conditions and limited on-
sensor computation capability. This requires a joint controller
coordinating communication and computation operations to
ensure full resource utilization. In [[130], a point-to-point split
inference system involving a UAV and a BS is considered,
where the UAV can switch between two modes, i.e., uploading
raw data or extracted features, with different C2 resource
consumption. Such mode switching is jointly optimized with
the transmit power allocation for multiple timeslots and com-
putational speed to minimize the total energy consumption.
The resultant optimization problem is solved by embedding
the optimal power allocation into a tiny reinforcement learn-
ing algorithm for optimal mode selection. In light of the
tradeoff between reducing communication cost and preventing
semantic loss as regulated by the compression ratio, in [[131]]
a joint ratio selection and resource allocation problem is
formulated for a multi-user semantic communication system
aiming at supporting inference tasks for users. The solution
approach is through alternative minimization that iterates be-
tween compression ratios and resource allocation. Further, a
user selection algorithm is designed via branch and bound
under communication resource constraints, considering that
local tasks have different priority levels. Considering split
ISEA where multi-user performs inference offloading with
heterogeneous accuracy and latency requirements, the authors
in [56] propose integrated batching and early exiting to maxi-
mize the system inference throughput. Under a total bandwidth
constraint and different channel states, the optimized allocation
of computation and communication resources for inference
throughput maximization is realized via a low-complexity sub-
optimal algorithm and a tree search-based optimal algorithm.
For collaborative ISEA, the splitting point between sensor and
server sub-models can be jointly optimized with C? resources
for minimized energy consumption subject to delay constraints
[132].

VII. AIRCOMP-BASED AIR INTERFACE FOR INTEGRATED
SENSING AND EDGE Al

While digital air interface benefits from modular design and
compatibility with existing systems, analog communication
schemes show potential in the most latency-stringent ISEA
operations within limited resources as they promise ultra-low
latency and high scalability. As a representative technology,
AirComp leverages the waveform superposition property of
wireless multi-access channels to realize the desired aggre-
gation function of distributed data by simultaneous transmis-
sions. Its validness in ISEA results from the graceful perfor-
mance degradation in Al-empowered sensing applications, i.e.,
model training/inference tasks are tolerant to moderate errors
in data/feature transmission with minuscule performance loss
thanks to the inherent robustness of AI models. In this section,
we review the advancements in developing AirComp-based
techniques for ISEA, ranging from fundamental system design
to RRM to practicality issues.
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Fig. 7. From the AirComp-based air interface perspective, the paradigms and resource allocation strategies are specifically designed for ISEA. Subfigure (a)
illustrates the general architecture, while subfigure (b) showcases various RRM schemes, including power control, sub-carrier assignment, sensor scheduling,

and interference management.

A. AirComp-based Data Aggregation Design

Data aggregation is crucial for ISEA systems, fusing obser-
vation, knowledge, and results from edge devices to achieve
a comprehensive perception. AirComp accelerates this fusion
process by integrating the fusion computation into commu-
nication, leveraging the waveform superposition property of
wireless multi-access channels. The involved AirComp tech-
niques, based on the desired functional form, can be classified
into nomographic and non-nomographic function computation
methods.

1) Nomographic Data Aggregation: Nomographic func-
tions are a set of multivariate functions that can be represented
as a post-processed function over the sum of pre-processed
functions of individual variables. Its instances commonly used
in ISEA include weighted sum, arithmetic mean, geometric
mean, Euclidean norm, and polynomials. The weighted sum,
for example, is employed in FL for gradient aggregation
[142] and model fusion and multi-view sensing for feature
pooling [[140], [164]]. This decomposable property lays the
foundation for AirComped nomographic functions in ISEA.
The pre-processed functions specified by ISEA tasks are
offloaded to edge devices, of which the results are transmitted
to the edge server simultaneously, forming a noisy sum of pre-
processed functions through wave superposition. Finally, the
desired nomographic function is reconstructed with channel
distortions by feeding the received signal into its correspond-
ing post-processing operation. To control the effects of channel
noise, the parameters in the pre/post-processing algorithms
will be tweaked according to system resources and functional
properties, such as bandwidth, transmit power budget, chan-
nel fading, channel correlation, and signal correlation (see,
e.g., [136[-[138]).

ISEA also involves the computation of high-dimensional
nomographic functions, where the input and output of Air-

Comp consist of high-dimensional vectors, such as vector-
matrix multiplication leveraged in fully connected layers of
neural networks. The input vector, consisting of the output
features of the preceding layer, is multiplied by a trained ma-
trix and passed through an activation function to obtain a new
representation of features. In AirComp-based ISEA, the input
vector is distributed over multiple devices and MIMO Air-
Comp allows the desired vector-matrix multiplication achieved
over the air [167]. The core of MIMO AirComp is to create
effective channel gains of space-frequency channels, through
precoding and receiving methods, equivalent to the matrix
elements of the matrix-vector multiplication specified by ISEA
tasks. Furthermore, researchers also resort to reconfigurable
intelligent surfaces (RIS) to directly manipulate the physical
channels by programming the phase shifts of RIS [168],
which has the potential to improve the implementation of
AirComp [139].

2) Non-nomographic Data Aggregation: While the nomo-
graphic function computation dominates the computation tasks
of ISEA, its non-nomographic counterpart, such as general
non-linear operations, may also be used in sensory data
aggregation. One outstanding example is the max-pooling
operation of multi-view sensing, which computes the element-
wise maximum of features distributed across devices. Its
integration into AirComp requires not only the aforementioned
pre-processing and post-processing in nomographic functions
but also a functional approximation due to its lack of decom-
posable property. To address this issue, the vector p-norm
occurred in previous works for over-the-air approximation
of the max function [140]. Such approximation inevitably
results in a tradeoff between the approximation error and noise
amplification.

3) End-to-End Signal Processing: It should be empha-
sized that ISEA applications always require the integration
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SUMMARY OF RELATED WORKS ON AIRCOMP-BASED AIR INTERFACE FOR ISEA

