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Abstract—WiFi-enabled Internet-of-Things (IoT) devices are
evolving from mere communication devices to sensing instru-
ments, leveraging Channel State Information (CSI) extraction
capabilities. Nevertheless, resource-constrained IoT devices and
the intricacies of deep neural networks necessitate transmitting
CSI to cloud servers for sensing. Although feasible, this leads to
considerable communication overhead. In this context, this paper
develops a novel Real-time Sensing and Compression Network
(RSCNet) which enables sensing with compressed CSI; thereby
reducing the communication overheads. RSCNet facilitates op-
timization across CSI windows composed of a few CSI frames.
Once transmitted to cloud servers, it employs Long Short-Term
Memory (LSTM) units to harness data from prior windows, thus
bolstering both the sensing accuracy and CSI reconstruction.
RSCNet adeptly balances the trade-off between CSI compression
and sensing precision, thus streamlining real-time cloud-based
WiFi sensing with reduced communication costs. Numerical
findings demonstrate the gains of RSCNet over the existing
benchmarks like SenseFi, showcasing a sensing accuracy of
97.4% with minimal CSI reconstruction error. Numerical results
also show a computational analysis of the proposed RSCNet as
a function of the number of CSI frames.

Index Terms—Channel state information (CSI), deep learning,
WiFi sensing, Internet of Things, compression

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid increase in 6G-enabled [1] or WiFi-enabled
Internet of Things (IoT) devices, wireless sensing can redefine
the sensing paradigm. WiFi sensing places emphasis on pri-
vacy and facilitates ubiquitous, non-invasive sensing as users
do not need to carry sensors [2]. WiFi sensing is cost-efficient
as it capitalizes on existing WiFi infrastructure. Unlike systems
limited by line-of-sight (LOS) constraints, wireless signals
provide rich data through reflection and diffraction, even in
non-line-of-sight (NLOS) scenarios where obstructions exist
between the target and WiFi devices. Notably, these signals can
operate in dark, offering a round-the-clock functionality that
cameras cannot match without infrared (IR) illuminators. WiFi
signals permit the extraction of specific details, such as human
position and vital signs, without visual information. WiFi
sensing enables localization [3], human activity recognition
(HAR) [4], gesture recognition [5], and respiration detection
[2]. WiFi sensing relies heavily on extracting accurate Channel
State Information (CSI) [6], [7]. CSI captures variations in
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radio frequency (RF) signals as they move through a physical
space, interacting with objects or human bodies, causing
phenomena like reflection, diffraction, and scattering. These
interactions result in multipath effects, which convey valuable
information about the surrounding environment [8].

Recently, a variety of research works have demonstrated
the significance of deep learning methods for WiFi sensing.
Zhuravchak et al. [9] proposed a Long Short-Term Memory
(LSTM)-based method for HAR, WiGRUNT [10] leverages
ResNet architecture in conjunction with a dual attention mech-
anism for gesture recognition. Moreover, AFEE-MatNet [4]
and Widar3.0 [11] addressed the environment dependency is-
sue of deep learning methods through extensive preprocessing
and complex neural networks.

Nevertheless, all aforementioned methods demand substan-
tial computation resources. In practice, IoT devices at the edge
suffer from limited power and computation capabilities. To
overcome this issue, transmission of CSI to cloud servers be-
comes necessary to enable cloud-based WiFi sensing. Yet, high
dimensionality and sampling rate of CSI lead to a substantial
transmission overhead [12]. As such, there is an undeniable
need to compress the CSI at the edge before its transmission to
the cloud. In addition, besides sensing, CSI reconstruction is
becoming essential for data logging at cloud servers in systems
like Healthcare IoT [13]. Thus, cloud servers need not only
host accurate sensing but also CSI reconstruction [14].

None of the aforementioned research works considered the
problem of joint CSI compression and sensing. Recently,
EfficientFi [14] tackled sensing and CSI compression jointly
by compressing CSI into a quantized low-dimensional space
at the edge using a trainable shared codebook between the
access point (AP) and the cloud server. However, EfficientFi
is vulnerable to high communication overhead as their decoder
in the cloud requires the indices from the max-pool layers of
the encoder to up-sample the CSI to its original dimension.

Unlike existing works, we develop a novel architecture,
Real-time Sensing and Compression Network (RSCNet), that
leverages CSI windowing and recurrent blocks to address the
problem of joint CSI compression and sensing. Our contribu-
tions are summarized as follows:

1) We present RSCNet, a novel network architecture de-
signed specifically for real-time cloud-based Wi-Fi sens-
ing for HAR. The network encompasses an encoder for
CSI compression at the edge and a dual-network in the
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cloud for both WiFi sensing and CSI reconstruction. The
proposed architecture offers a lightweight encoder by
using dilated convolutional layers and residual connec-
tions to be employable in low-resource edge devices and
an expandable decoder design to optimize the trade-off
between complexity and reconstruction error.

2) We demonstrate the significance of window-based CSI
compression, resulting in efficient real-time HAR with
reduced communication overheads compared to tradi-
tional fixed task duration based samplings.

3) We incorporate LSTM-based recurrent blocks to lever-
age the time-series representation of CSI windows, im-
proving compression and human activity classification.

4) Through extensive experimentation on UT-HAR dataset
[15], we observe that a window size of 50 frames
strikes a balance, yielding a peak HAR accuracy of
97.2% and NMSE of -22.759 dB, under a compression
ratio of η = 1/90. The framework maintains its robust
performance across a range of compression ratios. We
note that expanding the decoder with an expansion rate
of 5 results in a reduction of reconstruction error by
0.84 dB compared to an expansion rate of 1, albeit at
the cost of approximately 9 times higher Floating Point
Operations Per Second (FLOP) counts.

5) We have made RSCNet’s source code available on
GitHub at https://github.com/bornabr/RSCNet.

II. FUNDAMENTALS OF CSI IN WIFI SENSING

CSI characterizes the way wireless signals propagate from
a transmitter to a receiver over specific carrier frequencies.
It offers a detailed description of the wireless environment,
highlighting how it is influenced by multi-path effects. These
effects emerge from variations and movements of the trans-
mitter, receiver, and nearby objects.

The CSI, represented as H , defines the transformation of
the transmitted signal x to produce the received signal y,
accounting for noise η at a given timestamp t, i.e., y = Hx+η.
CSI can be represented using the Channel Impulse Response
(CIR), i.e., h(τ) =

∑N
n=1 anδ(t − τn), where the factors an

and τn(t) describe the amplitude attenuation and propagation
delay of the nth path at timestamp t, respectively. δ(t) denotes
the Dirac-delta function. Subsequently, the channel frequency
response (CFR) at carrier frequency f and time t can be
modelled as follows:

H(f ; t) =

N∑
n=1

ane
−j2πfτn(t), (1)

To measure CSI, the WiFi transmitter emits known Long
Training Symbols (LTFs). Using these symbols and the re-
ceived signals, the receiver calculates the CSI matrix [16]. The
CSI for each subcarrier i at timestamp t can be modeled as a
complex number Hfi,t = |Hfi,t|ej∠Hfi,t . Both the amplitude
|Hfi,t| and phase ∠Hfi,t are impacted by the displacements
and movements of the transmitter, receiver, and surround-
ing objects and humans. In contrast to the received signal
strength, CSI offers superior resolution for sensing tasks. This

is attributed to its precise characterization of phase shift and
amplitude attenuation for each subcarrier. This comprehensive
information allows CSI to serve as WiFi image frames of the
environment, providing a nuanced understanding [7].

In WiFi sensing, a sequence of CSI frames compiles into a
matrix H = {Ht ∈ CNa×Ns}. Here, Na and Ns represent the
number of antennas and subcarriers, respectively, while Nt, the
length of H , stands for the time dimension. By segmenting
H over time dimension, it becomes possible to generate a
series of distinct windows, with each window encompassing a
given number of CSI frames Nf . In this paper, these specific
constructs will be consistently referred to as CSI window. For
WiFi sensing applications, typically the amplitude information
|Ht| is deemed sufficient. Thus, RSCNet prioritizes encoding
and decoding the amplitude |H| for sensing applications.

III. RSCNET: JOINT CSI COMPRESSION AND
RECONSTRUCTION

In this section, we discuss our proposed framework, RSC-
Net, and give details on the real-time compression of CSI win-
dows and the multi-task learning process of CSI reconstruction
and HAR as demonstrated in Fig. 1.

A. System Overview

Our model, RSCNet, is bifurcated into the edge and cloud
models. The edge model is employed at the edge devices or
access points (APs) where CSI is acquired. A CSI window,
which contains several frames of CSI undergoes compression
through an encoder. Compressed CSI embedding is then trans-
mitted to the server where the cloud model, which incorporates
recurrent blocks for temporal CSI enhancement, is used to do
CSI reconstruction using a decoder. Additionally, a classifier
accumulates the outputs of recurrent blocks for all of the
compressed CSI windows of an activity to do sensing.