. . Performance P
Approaches Ref. Sensing Scenario Metrics Key Contribution
170] Multi-modal sensors collect raw data and MSE Propose AirComp with transmit power control and receive beamforming in a
upload them to the server MIMO system for fast sensory data aggregation
(71) Sensory feature aggregation via AirComp | Sensing (inference) | Propose a theoretical framework for quantifying the performance of multi-view
AirComp-based for average-pooling uncertainty sensing and figure out its relations to system parameters
p-based 7 Sensory data aggregation using AirComp in Investigates optimal interference management policies to minimize the MSE in
y ggreg; 2 p g P! g P
Data Aggregation | [135] b MSE . . X
Desien a multi-cell network aggregated signals received at different APs.
g [ Sensory data aggregation with peak-power Optimize the transmitting-receiving policy under the peak power constraints to
[136] 4 MSE, peak power ST .
constraints minimize the aggregation MSE
]137] Sensory data aggregation with sum-power MSE. sum power Optimize the transmitting-receiving policy, under the sum power constraints, to
constraints T P minimize the MSE of aggregated signals at the receiver
[138] :gri(finp of spatial-and-temporal correlated MSE Propose a low-complexity AirComp policy for achieving the minimum MSE
[139] E;S;;iimed AirComp in-single-cell ToT MSE Joint design of AirComp transceivers and RIS phase-shifts to minimize distortion
]1 40] Sensory feature aggregation via AirComp | Classification accu- | A generalized AirComp framework for the max-function computation of features
for max-pooling racy, MSE among sensors and its optimization
f141) z)? '2:) ?g;::s:giz:t;T:;s?:rtz‘;s ;(;‘])g::: Sensing SINR, data | Jointly optimize radar receive vector, transmit beamforming, and I0S coefficients
J L et g rate to maximize the SINR of the multi-target under a data rate constraint.
communication
f142) FL data aggregation with AirComp over | AirComp SNR, sen- | Derives the tradeoffs between communication and learning metrics in truncated
broadband channels sor truncation ratio |channel inversion
] 143 Sensory data aggregation with AirComp | MSE, average | Optimal threshold-based power control for static channels and regularized channel
' | over fading channels power inversion for time-varying channels
[144] | Over-the-air FL data aggregation MSE Optimal power control with heterogeneous gradient statistics
[ . . . Convergence analysis of AirComp-based gradient aggregation and comparison
RRM [145] | Over-the-air FL gradient aggregation Convergence rate with digital transmission
]1 46 Over-the-air distributed PCA over noisy | Convergence speed, | Region-aware adaptive power control that exploits channel noise to escape saddle
fading channels power consumption | points
l147) Over-the-air FL data aggregation with a|Number of sched- |Jointly optimizes the receive beamforming and sensor scheduling to maximize the
multi-antenna edge server uled sensors number of active sensors under error constraints
1148} | Over-the-air FL gradient aggregation Convergence rate Dynamic and degenlrallzegi sensor scheduling considering CSI, local gradient and
accumulated residual gradients
{149 | Over-the-air FL gradient aggregation Convergence rate Gradl'em and cha'nnel aware (:]ewfze schedul.mg th'at trades off between sensor
quantity and quality with multi-objective optimization
[1150] | Over-the-air FL gradient aggregation Convergence rate Probabilistic device scheduling using channel and gradient importance
*[ ss) Broadband over-the-air fusion of spatial | Minimum receive | Optimal pairing of voxel-level subtasks and subcarrier to leverage feature sparsity
features SNR and channel diversity
{151 IT users and AirComp FL users sharing [ IT rate, FL conver- | An online subcarrier allocation algorithm to maximize the IT rate with FL
broadband channels gence rate convergence guarantees
] 152 Broadband AirComp for general data aggre- MSE Designs a broadband AirComp scheme where each sensors broadcast over multiple
gation subcarriers to exploit diversity
f153) AirComp in two cells with inter-cell inter- | AirComp degrees- | A simultaneous signal-and-interference alignment scheme for interference man-
ference of-freedom agement
[1154] [ Multi-cluster AirComp MSE Distributed transceiver design to suppress interference
1155] | Over-the-air FL under interference Convergence rate Cascad'es gradlent' pruning anq spread spectrum to suppress interference without
bandwidth expansion with optimized tradeoff
]1 s6f Wireless sensor network with function com- | Function estimation | Propose an analog computation scheme that allows for an efficient estimate of
Practical putation of measurements error linear and nonlinear functions
AirCom lis7) Sensory data aggregation using AirComp MSE propose a framework utilizing RIS to assist the AirComp-based data aggregation
P and RIS with imperfect CSI with imperfect CST
[ Sensory data aggregation using AirComp Optimized transceiver design for RIS-assisted AirComp with imperfect CSI and
[158] L MSE .
and RIS with imperfect CSI power constraints
[ wireless sensor network with multiple | Function estimation | Proposes a blind AirComp without requirin access for low complexity an
[159]A 1 k h Itiple | F Prop blind AirComp with q g CSI for 1 plexity and
sensor nodes for data collection error low latency data aggregation
1160] | Over-the-air FL gradient aggregation Convergence rate Propose'one—bl'l broadband digital AirComp for the aggregation high-dimensional
stochastic gradients
[ . . . A framework for digital AirComp with digital modulation of data points and
[161] | Sensory data aggregation using AirComp | MSE optimized bit-slicing for bit allocation between symbols
li62) ]S)l;g[lr?;;msge n:?:p::)ngm u?gdl;::;gg:r;i d(e)sr Relative reconstruc- | Propose a cooperative wideband spectrum sensing scheme using AirComp for the
P .. & P tion MSE summation of Fourier transform and establish a demo on the platform of USRP
for cognitive radio
1163 | Sensory data aggregation using AirComp | MSE Real—t{me implementation of sensor AirComp achieved by using SDR nodes and
extensive tests
. veadient acoresat: L . Propose a two-stage waveform pre-equalization technique and a protocol for over-
[164] | Over-the-air FL gradient aggregation Training loss the-air FL with hardware implementations
[165] Sensor)f data aggregathn using AirComp Computation error | Implementation and evaluation of AirComp over 15 hardware sensor nodes
for environment perception
{1661 | Sensory data aggregation using AirComp | Computation error dE;::bilgsgl:-:g:t::(t)Eed using SDSDR devices to validate the AirComp-based sensory

of AirComp-based computation and subsequent complicated
computation, such as distributed analytics and estimation. For
example, in multi-view sensing with MVCNN architecture,
the local features can be fused into a global feature map
via average or max pooling. The obtained global feature

is then taken as input to the following classifier for final
classification. To optimize the E2E performance, AirComp
processing algorithms should be designed using E2E metric
optimization rather than minimizing the AirComp error. To
address this issue, primary efforts have been made to char-



acterize the E2E accuracy in terms of error metrics, such
as discriminant gain, Mahalanobis distance, and MSE, using
the theory of classification margin, information theory, and
estimation [[71f], [140]. These studies lay a preliminary theo-
retical foundation for performance evaluation and algorithm
design for AirComp-based ISEA. Moreover, the architecture
of FL can be employed to propose a joint design of dynamic
learning rate and AirComp transceiver [141f]. This design
enables the learning rate to adapt to the time-varying wireless
environment, achieving an importance-aware distortion control
that enhances the learning performance.

B. Radio Resource Management

While the above signal processing pipelines and perfor-
mance analysis enable AirComp for ISEA, it still encounters
several challenges in realistic settings, such as hostile chan-
nel states, inter-cell interference, heterogeneous computation
capabilities, and data quality across devices. Combating these
issues to optimize the E2E sensing performance requires task-
oriented RRM throughout the AirComp process. The existing
literature develops various schemes in aspects such as power
control, sub-carrier assignment, sensor scheduling, and inter-
ference management schemes to optimize E2E performance
metrics or their tractable surrogates, as illustrated in Fig. 7 (b)
and reviewed in detail below.

1) Power Control: Power control is critical for sensors
subject to stringent battery-life and peak-power constraints.
Classical AirComp power control aims at MSE minimization
assuming independent data streams for either instantaneous
[136], [[143] or total power constraints [[137]. However, in the
ISEA context, these classical schemes become sub-optimal as
some assumptions and metrics need to be revised for sensing.
The first reason is the non-IID and non-ergodic distribution
of sensory data as a natural result of sensor positions and
mobility. For example, [[144] takes the gradient statistics into
consideration, which may vary across sensors and communi-
cation rounds. With the gradient mean and variance known,
the optimal power control policy for MSE minimization,
depending on channel gain, noise power and gradient statistics,
is derived in closed form. A practical adaptive power control
scheme is designed when the current gradient statistics are
unknown via parameter estimation with historical statistics.
As the second reason, although MSE is shown to be loosely
relevant to the downstream task performance in ISEA, for
example, learning convergence speed [145] and inference
accuracy [140], optimization for MSE is still inherently sub-
optimal for ISEA tasks. Direct orientation towards the E2E
metric yields more efficient power control scheme by, e.g.,
optimally trading off between sensor inclusion and aggregation
reliability [142[]. In [169], an ISEA inference scenario is
targeted where multiple devices equipped with RF sensing
hardware participate in feature AirComp for inference at the
fusion center. To enable E2E optimization, the minimum
pairwise discriminant gain is analyzed and formalized as
the optimization objective of joint power allocation, transmit
precoding, and receive beamforming. The proposed scheme,
leveraging successive convex approximation, allows resource
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allocation in terms of both channel states and feature im-
portance. Interestingly, the AirComp noise, which classical
power control aims to suppress, can be even beneficial for
the downstream task. In [146], the authors study over-the-
air principal component analysis and discover that the per-
turbation to aggregated gradient caused by channel noise can
assist the escaping from saddle points, rendering gradient MSE
minimization inappropriate in saddle regions. For this reason, a
region-adaptive power control scheme is then designed, which
suppresses noise in non-stationary regions but reduces the
power level within the saddle region to exploit the effect of
noise.

2) Data- and Channel-Aware Sensor Scheduling: From
the communication perspective, it is well-known that the
aggregation MSE of AirComp is limited by sensors suffering
from deep fading, calling for sensor scheduling based on
channel states. For example, the prevalent truncated channel
inversion scheme, which assigns zero power to sensors in
deep fading, can be viewed as a sensor scheduling mechanism
based on a channel threshold [142]. On the other hand,
from the computing perspective, sensor scheduling should
take into account the importance of heterogeneous data across
sensors. Generic data-importance metrics include distance to
supporting hyperplane, entropy, and gradient norm for FL, as
well as discriminant gain and contribution estimators based
on first-order expansion. Depending on the ISEA application
scenario, data importance can be further complemented by
sensing-relevant metadata such as location, view angle, and
sensing coverage. Oriented towards AirComp-based ISEA per-
formance, sensor scheduling shall integrate data and channel
awareness. The relevant works are introduced below.

Observing that the convergence performance of FL im-
proves with the number of participating sensors, the authors
in [147] have formulated the AirComp sensor scheduling
problem as joint sensor selection and receive beamforming to
maximize the number of scheduled sensors under an MSE re-
quirement and power constraints, which is further transformed
into a sparse and low-rank optimization. The authors then
propose an algorithm based on difference-of-convex functions
programming with near-optimal performance. In [148], the
authors first propose a dynamic residual feedback mechanism
to combat data distortion, where sensors, instead of discarding
the local gradient when not scheduled for transmission, record
historical gradients and transmit a weighted sum of the current
and accumulated gradient when being scheduled. Then, a
decentralized optimization framework based on the Lyapunov
drift optimization methods is constructed to optimize the
sensor scheduling and power control, adapting to both channel
states and gradient importance. By also adopting the resid-
ual feedback mechanism, the authors in [[149]] formulate the
sensor scheduling problem as a multi-objective optimization
problem with the tradeoff between scheduling more sensors
and device quality maximization, where the latter is measured
by the sum of a designed quality indicator comprising data
qualities, channel gains, and energy consumptions, and then
proposed a dynamic scheduling algorithm based on Lyapunov
optimization. In [150], the authors study probabilistic device
scheduling to resolve the bias issue in deterministic scheduling



policies and propose an algorithm considering both channel
conditions and gradient importance. For ISEA inference, [55]]
designed an over-the-air feature fusion protocol involving a
sparsity pattern feedback phase to identify sensors with empty
voxel feature vectors, which are thus excluded from AirComp.
Subsequently, the optimal power control is derived in closed
form.