The encoder and decoder are inspired by DCRNet [12].
The encoder has an encoder block for feature extraction and
a fully connected layer (FC) which receives the flattened
version of the output of the encoder block to reduce the
data size based on the compression rate (η). Similarly, the
decoder has an FC layer to bring the size of data back to its
original one and reshape it to make the CSI matrix then it
goes to a decoder block which aims to restore the original
CSI. This architecture utilizes dilated convolutional layers to
enable large respective fields while keeping a minimal number
of parameters, ensuring a lightweight model design suitable
for edge devices. Moreover, this decoder design provides a
trade-off between the decoder’s number of parameters i.e.
computational cost and its reconstruction capabilities via an
expansion rate hyperparameter, ρ.

Other than CSI reconstruction, the cloud model performs
HAR using a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) as the classifier.
RSCNet’s objective is to achieve high HAR accuracy with
minimal error in CSI reconstruction due to compression.
Consequently, RSCNet is capable of compressing CSI to a
low-dimension space, without diminishing the HAR accuracy.

https://github.com/bornabr/RSCNet
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Fig. 1: Design of the proposed RSCNet system

B. CSI Windowing for Real-Time Compression and HAR

RSCNet utilizes segmentation of the continuous CSI data
stream, represented as Na×Ns×Nt, along the time dimension
into distinct windows of size Na×Ns×Nf , where Nf ≤ Nt is
the number of CSI frames in each window. This segmentation
enables the system to manage data more effectively, facilitating
both real-time HAR and efficient compression. After feature
extraction in the edge model, the output is compressed, with
the compression ratio, η ∈ [ 1

Na·Ns·Nf
, 1], determining the

degree to which the CSI window size is reduced. For instance,
η = 1/90 means that the compressed CSI window is 90 times
smaller than the original CSI window.

In the cloud, each compressed CSI window undergoes the
recurrent block to extract features related to the previous CSI
windows. Then, it goes through the reconstruction process.
Once a CSI window is restored, it gets merged with other
windows to regenerate the complete original CSI activity
sample. For classification/HAR, all compressed CSI windows
are stacked to form an embedding that captures the essence
of the original CSI, denoted as (Na ·Ns ·Nh · η)× (Nt/Nf ),
where Nh is the hidden state size of the recurrent block. This
data is subsequently flattened and given to the classifier for
HAR. The RSCNet framework, by strategically handling CSI
data in real-time, ensures computational efficiency, minimizes
latency and preserves data’s temporal fidelity.

C. Recurrent Block Integration

To further optimize the efficiency and accuracy of CSI
reconstruction and HAR, we incorporate a recurrent block at
the beginning of the cloud model. This block utilizes LSTM
units, well-recognized for their powers in capturing temporal
relationships in sequential data. Each LSTM receives its input
from two sources: the current compressed CSI window and
the hidden state from the preceding CSI window. This allows
the LSTM to benefit from the temporal continuity inherent in
sequential CSI windows, enhancing its understanding of the
current window in the context of previous data.

After processing through the LSTM, its output serves a dual
purpose. Firstly, it’s fed into the decoder to refine the CSI
reconstruction, ensuring it is both accurate and contextually

relevant. Secondly, when combined with the outputs from
other windows, it forms a comprehensive representation fed
into the classifier. This ensemble of temporal information
improves the classifier’s accuracy, allowing for more precise
WiFi-enable HAR or sensing.

D. Encoder and Decoder Designs

The encoder block has a 5×5 head convolution at the begin-
ning that extracts features from the input CSI matrix and fuses
the information from different antennas. The data goes through
a residual network with three asymmetric dilated convolution
layers, each with a 3×3 kernel size, namely DConv blocks. In
contrast to standard convolutions, the DConv layers implement
dilated convolutions to enhance the receptive field of the
convolutional layers without necessitating an increase in the
kernel size, ensuring computational efficiency is maintained.
Specifically, DConv extracts features at a particular interval,
denoted as d or the dilation rate. Mathematically, the two-
dimensional dilated convolution operation, excluding bias, can
be expressed as:

(I ∗K)[i, j] =
∑
m

∑
n

I[i+ dm, j + dn] ·K[m,n], (2)

where ∗ denotes the dilated convolution operation, I rep-
resents the two-dimensional input, and K is the convolution
kernel. Indices m and n traverse the spatial dimensions of the
kernel K. The dilation operation effectively increases the size
of the kernel to k′ = k + (k − 1)(d − 1), with k being the
original kernel size and k′ representing the effective kernel size
after dilation which is bigger than k demonstrating the larger
receptive field of DConv. Each DConv layer in our model
utilizes a unique dilation rate, d, allowing for varying receptive
fields and a richer feature extraction from the input CSI matrix.
These features are concatenated with a separate standard 3×3
convolution. After concatenation, a 1×1 convolution is used to
reshape the data back to its original shape form before adding
the initial input as residuals to the final output.

The decoder block does initial feature extraction using a
5× 5 head convolution. The decoder employs two sequential
dilated residual decoder blocks to recover the compressed



information. The residual decoder blocks follow the design
principle of the encoder, using two parallel branches and an
identity map. The first branch uses a 3×3 dilated convolution
with d = 2 to increase the feature dimension based on ρ, a
flexible expansion rate hyperparameter, which can be adjusted
according to devices with varying computational capacities.
3× 1 and 1× 3 convolution layers with dilation of 3 and out
channel size of c = 3ρ, where ρ is the expansion rate of the
model, are used. A 3× 3 convolution layer is used to reduce
the channel dimension back to Na. In the second branch,
convolution layers filters of sizes 1× 3 and 3× 1 are used to
increase and reduce feature dimensions at the beginning and
end of the branch, respectively. 5× 1 and 1× 5 convolutions
follow a similar out channel size as in the first branch, but
without any dilation. Similar to the encoder, the output of these
branches is concatenated and a 1 × 1 convolution is used to
reshape the data back to its original dimensions.

For an in-depth understanding of the encoder and decoder
blocks, readers can refer to the DCRNet architecture in [12].

E. Multi-task Learning for HAR and CSI Reconstruction

Within the architecture of RSCNet, the compressed CSI
output from the encoder plays a dual role: it is used both
for CSI reconstruction and enabling HAR. To ensure that
this compressed representation is both a faithful representation
of the original CSI and retains the necessary discriminative
features for HAR, a unique loss function, L, is employed:

L = Lc + λLr (3)

Here, Lr represents the Mean Square Error (MSE) which
captures the error in CSI reconstruction. It’s mathematically
expressed in Equation 4:

Lr = E
{∥∥∥H − Ĥ

∥∥∥2
2

}
(4)

In the above, H represents the original CSI, while Ĥ denotes
its reconstructed counterpart. The MSE seeks to minimize the
differences between these two matrices, aiming for accurate
CSI reconstruction with minimal error.

On the other hand, Lc signifies the Cross-Entropy loss for
HAR, as detailed in Equation 5:

Lc(x, y) = −E(x,y)

C∑
i=1

[I[y = i] log (σ (ŷi(x)))] (5)

In this formulation, I[y = i] is an indicator function that
returns 1 if the label y is equal to class i and 0 otherwise.
σ is the softmax function, and ŷi(x) provides the predicted
probability of class i for a given input x by the classifier.
The Cross-Entropy loss calculates the difference between the
predicted probabilities and actual class labels, with a focus on
optimizing sensing accuracy.

The coefficient λ in the combined loss function serves as
a weight factor, balancing the scale of two loss functions. It
ensures that while the compressed CSI is a robust representa-
tive of the original data, it also retains the nuances necessary
for precise HAR or sensing.

IV. EXPERIMENT AND EVALUATION

In this section, we explain the data set-up followed by the
settings for model training and evaluation criteria. Then, we
present NMSE, HAR accuracy, and FLOPs count of RSCNet
and compare our results with benchmarks like SenseFi.

A. Experimental Settings

1) Data Setup: In order to validate the efficiency of the
RSCNet framework, we utilized the UT-HAR dataset [15],
collected by the University of Toronto. This dataset, gathered
using Intel 5300 NIC [6], comprises 3 pairs of antennas
and 30 subcarriers per pair. Given that the UT-HAR dataset
originally consisted of continuous CSI data, we opt for a
segmented version offered by [7], containing approximately
5000 samples, each with 250 frames of CSI matrices. This
HAR dataset encompasses 7 distinct categories for human
activity: lie down, fall, walk, run, sit down, stand up, and
empty room. For the purpose of our experiments, we divide
the dataset into training, validation, and testing sets, consisting
of 3977, 496, and 500 samples, respectively.