3) Subcarrier Allocation: To overcome the challenges of
high-throughput fusion of high dimensional gradients/features,
AirComp in ISEA is expected to operate on multiple sub-
carriers in a broadband system in the forms of multiplexing,
where the aggregation of each dimension/task is assigned to
one of the subcarriers [142]], diversity, where one symbol is
simultaneously transmitted on several carriers, or a mixture
of both. In view of the coexistence of data/task heterogeneity
and different channel fades on different subcarriers, optimizing
subcarrier allocation can significantly boost the AirComp
performance. In [151], the authors consider the co-existence
of information-transfer (IT) users and AirComp FL users in a
broadband system sharing broadband channels, resulting in a
subcarrier allocation problem between the two sets of users,
which aims to maximize the IT rate subject to a guaranteed FL
convergence rate. The convergence rate constraint is translated
into a minimum number of subcarriers assigned for FL, based
on which an online subcarrier allocation algorithm is designed.
In [55], an environment perception task is considered, which
exhibits heterogeneous feature sparsity patterns across sensors.
The designed AirFusion protocol uses a feedback process
to enable awareness of sensor-wise sparsity on each voxel
dimension and design a set of algorithms to optimally pair
voxels with subcarriers such that the sparsity pattern matches
the channel gain pattern. Exploiting broadband channels for
diversity, [152]] considers an AirComp system where each
sensor broadcasts its data simultaneously on multiple subcar-
riers, and the server estimates the aggregated data using the
received signal on all subcarriers. An optimization problem
to determine the subcarriers to transmit on and the invested
power for each sensor is formulated and solved by alternating
minimization.

C. Practical AirComp

Despite many well-established theories and algorithms for
AirComp, there is still a gap between theoretical assumptions
and real-world conditions when deploying AirComp in prac-
tical ISEA systems. In this subsection, the existing solutions
for addressing the implementation issues are reviewed in the
aspects of robustness, compatibility, and prototype validation.

1) Robust AirComp: ISEA tasks, such as autonomous
driving and robotics, are mission-critical, imposing stringent
robustness requirements on ISEA algorithms in the face of
non-ideal environments in practice. However, the common
assumptions adopted by algorithm design, including perfect
device synchronization and accurate CSI, could be inappli-
cable because of the unaffordable costs paid for feedback
bandwidth restriction and large-scale networking. For exam-
ple, time-division duplexing (TDD) mode is mainly con-
sidered in existing AirComp architecture, where the signal-
ing overhead during channel transmission can increase at a
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linear rate with respect to the number of devices, leading
to high communication latency for massive-access networks.
To this end, robust design under imperfect CSI has been
extensively studied, with attempts made to achieve reliable
functional computation under different scenarios, such as RIS-
assisted AirComp [157], [158] and single-input-single-output
(SISO)/SIMO/MIMO AirComp [170]-[[172]. By modeling
channel estimation error in either stochastic (i.e., expectation)
or deterministic (i.e., worst-case) models, robust AirComp
transceivers are designed to combat channel distortions caused
by erroneous channel feedback. Additionally, the authors
in [159] have developed a CSI-free AirComp system, leverag-
ing blind demixing to recover a sequence of signals without
accessing any CSI, thereby achieving the desired function
computation.

On the other hand, moving devices, such as vehicles and
UAVs functioning as sensors and data processors, play a
principal role in ISEA systems. These devices exhibit a strong
degree of mobility in contrast to mobile phones and fixed cam-
eras in traditional networks, rendering their wireless connec-
tion potentially asynchronous. Specifically, using existing syn-
chronization techniques in 4G/5G standards, the resulting time
offset is inversely proportional to the leveraged bandwidth.
This matter can be of crucial significance for AirComp-based
ISEA since AirComp depends on synchronization among
sensors to attain accurate wave superposition. To combat this
issue, some research efforts have been made. As exemplified
by [156], the random sequence technique is employed to trans-
mit sensor data, thereby effectively countering misalignment
in wave superposition. Signal processing methods can also
be employed to control coarse synchronization. For instance,
[173] uses a maximum-likelihood estimation approach to
eliminate channel distortion caused by channel-gain variation
and device asynchrony.

In addition, AirComp performance is prone to interference
from jammers or neighboring cells, which may lead to sudden
drops in the sensing task performance, i.e., Al outage. A
set of RRM techniques has been developed for interference
management. In [153]], a scheme called simultaneous signal-
and-interference alignment is proposed to manage inference in
a two-cell system. It divides the MIMO channel space into an
interference alignment space and signal alignment space, and
by constraining the interference into the former, the number of
interference-free dimensions for AirComp can be maximized.
In [[135]], the centralized power control problem for a multi-cell
AirComp network is tackled by profiling the Pareto front of
multi-cell MSEs and solving a sequence of second-order cone
programming problems, and a distributed algorithm designed
by exploiting the interference temperature technique. For mul-
ticluster networks, [154]] developed a centralized branch-and-
bound algorithm and a distributed algorithm for the transceiver
optimization for transceiver design to minimize the aggrega-
tion MSE accounting for both signal misalignment error and
interference. A novel technique, termed spectrum breathing, is
developed in [[155]], which features cascaded gradient pruning
and spread spectrum to reduce interference under a given
bandwidth budget.



2) Digital AirComp: Traditional AirComp architecture is
mainly based on uncoded analog transmission and waveform
superposition of linearly modulated symbols. This indicates
that analog AirComp can ensure average error performance
but may fail to safeguard crucial sensory features for mission-
critical ISEA tasks. Inspired by this, digital AirComp is
put forward to protect data aggregation from channel ad-
versity through nonlinear modulation and coding techniques.
The approaches of integrating AirComp with existing dig-
ital techniques mainly consist of regarding AirComp as a
special type of channel, encoding operations, or mapping
between finite fields [[161]. Consequently, the designed com-
putation/aggregation results can be retrieved by proposing sig-
nal processing techniques such as maximum-likelihood (ML)
decoders or detectors [174]-[178]]. In these studies, nested
lattice coding has the potential to achieve data aggregation
with digital AirComp as its inherent linearity guarantees the
decodability of coded data [174], [[175]. Additionally, the au-
thors in [178] have developed a framework of digital AirComp
with Low Density Parity Check Code (LDPC) coded data ag-
gregation over non-orthogonal OFDM subcarriers, along with
joint channel decoding and aggregation decoders customized
for convolutional and LDPC codes.

It is worth noting that digital AirComp presents a natural
tradeoff between reliability and latency. At the expense of
data rate reduction, reliable data aggregation is facilitated by a
digital scheme featuring high-precision quantization and low-
rate coding. This renders it feasible to flexibly adapt digital
AirComp’s coding, quantization, and modulation strategies
to ISEA applications with diverse latency-reliability require-
ments. For instance, [[L60] proposes a one-bit AirComp scheme
that quantizes the coefficients of stochastic gradient uploaded
by each device into single bits. It is shown in [160] that
such one-bit AirComp can achieve low latency for gradient
aggregation while allowing for the resulting quantization errors
satisfactory for FL tasks. The data importance also involves
the latency-reliability tradeoff. [[179] has demonstrated that
optimizing the power control and compression ratio, based
on the convergence effect of quantization and sparsification in
different layers, can achieve the fastest convergence rate.

3) Demo Development: To validate the feasibility and
effectiveness of AirComp in real-world scenarios, several
prototypes have been developed in several platforms including
Universal Software Radio Peripheral (USRP) [162], [163],
[178], Xilinx Software-Defined Radio [[164], Wireless Sensor
Network [165]], and Self-developed Software Defined Radio
(SDSDR) [[166]. For instance, to demonstrate the concepts of
AirComp-assisted FL, [[178]] and [166] have respectively lever-
aged the USRP and SDSDR platforms to verify the effective-
ness of proposed transmission AirComp schemes. In [[166], the
authors establish a testbed using SDSDR devices to validate
a transmission scheme proposed in [[156], where the testbed
includes one antenna configured as the function computation
and others emulating separate single-antenna sensor nodes.
Additionally, the authors in [[165] validate their proposed
transmission scheme, which encodes values into Poisson-
distributed burst sequences to perform mathematical functions
via AirComp, using a wireless sensor network platform with
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15 simple nodes and a central receiver.

VIII. ADVANCED SIGNAL PROCESSING FOR INTEGRATED
SENSING AND EDGE Al

Signal processing is a crucial component in ISEA, serving,
e.g., pre-processing of raw sensory datasets, noise removal,
and compression before input to the air interface, as well
as signal detection and multi-view multi-modal fusion at the
receiver. While traditional analog and digital signal process-
ing typically aims at the best reconstruction of the carried
data, advanced signal processing techniques for ISEA shall
aim at sensing task performance with potentially multiple
objectives, such as sensing accuracy, E2E latency, and privacy.
This section reviews the research efforts on advanced signal
processing techniques and frameworks, focusing on several
emerging aspects during the evolution to ISEA within 6G.
These aspects include on-the-fly communication and com-
puting (FlyCom?), multi-functional waveforms, and privacy-
preserving techniques.

A. On-the-Fly Computing and Communication

The existing architectures of ISEA primarily rely on a
framework that separates high-dimensional computing and
communication processes. For instance, in split ISEA, inter-
mediate features are extracted from extensive on-device data
using Al models deployed on edge devices. These features
are then transmitted to a central server for global detection.
However, this sequential approach to computation and commu-
nication presents two main drawbacks regarding E2E latency
and computation constraints. First, the E2E latency in ISEA,
composed of computing and communication latency, may
not meet the stringent latency requirements of time-sensitive
applications. Second, this architecture imposes heavy com-
putation requirements, including memory and complexity, on
edge devices. In ISEA, sensory data collected by sensors can
consist of several million data points, such as LiDAR-based
environmental perception. The large volume of data makes it
challenging for lightweight local sensors to perform feature
extraction and other data analytics operations. Additionally,
executing complex and energy-consuming computation tasks
at sensors in a large-scale sensor network is undesirable due
to considerations of network lifetime and energy efficiency.

The above challenges stemming from high-dimensional
computation and communication can be addressed by the
innovative framework of FlyCom? [180], [206]]. As illustrated
in Fig. [§] the main idea behind this framework is to break
down the sequential processing of high-dimensional data into
streaming operations of low-dimensional communication-and-
computing. The concept of FlyCom? was initially intro-
duced in [180], where a FlyCom framework was developed
for distributed tensor decomposition (DTD) in distributed
data analytics. The proposed FlyCom? offers several solu-
tions to the aforementioned issues. First, it utilizes a low-
complexity random sketching technique to reduce the com-
putational complexity of on-device processing. This approach
allows for efficient computation on edge devices. Second, the
E2E performance of an ISEA system incorporating FlyCom?



28

TABLE III
SUMMARY OF RELATED WORKS ON ADVANCED SIGNAL PROCESSING FOR ISEA

. . Performance R
Approaches Ref. Sensing Scenario Metrics Key Contribution
Sensors capture raw data as tensors for .. Propose a framework of FlyCom2 for DTD of local sensory datasets with streaming
[1180] . Decomposition error X . .
fusion and PCA computation and progressive global aggregation
FlyCom?2 }1 81 Image applications requiring features | Average recall, aver- | Exploit the inherent pyramidal hierarchy of deep convolutional networks to construct
Y extracted from raw images age precision feature pyramids
1182 | LiDAR-based 3D object detection Average precision l:cr:gé)sse an Octree-based Transformer to capture sufficient features from large scale 3D
LiDAR sensors collect point c_loqd - A compression algorithm that exploits spatio-temporal relationships across multiple
[[183]] | streams transmitted and stored within | Average precision . 2
. LiDAR sweeps to reduce the storage of LiDAR sensor data streams.
limited data volume
. . . Propose a FlyCom2 framework to enable PtCloud fusion with streaming processing,
Fusing point clouds to learn a unified . L . X .
[184] . MSE progressive data uploading integrated with AirComp, and the progressive output of a
representation at a central server . .
global PtCloud representation.
RF-Sensing shares spectrum and hard- Spectrum  efficienc Overview radar-communication coexistence and dual-functional radar-communication
[[185] | ware with communication in millime- NfSE ¥ (DFRC) systems and propose a transceiver architecture and frame structure for a DFRC
ter wave band BS
Slmultanepus ?ommll.rtlcatlon and Bit error rate, average | Propose a code-division orthogonal frequency-division multiplex (CD-OFDM) scheme
[186] | radar-sensing with unified spectrum L . . .. St .
R error, MSE with interference cancellation methods for joint communication and sensing
and transceivers
[ A joint radar-communication system | . Exploit orthogonal waveforms for embedding a sequence of information bits during
. . [187] . . Bit error rate
Multi-Functional using a dual-functional waveform each radar pulse
Waveforms l188] A joint radar-communication system | Symbol error rate, | Propose to use BPSK and QPSK signals for both bit modulation and pseudo-random
using a dual-functional waveform ambiguity function coded radar
1189] A  FH-MIMO radar-based dual- MSE Design a waveform and a estimation method for FH-MIMO receivers to estimate the
function radar communication frequency hopping sequence and channel parameters
[ A radar system with dual-functional . . proposes to generate a sensing-communication compatible waveform by modulating
{101 LFM signals Ambiguity function LFM signal by minimum shift keying.
[ A joint radar-communication system | . Exploit the combination of LFM signals and continuous phase modulation signals for
[191] A . Bit error rate N . .
using a dual-functional waveform simultaneous data transmission and target detection
An l{plmk. system Wlth a fAUILduPlex . Propose a unified signal space analysis framework based on the degrees of freedom
[192] | BS illuminating an imaging scene | Degrees of freedom . . . . . .
. - metric to characterize the trade-offs between sensing (imaging) and communication
while receiving data from a user
f193) SaAvSfo\:/rghfoi si‘:fﬁgﬂ:gj:igﬁf;iﬁ?} Data rate, Cramér- | Analyze the fundamental sensing-communication tradeoff under a Guassian channel
X . Rao bound based on the tool of Cramér-Rao bound (CRB)-Rate region
cation and sensing
An MIMO-rgdar systerp which com- | Sum fiata rate, ra f]ar Design a dual-functional waveform for MIMO radar, controlling the tradeoff between
[15] | municates with downlink users and |detection probability, L
. radar and communications performance
detects radar targets simultaneously | MSE
An MlMO—rgdar system which com- SNR, peak-sidelobe- | Propose a unified waveform omited by transmit array incoporating radar probing
[194]] | municates with downlink users and . L .
. ratio, MSE beampartterns as well as communication signals
detects radar targets simultaneously
MIMO ra@ar with full-duple{( hybrid Transmitter radar | Optimize the transmit beamforming with concurrent multiple beams for communication
[195] | beamforming for both sensing and . .. . N .
LS power and sensing and mitigate cross-interference therein
communication
[196] Multi-target localization from a signal | Signal-to-clutter- Design a precoder to maximize multicasting rate while maximizing the radar SCNR
data stream plus-noise ratio
Slmultaneoqs communication with an Cramér-Rao  bound, | Optimize subcarrier powers in a time-frequency region of interest to realize a perfor-
[197] | OFDM receiver and target parameters - R
. data rate mance trade-off between radar and communications
detection
Multiple servers cooperate for linear A coding scheme based on Shamir’s secret sharing to ensure that the original data
[198] | . Latency .
inference requests from sensors cannot be recovered from the colluding servers
[199] | Split ISEA inference DP, data utility Preserve privacy by a data minimization model and adaptive noise
) | {2001 | Split ISEA inference DP, accuracy Preserve privacy by a feature encryptor trained without exposing ground-true labels to
Privacy-Preserving the server
Signal Processing 1201] | Over-the-air FL data aggregation DP, convergence rate Adap_uye power gllocauqn for orthogonal and AirComp FL with privacy guarantee and
for ISEA conditions for privacy without performance loss
[202] | Over-the-air collaborative inference | DP, accuracy Over-the-air ensemble inference with model privacy guarantee
[1203] | Over-the-air FL gradient aggregation | DP, convergence rate | Adaptive noise injection per-device to achieve a desired DP level
[1204] | Over-the-air collaborative inference | DP, accuracy Feature-aware device selection followed by noise injection to preserve privacy
1205] | Over-the-air FL gradient aggregation | DP, convergence rate Random data dimension reduction for privacy amplification and power control scheme
robust to CSI attacks

continuously improves as the framework accumulates low-
dimensional local sketches. These sketches are leveraged by
the server to infer patterns in the distributed dataset. Conse-
quently, FlyCom? exhibits graceful degradation due to link
disruptions or packet losses. Third, FlyCom? enables paral-
lel streaming communication and computation, which halves
latency compared to the sequential operations of traditional
one-shot algorithms.

Despite the potential to improve efficiency and reduce on-
device computation constraints, the development of FlyCom?
in ISEA is still nascent. In essence, FlyCom? represents

leveraging incremental operations of parallel computing and
communication to improve system performance continuously.
This implies that in particular ISEA tasks, the involved data
processing algorithms and air interface techniques shall be
jointly designed based on task-specific requirements and prop-
erties. Several examples are introduced below.

o FlyCom? with large language model (LLM) fine-
tuning: With human-like perception and understanding
capabilities, LLMs are expected to be vital for supporting
intelligent sensing tasks. In this case, parameter-efficient
fine-tuning is always required to customize LLMs to par-
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Fig. 8. Compared to one-shot communication and computation, on-the-fly techniques decompose the sequential processing of high-dimensional data into
streaming operations with low-dimensional communication and computation, thereby significantly reducing the E2E latency of ISEA.

ticular sensing requirements, where a popular technique is
to formulate a prompt ensemble [207]. It has been shown
in [206] that such a prompt ensemble, which comprises a
set of lightweight prompts, can be boosted progressively
via incremental prompt transfer and combination. This
inspires the proposal of on-the-fly boosting (FlyBoosting)
to progressively broaden the range of solvable problems
of a prompt ensemble, thereby realizing communication-
and-computation efficient multi-device device-edge co-
operative fine-tuning (DEFT). Among others, to further
enhance efficiency, goal-oriented communication tech-
niques, such as importance-aware scheduling and re-
source allocation, can be designed based on the effec-
tiveness scores of individual prompts and communication
conditions of participants (e.g., sensors and servers).

o FlyCom? with hierarchical feature extraction: There
are various neural network architectures and Al mod-
els that facilitate coarse-to-fine pattern recognition and
semantic image synthesis by using hierarchical feature
extraction. Examples of such models include MUSH and
Pyramid [181]]. These models enable incremental compu-
tation, making them suitable for developing a FlyCom?
framework for ISEA.

o FlyCom? with tree-structured data processing: Sparse
data processing commonly utilizes tree-structured repre-
sentations to encode the data space in a compact form.
Examples of such representations include octrees and k-
dimensional (KD) trees, which are widely employed to
describe point clouds in a 3D space [182]]-[184]. Analyz-
ing data over these tree structures involves incremental
operations such as tree search, data compression, and
feature extraction.

In typical ISEA scenarios, efficient collaborative sensing
is essential. In this context, by leveraging FlyCom?’s
ability to decompose sequential high-dimensional data

processing into streaming operations of low-dimensional
communication and computation, the incremental pro-
cessing of tree-structured data can be efficiently per-
formed in a distributed manner, facilitating collaborative
sensing and analysis among multiple sensors.

« FlyCom? with online algorithms: Indeed, there is a set
of online algorithms specifically designed to handle the
continuous arrival of data points. They feature immediate
decision-making based on the currently available data
without requiring access to the entire dataset, thereby
supporting real-time scenarios. For example, the random
sketching technique used in [180] was originally pro-
posed to learn principal components from the contin-
uous streams of data vectors [208]]. The integration of
online algorithms with the FlyCom? framework allows
for ultra-low-latency processing and transmission of real-
time sensory data, making it well-suited for dynamic
ISEA scenarios such as healthcare, autonomous driving,
and AR/VR.

B. ISEA with Multi-Functional Waveforms

From a physical layer perspective, advancing ISEA criti-
cally relies on the foundational design of waveforms. Multi-
functional waveforms are sophisticated signal designs that
integrate multiple functions, such as sensing, communication,
localization, and radar, into a unified structure, leveraging
advanced signal processing to optimize performance. Previous
attempts in this field focused on extending the functionalities
of existing systems. For example, communication symbols
were modulated onto traditional radar waveforms, such as
space-time coding over orthogonal radar waveforms, code
shift keying using optimized coded radar signals, and em-
bedding communication symbols in frequency-hopping multi-
input multi-output (FH-MIMO) radar systems [[187]-[189].
Some early works in this field explored the performance



of sensing using signals generated through linear frequency
modulation (LFM) and continuous phase modulation [190],
[191]. These schemes aimed to utilize existing architectures
to meet the limited demands of additional functionalities.
More recent research focuses on the novel design of multi-
functional waveforms for simultaneous monostatic sensing and
communication (SMSC). In SMSC, a transceiver array emits
dual-functional signals to illuminate the scene and gather envi-
ronmental information through echo signals. At the same time,
forward signals are reflected to a communication receiver for
information delivery. The advantage of SMSC is that it allows
the uncertainty of communication messages to be incorporated
into the transmitted waveforms without compromising the
coherent processing of monostatic sensing. This eliminates the
need for cooperation overhead [192]]. However, the distinct
requirements of sensing and communication pose challenges
in the design of multi-function waveforms, such as the Cramér-
Rao bound (CRB) and data rates, leading to a tradeoff in
performance [[192], [209]. To address these tradeoffs, research
has focused on beamforming techniques, where beam patterns
are formed in a joint radar-communication MIMO system
based on the directions of sensing targets and communica-
tion users to mitigate mutual interference [15], [194]-[196].
Additionally, time-frequency waveforms have been revisited to
optimize subcarrier powers in a specific time-frequency region
of interest, achieving a favorable performance tradeoff between
radar and communications [[197].

Integrating advanced Al algorithms with multi-functional
waveforms, ISEA is able to enhance both sensing and com-
munications in a variety of ways. First, Al models can be lever-
aged to extract valuable information from sensory data gath-
ered by multi-functional waveforms (e.g., intelligent micro-
Doppler signature detection and radio map construction). Sec-
ond, Al-assisted sensing and communication frameworks offer
diverse E2E performance metrics—including accuracy, IoU,
semantic data rate, as well as traditional measures like CRB,
ambiguity functions, and throughput—to holistically guide
waveform design and system development. Finally, certain Al
algorithms, such as reinforcement learning and deep unfolding,
can effectively address the complex tradeoff between sensing
and communication, a challenge that is often intractable using
conventional analytical optimization techniques.

C. Privacy-Preserving Signal Processing in ISEA

Privacy issues arise with the frequency of sensory data
exchange among different entities in ISEA. The sensing data
security and privacy in networks received early attention when
the embedded sensing is implanted into personal devices, e.g.,
mobile phones [210], and architectural and protocol designs
were discussed in different sensing scenarios such as smart
cities [211]], IoTs [212], and mobile crowdsensing systems
[213]. In ISEA, a major challenge is to design privacy-
preserving signal processing schemes to desensitize sensory
data such that the sensing task performance requirement can
be achieved with minimum privacy leakage. It is notable that
compared with uploading raw data, the split ISEA paradigm,
where sensors need to upload extracted features to the edge

30

brain for inference, is inherently advantageous in privacy-
preserving as the features are generally more abstract than
raw data. Nevertheless, these features are still prone to mul-
tiple types of malicious attacks, e.g., model inversion attacks
attempting to recover the original data [214].

To alleviate the privacy issue, multiple privacy-preserving
techniques have been developed for digital air interface-based
split ISEA. [[198]] considers split ISEA with multiple honest-
but-curious edge servers to cooperate to complete linear in-
ference requests from multiple sensors. To achieve privacy
preservation, the data is divided into pieces for distributed
computation at multiple servers, and a coding scheme based
on Shamir’s secret sharing is applied to ensure that the
original data cannot be recovered from the collision of a
number of servers. Apart from traditional signal processing,
e.g., coding, one popular approach is to use deep encoders to
transform the sensory data into a less sensitive representation
and then, optionally, inject additional distortion. For example,
EdgeSanitizer, proposed in [[199], tackles the privacy issue
in split inference by applying a data minimization model to
the raw features to obtain less sensitive features, followed by
injecting adaptive Laplacian noise. More noises are injected to
feature dimensions less relevant to the inference performance.
Theoretical analysis shows that this scheme can satisfy a
given level of differential privacy (DP) while guaranteeing
data utility. In another framework named Roulette [200], a
similar procedure is proposed where the sensor model is both
a feature extractor and an encryptor with the uploaded data
further obscured by a noise injector. In addition, the authors
design a novel split-learning procedure for training the sensor
model without exposing either the input data or the ground
truth label to the server.

Intriguingly, data aggregation by AirComp is inherently
more privacy-preserving than by orthogonal access, as the
superposition of signals from multiple sensors, distorted with
channel noise, conceals individual private information [215]].
Theoretically, it is proved in [[201]] that AirComp-based FL can
achieve a certain DP level “for free”, i.e., without affecting
the learning performance, thereby outperforming orthogonal
access. For split ISEA inference, it is also shown in [202]]
that AirComp-based ensemble inference achieves much better
accuracy compared with orthogonal access while guaranteeing
model DP. Nevertheless, when the desired privacy level is
beyond what can be achieved by channel noise and signal
superposition, additional signal processing methods shall be
introduced to AirComp-based data aggregation. In [203],
the authors propose a DP-guaranteeing AirComp scheme
where each sensor individually controls the noise added to
its gradient to achieve a desired DP level. The level of
individually injected noise is derived analytically considering
gradient randomness. In a cooperative ISEA scenario where
multiple sensors perform feature AirComp for inference, it is
proposed in [204] to first select devices with potentially high
contributions to the accuracy and then inject Gaussian noises
to uploaded features. In addition to noise perturbation, it is
shown in [205]] that random data dimension reduction with
resemblance to sparsification can further amplify privacy.



IX. ISEA WITH OTHER TRENDING ADVANCEMENTS IN 6G

Apart from the techniques mentioned above, the ISEA
performance can be boosted by other trending advancements in
6G. In this section, we provide a thorough discussion of these
opportunities and a review of relevant works, including the
integration of ISEA with advanced physical layer techniques,
satellite networks, and advanced networking.

A. ISEA with Advanced Physical-Layer Techniques

1) Extreme-Large-Scale  MIMO: Extreme-large-scale
MIMO (XL-MIMO) refers to the use of a massive number of
antennas, typically in the range of hundreds or thousands, in a
wireless communication system to enable spatial multiplexing
and beamforming techniques to enhance the system capacity
and coverage. Specifically, XL-MIMO leverages spatial
multiplexing to simultaneously serve multiple users with the
same spectrum and time resources. This improves spectral
efficiency and enables higher data rates. Moreover, with many
antennas, XL-MIMO can effectively mitigate interference by
spatially separating users and applying advanced interference
cancellation techniques. The ways of realizing XL-MIMO
include the employment of large-scale arrays, intelligent
surfaces, and distributed MIMO [216]. XL-MIMO also
reveals a property of non-stationary power distribution and
channel statistics [216], [217]. Specifically, the extreme-
large aperture of XL-MIMO renders the approximation
of plane wave propagation in traditional MIMO systems
invalid, leading to multi-antenna signal processing in the
near field [218]]. On the other hand, different sub-arrays
of XL-MIMO can experience different channel fading, e.g.
line-of-sight (LOS) and non-LoS, which causes channel
non-stationarity [217]].

To boost the area of ISEA, XL-MIMO can be utilized in
the following ways:

« Enhanced sensing capabilities: XI.-MIMO can support
sensing purposes, such as target detection, localization,
and tracking, through its massive antenna arrays and radio
wave signal processing. For instance, using dense arrays
with high-frequency signals, e.g. millimeter waves, the
phase and amplitude information recorded over a two-
dimensional aperture to reconstruct a focused image of
a target [219]). Using the spatial resolution provided by
many antennas, XL-MIMO also improves the accuracy
and reliability of sensing applications. The angular reso-
lution achieved by dense array systems, such as MIMO
radar, has been shown to increase linearly with increasing
effective array aperture [219], [220]. In this vein, a key
challenge could be addressing the near-field beam squint
effect, the beams of different frequencies focusing at
different locations, that is caused by the vast array and
the huge bandwidth [221]].

e Massive and cell-free sensor access: In the scenario of
densely placed sensors, traditional MIMO cannot ensure
orthogonality as sensors become indifferent in the angular
domain. However, XL-MIMO can realize beamforming
in both direction and distance in the near field, thereby
allowing simultaneous orthogonal access by a massive
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number of sensors [222]. Moreover, the strong association
between the XL-MIMO channel and sensor location
can be leveraged for sensor localization and semantic-
and-channel aware sensor scheduling. Furthermore, it is
possible to leverage XL-MIMO with its powerful beam-
forming techniques to realize cell-free communication.
In a cell-free communication system, users are no longer
associated with a specific cell or BS. Instead, they can
connect to multiple APs simultaneously, forming a dy-
namic and flexible network configuration. The APs work
cooperatively to serve the users by jointly transmitting
and receiving signals. This allows for real-time analysis
and decision-making at the edge for ISEA, reducing
the latency and communication overhead associated with
transmitting raw sensor data to a centralized processing
unit.

Finally, XL-MIMO can be jointly optimized with ISEA
algorithms and protocols in terms of resource allocation,
beamforming, and signal processing. Specifically, by analyzing
the sensing and communication requirements of different
users and applications, XL-MIMO can intelligently allocate
antennas, power, and bandwidth to maximize the overall ISEA
performance.

2) Terahertz Techniques: THz techniques combine massive
bandwidth with sub-millimeter wavelengths, enabling both
ultra-high-speed data transmission and high-resolution sensing
in a single band. By unifying these capabilities within an
ISEA framework, networks can simultaneously “sense” and
“connect” their environments. Several works provide insights
into these aspects. For instance, [223|] highlights THz’s strong
potential for fine-grained environmental scanning and imaging,
demonstrating how advanced machine learning algorithms can
extract meaningful insights (e.g., object detection, material
properties) in real-time. This, in turn, enables rapid decision-
making (e.g., dynamic beam adjustments) within ISEA. By
integrating camera data with THz signals, [224]] shows that the
two modalities outperform the use of either modality alone:
1) cameras provide rich contextual and positional information
for THz beam selection, alignment, and movement prediction;
2) THz links offer ultra-broadband backhaul for camera feeds
while providing additional environmental-sensing capabilities
in scenarios where vision alone might fail. This bidirectional
relationship exemplifies the broader vision of ISEA, which
leverages multiple sensory modalities. Meanwhile, [225] in-
corporates object detection (e.g., people, vehicles, obstacles)
directly into the communication process to proactively mitigate
link blockages or signal degradation, thereby reflecting ISEA’s
objective of distributing Al-driven contextual information to
the network’s edges for more resilient and efficient wireless
systems.

3) Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces: RIS are innovative
technologies that enhance wireless communication by intelli-
gently controlling the propagation environment [226]-[228]].
They can also improve the accuracy and reliability of wireless
sensing by manipulating electromagnetic waves to focus on
specific targets or areas. Specifically, integrating RIS into
ISEA extends beyond the limitations of conventional wireless
sensing by (1) creating additional LoS links for sensing, (2)



providing controllable propagation paths, and (3) enabling
adaptive RIS beam scanning [229]], [230].

Building on the integration of RIS for sensing, several
research opportunities emerge:

o Optimization of RIS placement and configuration:
The deployment of RIS in sensing systems significantly
affects both sensing accuracy and communication effi-
ciency. For example, placing the RIS at a higher altitude
might establish a clearer LoS path, while a lower altitude
can reduce path loss with the sensing target. Determin-
ing the optimal RIS placement requires accounting for
environmental characteristics and dynamically adjusting
sensing coverage to reduce blind spots.

« Joint beamforming techniques: Reflective control of the
RIS must be jointly designed with conventional transmit
beamforming to maximize sensing performance, rather
than simply focusing on maximizing SNR as in typical
communication scenarios. For instance, [231] demon-
strates how adaptive RIS beamforming can maximize the
received signal power at RIS sensors—a crucial metric
for sensing. In general, beamforming strategies should
be explored to balance communication efficiency and
sensing accuracy.

o Robust sensing algorithm design: In an RIS-enabled
sensing paradigm, sensors collect signals reflected from
the target for subsequent analysis. This is particularly
challenging when multiple targets must be distinguished
from overlapping signals originating from the same direc-
tion, making the estimation problem more complex than
in conventional MIMO communications.

o Distributed RIS sensing: Within the ISEA framework,
multiple RIS can be deployed cooperatively, each acting
as a local estimator. The distributed information among
these RIS units is then shared to enhance sensing accu-
racy. As a result, efficient and accurate low-complexity
distributed sensing paradigms and algorithms are essen-
tial.

o Energy efficiency and security: Employing RIS can
lower the overall energy consumption of wireless net-
works by minimizing high-power transmissions and op-
timizing signal paths for sensing. Nonetheless, effective
power control is necessary to mitigate the added costs
of operating RIS. Meanwhile, incorporating RIS into the
network also calls for enhanced security mechanisms,
leveraging intelligent signal manipulation to safeguard
against potential threats.

B. Space-Ground Empowered ISEA

ISEA can be implemented in space and ocean networks
to achieve uninterrupted global connectivity as envisioned
in 6G, which is shown in Fig. 0] These networks have
distinct characteristics compared with terrestrial networks in
aspects of sensing modalities, mobility, channel propagation,
computing architecture, topology, and QoS. The existence of
extra-terrestrial and maritime terminals leads to new sensing
modalities such as orbital images and under-water sonars,
while these non-terrestrial network nodes, e.g., low Earth orbit
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(LEO) satellites, typically have scarce computing resources
compared with ground-based nodes such as BS. Also, the com-
munication links in non-terrestrial network nodes usually have
limited bandwidth, high latency, and short contact windows
due to mobility. Not only are these constraints challenging, but
tasks carried out in non-terrestrial networks, such as forest fire
alarming and rescuing, are usually mission-critical and demand
high reliability. It is thus motivated to design ISEA protocols
and algorithms dedicated to those networks to address the
aforementioned challenges.

In conventional bent-pipe architectures for satellite-centric
remote sensing, satellites simply relay commands from the
ground and transmit raw data via low-rate links, resulting in
communication bottlenecks. Similar to the ISEA paradigm, a
C? framework integrated addresses this challenge by employ-
ing onboard computation for data filtering and semantic match-
ing, thereby enabling more efficient and scalable downlink
communications. A few representative works are introduced
as follows. A typical satellite-terrestrial collaborative object
detection scenario is considered in [88]], where the satellite
captures remote sensing images to be processed and trans-
mitted to the ground station for Al-based object detection. A
task-oriented communication scheme is developed to combat
the low-rate issue of satellite-terrestrial links. The satellite
first identifies between the region of interest and background
with a lightweight on-board model, downsamples the latter,
and transmits each processed image block with priorities
determined by their contribution to the detection task. Driven
by a similar motivation of reducing downlink data volume, the
authors of [232] propose an orbital edge computing (OEC)
system that places energy-efficient GPUs on nanosatellites
to enable onboard computation. Then, the system employs
a technique called intelligent early discard, which filters the
captured image using the onboard model, transmitting only
useful images to the ground station and discarding obscured
ones. Further, to tackle the computation resource limits, an
image frame can be divided into multiple tiles processed in
parallel on multiple satellites. In [233], the satellites carry
out a hyperspectral imaging task, collecting electromagnetic
spectrum in hundreds of frequency bands to be transmitted and



processed at the ground station for pixel-level classification.
An onboard band-selection system is proposed to reduce the
downlink communication cost, which selects only a subset
of bands to transmit based on the image content, network
conditions, and power budgets. The adaptive band selection
problem, which aims to maximize the utility, is composed of
accuracy and costs and is solved via reinforcement learning
under energy and latency constraints.

Aligning with the ISEA framework, another line of research
focuses on harnessing ground-based devices for sensing, with
satellites serving as the overarching edge servers. Specifically,
[234] considers the virtual network function placement prob-
lem in a satellite edge computing system where multiple satel-
lites cooperate to endow devices collecting sensory data with
computational capabilities. The said problem is formulated
to maximize the sum payoffs of scheduled devices subject
to network resource constraints, for which a decentralized
algorithm is developed by a potential game approach. In
[235], multiple field robots are controlled by an integrated
satellite-UAV network with one UAV equipped with sensors,
computation resources, and communication modules and one
satellite connected to the UAV. The UAV senses the system
state and analyzes the sensing data jointly with the remote
center through a satellite connection to generate control com-
mands that are transmitted to the robots via orthogonal chan-
nels. Under latency constraints, the power allocation among
channels is optimized to maximize the control performance
measured in linear quadratic regulator cost and associated
with the downlink data rate. Moreover, a flexible space-
ground ISEA framework, termed fluid inference, is proposed
by [51]. It adaptively splits Al workloads across satellites,
edge servers, and end devices, leveraging real-time resource
constraints to slash data traffic and improve responsiveness.
By orchestrating partial or full inference traverse satellite
networks, the accuracy-latency tradeoff is optimized under
limited resources in computation and communication.

C. ISEA with Advanced Networking

Though most ISEA applications can be realized within an
edge network, certain ISEA operations still require edge-cloud
cooperation or collaboration between multiple edge networks,
such as hierarchical FL, model downloading, and offloading
of heavy computational loads. Traditional protocols under the
best-effort principle cannot guarantee low latency and high
reliability per request by ISEA applications. This requires
advanced techniques that involve task-oriented coordination
of the transportation and networking layers in transport and
core networks. To this end, ultra-low latency networks such
as time-sensitive networking (TSN) and deterministic network-
ing (DetNet) can be integrated into the ISEA architecture.
TSN employs time-division multiplexing, assigning dedicated
timeslots to prioritized time-sensitive flows such that they are
isolated from best-effort flows and achieve predictable queue-
ing delays through centralized management. Through these
mechanisms, time-sensitive traffic enjoys bounded maximum
latency and extremely low packet loss rates. With similar
designing objectives, DetNet focuses on the network and
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models can assist ISEA by undergoing pre-training and fine-tuning tailored
to ISEA-specific settings and sensory data.

higher layers, enabling deterministic latency through a set of
protocols, including flow synchronization, path setup, traffic
engineering, etc.

Some early attempts at integrating ISEA and networking
techniques are introduced as follows. In [236], an edge-
cloud collaboration platform called IndustEdge is proposed
to provide low-latency and reliable access to intelligence for
smart industry applications, e.g., fault detection. It adopts
the TSN protocol for the link layer and further provides an
extensible edge-cloud orchestration component for flexible
microservice deployments onto edge or cloud nodes. Also,
IndustEdge provides an algorithm library that includes various
tasks (e.g., classification and clustering) and supports different
collaboration modes, all with transparent life-cycle manage-
ment. Another work [237] considers a collaborative multi-
access edge computing system where systems in different
domains can be interconnected for computation offloading.
The proposed task deterministic networks (TDN) aims to
achieve E2E deterministic communication for multi-access
edge computing systems involving heterogeneous access and
interconnections between multiple edge computing systems
via transportation networks. To this end, TDN features cross-
domain collaboration mechanisms to integrate TSN and Det-
Net protocols in different layers and designs a seamless
multi-controller working scheme coordinating edge access and
global deterministic forwarding in aspects of traffic scheduling
and resource allocation.

X. RESEARCH OPPORTUNITIES AND OPEN ISSUES
A. ISEA Meets Foundation Models

With the boom of large-scale foundation models, ISEA
is believed to be further accelerated and improved by the
generalized intelligence pre-trained models. As illustrated in
Fig. foundation models can serve as an intelligent agent
that understands sensing data and network conditions to make
real-time configuration adaptations for accomplishing human
commands. We discuss the foundation model-assisted ISEA
from two perspectives: model adaptation and deployment,
respectively.

The adaptation of foundation models that are pretrained
for general purposes to ISEA can be roughly categorized



into two levels. The first level is the direct adaptation of a
large language model to sensing tasks, including instruction
reasoning, planning, and simulation, which is an efficient and
low-cost approach. To harness LLMs for sensing without fine-
tuning, detailed textual descriptions of the sensing environment
are required to prompt LLMs to make sensing decisions and
issue control commands. For example, a prompt can detail
vehicle states, including coordinates, speed, past trajectories,
current velocity, and acceleration in LLM-assisted autonomous
driving, accompanied by a chain of thoughts to help the
LLM decompose the procedure of understanding current states
and take action. This approach leverages LLMs’ ability to
understand complex and novel scenarios with zero-shot or few-
shots of training data.

Another level of adaptation is to fine-tune foundation mod-
els which, in addition to textual prompts, take the sensing
data directly as inputs. Take camera-based visual sensing as
an example. The architecture of vision foundation models
can be applied, which are typically built on a transformer
encoder architecture and pre-trained in image classification,
image-text pairing, or image captioning tasks. Its adaptation
to specific ISEA tasks can be achieved by downstream task-
aware fine-tuning. For instance, one popular vision model,
called SAM [238]], has been employed in different perception
scenarios, e.g., 3D object detection by projecting LiDAR
point cloud to BEV images, generating prompts for each grid
in the images to detect masks for foreground objects. The
zero-shot transfer capability of SAM is leveraged to generate
segmentation masks and 2D boxes. However, the empirical
study shows that the vision foundation model is not capable
of handling the sparse and noisy points [239]] in practical
ISEA scenarios. Moreover, current vision foundation models
still require handcraft adaptations and designs to accommodate
the properties of visual information, such as the sparsity and
temporality of the point cloud, for reliable and accurate edge
sensing. Facing the time-varying sensing environments, data
distribution and task requirements in ISEA, an important future
direction is to automate the process of real-world foundation
model adaptations. The ultimate goal of foundation model
adaptation is to incorporate different modalities, such as text,
audio, and images, for improved robustness and accuracy in
ISEA sensing tasks. Typically, the feature extractor for 2D
images and 3D point clouds varies significantly due to the
heterogeneity between sparse points and dense pixels. The
direct fusion of different types of data sources overlooks the
field of view outside the intersected area [240|]. The crafted
design of a uniform multi-modal data extractor and fusion
module is a main challenge in the multi-modal foundation
model training for diverse ISEA tasks.

Considering the deployment of foundation models in the
wireless edge, a few precursor works have investigated the
placement of foundation models and the caching of the query
and response for low-latency accessing of Al-Generated Con-
tent (AIGC), which inspires the implementation of foundation
models for ISEA infrastructure. A hierarchical network archi-
tecture is designed in [241], [242] to utilize the computation
of devices, edge servers, and the central cloud to pass on the
on-device inference task. The inference relay is terminated
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once it hits one cached response, hence reducing the execution
time of inference tasks. In the ISEA system, the multi-agent
cooperation of computing and communication can be orches-
trated to access the foundation model-empowered sensing with
low latency. The work in [242]] considers the decomposition
of a user request for cooperative edge inference, where the
GPT on the cloud does the task planning and distributes the
subtasks to edge clusters to accomplish the different parts
of a user request. A collaborative distributed diffusion-based
AIGC framework is proposed in [243]] to partition a diffusion
process for integrated central and edge inference to provide a
better personalized user experience. Specifically, the requests
from multiple devices can share a few denoising steps in
the diffusion inference stage to reduce the computational
overhead and improve resource utilization efficiency. The
considered task decomposition, planning, and distributed exe-
cution for ISEA is another interesting direction for foundation
model implementations in ISEA systems. Moreover, the edge
cooperative fine-tuning of pre-trained foundation models to
align the ISEA performance with task preference is another
interesting direction [206]], which is closely related to MEC
and distributed learning systems. Despite these pioneer works,
timely and resource-efficient access to the foundation model
service in the ISEA system still requires a further systematic
framework and refinements to enhance the user experience
under limited communication and computation capabilities,
especially in view of the network congestion caused by
massive requests to the central cloud. Special characteristics
and novel acceleration techniques of foundation model com-
putation shall be considered and integrated natively into ISEA
design, such as key-value (KV) cache, speculative decoding,
sparse attention, etc.

B. Convergence of ISEA and ISAC

ISEA and ISAC have largely been two independent lines
of research due to their different technical motivations. While
ISEA mainly focuses on optimized communication and com-
putation for Al-empowered sensing, ISAC aims at coexistence
and joint design of RF sensing and communication within
shared hardware and spectrum, particularly focusing on multi-
functional waveforms. However, as two key functions coexist-
ing in 6G, ISEA and ISAC are mutually complementary in
multiple aspects, e.g., sensing modalities and Al backbones,
while also potentially contending for spectrum and commu-
nication resources. Therefore, the convergence of ISEA and
ISAC is a promising future direction, aimed at deep integration
and cooperation of both for improved task performance. In
what follows, we will first discuss how ISEA and ISAC
interact with and assist each other, and then list several
research challenges within a converged framework of ISEA
and ISAC.

First, consider assisting ISAC with ISEA. The first aspect
is the use of ISEA sensory information for optimized ISAC
operations. Sensing modalities in ISEA, usually with high
resolution and rich semantic information, can enable situa-
tional awareness for ISAC by, e.g., scene identification, link
blockage prediction, and user localization [36], [244]. This



improves the performance of several critical ISAC techniques,
such as beamforming and power allocation, while reducing the
pilot overhead [245]]. The gain will be particularly significant
for high-mobility scenarios where ISEA-assisted predictive
control reduces the negative effects of constant environmental
changes. The second aspect is direct augmentation of ISAC
sensing data with the ISEA counterpart. With properly de-
signed Al models that translate information between domains,
the high-resolution ISEA sensing data can enhance the qual-
ity of ISAC sensing data by localization refinement, time-
domain interpolation, vision-aided generative reconstruction,
etc. Then, spectrum resources for sensing can be saved to
improve the communication performance without sacrificing
sensing performance. Further, ISEA can provide Al inference
for ISAC signal processing [246] and efficient communication
of ISAC sensing data between network nodes to realize
efficient and intelligent network-as-a-sensor. Conversely, ISAC
can assist ISEA in several aspects. The sensing modalities of
ISAC, i.e., RF sensing, can complement typical ISEA sensing,
as it generally has a larger sensing range and higher robustness
to ambient lighting conditions. While light-based sensing can
suffer from occlusion, ISAC can realize non-LoS localization
[39]. Compared to LiDARs, ISAC is a more power-efficient
method to obtain depth information which is critical for
environment perception with visual features. In addition, ISAC
sensing data can be used for ISEA model training [247]] and
estimation of several ISEA sensing parameters such as camera
pose, relative speed, etc [248]].

Several research directions are warranted by the conver-
gence of ISEA and ISAC. First, the scheme for integrating
sensing data from different sources with different modalities
shall be developed, which combats several practical issues
such as time synchronization, different coverage, relative lo-
cation measure error, etc. Second, despite mutual assistance,
ISEA and ISAC operations inevitably use the same spectrum
and hardware, leading to resource allocation problems. Specifi-
cally, the radio resources shall be optimally allocated for ISAC
sensing waveforms, user traffic and ISEA traffic for sensing
feature transmission, and the computing resources allocated
for processing of different sensing modalities. Some funda-
mental tradeoffs remain to be analyzed and optimized. For
example, in the sensing-communication tradeoff, the allocation
of more resources for sensing improves sensing resolution
but requires a higher sensory feature compression ratio that
degrades transmission reliability, necessitating optimal control
for maximizing the sensing performance.

C. Ultra-Low-Latency ISEA

The growing demand for real-time intelligent decision-
making has been seen in mission-critical applications such as
autonomous driving, remote surgeries, and industrial automa-
tion, as shown in Fig. [TT] This necessitates ultra-low-latency
(ultra-LoLa) ISEA where the sensing task must be com-
pleted within strict latency constraints while simultaneously
guaranteeing sensing performance. The E2E latency of ISEA
typically consists of sequential processes, including data sens-
ing, on-sensor computation, and feature transmission, where
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communication latency must be under several milliseconds to
meet the requirements of ultra-LoLa tasks. Prevalent digital
systems, e.g., LTE, aim at building errorless bit pipes that
are agnostic of the task characteristics and latency deadlines.
In view of their insufficiency in achieving ultra-low latency,
we explore research opportunities to achieve ultra-LoLa ISEA
with two suitable digital transmission schemes: short packet
transmission (SPT) and uncoded transmission.

URLLC has been defined as one of the primary 5G mis-
sions, aiming to achieve latencies below one millisecond
and packet-error rates of 10~° or lower, thereby enabling
mission-critical applications in 5G networks [249]. A cen-
tral challenge for URLLC lies in balancing tradeoffs among
data rate, latency, and reliability—an issue long investigated
by information theorists [250]. Guided by these theoretical
insights, one practical approach adopted in 5G engineering
for implementing URLLC is SPT [251]]. The strict deadlines
imposed by short packets (or blocklengths) lead to a non-
negligible transmission error probability, which depends on
the specific operating regime [249]]. At the cost of lower
data rates, SPT restricts URLLC deployments to relatively
low-rate transmissions (e.g., sending commands to remote
robots or uploading sensing data such as humidity, temper-
ature, or pollution) [252]], [253]. Nevertheless, researchers
have explored diverse methods to mitigate these limitations
by designing customized SPT techniques. These include non-
coherent transmission [254]], optimal frame structures [255],
power control [256], wireless power transfer [257]], and multi-
access schemes [252].

However, existing SPT approaches targeting URLLC fall
short of meeting the ultra-LoLa ISEA requirements. This
shortcoming arises because ISEA applications are typically
data-intensive and often require the transmission of high-
dimensional features, which conflicts with SPT’s limited pay-
load sizes and leads to communication bottlenecks. The prob-
lem is further exacerbated for tasks subject to strict latency
requirements. Moreover, the E2E performance of sensing
tasks cannot be accurately measured through decoding error
probability alone, as that metric is more suited to assessing
communication reliability. To address these challenges, the
first framework that enables ultra-LoLa ISEA leverages the
interplay between SPT and multi-view sensing—improving
accuracy while adhering to stringent latency constraints [258]].
Within such a framework, a fundamental tradeoff is identified
and optimized between communication reliability and the
number of sensing views, both of which are governed by



the packet length. This integration of SPT and ISEA opens
numerous opportunities for future work. One key direction
is the simultaneous improvement of accuracy and reduction
of latency through a joint optimization of packet length and
coding rate, which requires further exploration into the effects
of feature dimensionality and quantization on packet selection.
From an energy-efficiency standpoint, designing power control
techniques that accommodate both fading channels and feature
importance is also a promising avenue. Additionally, extending
the ultra-LoLa inference paradigm to incorporate AirComp
constitutes another compelling research direction.

The aforementioned SPT is task-agnostic and prioritizes link
reliability at the expense of data rate. Unlike SPT, another
technique for achieving ultra-LoLa ISEA is to enable uncoded
feature transmission, thereby avoiding the need for channel
code transmission [259]. This method leverages the inherent
robustness of classifiers to absorb bit errors caused by chan-
nel perturbations, maintaining the desired sensing accuracy
under latency constraints. Retransmission and multiview are
investigated to enhance classification robustness, with their
benefits validated in scenarios where the classification margin
is insufficient to counteract channel distortions. Uncoded fea-
ture transmission opens up numbers of directions for realizing
ultra-LoLa ISEA: 1) adaptive modulation schemes for ISEA
systems by considering channel conditions and classification
margins; 2) importance-aware power control over quantized
bits for enhancing the sensing performance.

XI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Driven by the rapid evolvement of Al and sensing technolo-
gies, a future digital era is emerging with ubiquitous perception
sensing on 6G infrastructure. A key to realizing this vision
is the integrated design of communication, computing, and
sensing to support sensing data analytics at the wireless edge,
raising a task-oriented paradigm, ISEA. In this paper, we have
presented a comprehensive overview of ISEA and a detailed
survey of relevant techniques. In particular, we establish the
ISEA framework by providing concrete definitions of its
key design principles and architectures. Under the unified
principle of processing and transmitting sensory information
for E2E metrics, we review enabling techniques for ISEA from
various aspects and discuss several promising future research
directions. We hope that this survey can be a useful reference
for researchers entering this emerging field.
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