2) Training Setting: We implement our model using
the PyTorch framework. The model is optimized using the
Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) with a learning rate of
0.01, momentum of 0.9, and weight decay of 1.5 × 106. For
learning rate adjustment during training, we utilize the Cosine
Annealing schedule for learning rate adjustments. The training
process is conducted with a batch size of 512 across 300
epochs. Additionally, we note that the scales of Lc and Lr

become similar and yield the best classification accuracy and
reconstruction error when using λ = 50. The expansion rate,
used for the decoder block is ρ = 1 unless specified otherwise.
Finally, the classifier utilized for HAR has two hidden layers
containing 512 and 128 nodes.

3) Evaluation Criterion: To assess the sensing capabilities
of the framework, we evaluate the recognition accuracy on
the test dataset. The compression performance is ascertained
using the Normalized Mean Square Error (NMSE), which is
reported in dB and defined as follows:

NMSE = E


∥∥∥H − Ĥ

∥∥∥2
2

∥H∥22

 (6)

To further comprehend our model’s efficiency, particularly
in resource-limited scenarios, we assessed its complexity by
computing FLOP counts, underscoring the model’s suitability
for resource-constrained IoT devices and cloud servers.

B. Performance of the RSCNet

1) Choice of Number of CSI Frames Nf : RSCNet gives
flexibility in choosing the number of CSI frames in a window,
Nf , for compression and transmission to the cloud. The
selection of Nf is an important decision as it can affect the
complexity of the encoder and the decoder, the frequency of
CSI transmission, and the HAR performance. In the results
depicted in Table I, we observe that by increasing the number



of frames, Nf , from 5 to 50, there’s an overall improvement in
HAR accuracy, peaking at 97.2%. However, when extending
the Nf further to a maximum of 250 which is the size of the
time dimension, Nt, the HAR accuracy reduces and settles
at 95%. It becomes evident that neither a minimal nor an
exceedingly large Nf is optimal. While the former might
lack capturing sufficient temporal features required for sensing
recognition, the latter reduces the number of windows or
sequence length which impacts the power of recurrent block
to capture temporal information.

2) FLOPs vs Number of CSI Frames Nf : The complexity
of the network is also influenced by Nf , as illustrated in
Fig. 2. Given that the data shape remains consistent across
most network layers, an increase in the number of frames can
amplify the encoder’s complexity by up to 150 times and the
decoder’s by up to 50 times. However, the classifier complexity
follows a reverse pattern as its number of parameters depends
on the sequence length which decreases as the number of
CSI frames increases. Thus, opting for a smaller window size
can enhance the encoder’s efficiency, but it will increase the
classifier complexity in the cloud.

Furthermore, as Nf increases in a window, both the size of
the CSI data and its compressed version expand, concurrently
leading to a reduced frequency of data transmission but with
higher overhead. This dynamic highlights the trade-off RSC-
Net faces between window size and transmission frequency.
Therefore, an improper Nf selection can entail transmission
overheads, either as frequent transmissions for smaller Nf

or as data-heavy, infrequent bursts for larger ones. Due to
the balance achieved at Nf =50 frames, in terms of HAR
accuracy, NMSE, and complexity, we chose this frame count
for subsequent tests. This selection underscores the need to
optimize Nf to ensure efficient data compression, optimal
transmission, and sustained HAR accuracy.

TABLE I: Comparing NMSE and accuracy across different
frame counts with η = 1/90 compression

Nf NMSE (dB) Accuracy (%)

5 -23.212 91.80
10 -23.915 95.80
25 -22.373 95.60
50 -22.759 97.20

125 -21.881 96.20
250 -20.160 95.00

3) Compression Ratio vs NMSE and HAR Accuracy:
The compression ratio, η, is primarily contingent on the
data overhead the communication channel with the cloud
can accommodate. Nonetheless, it is crucial to optimize η
to ensure a reasonable HAR accuracy and CSI reconstruction
performance (NMSE). Fig. 3 displays the RSCNet framework
with different compression ratios for the decoder. Our primary
objective, HAR, is benchmarked against the top two models
from SenseFi [7]. The HAR accuracy remains competitive with
the SenseFi benchmarks, trailing by a mere 1-2%, except at the
most extreme compression ratio of η = 1/4500, which reduces
a 50-frame CSI window to a single value. However, CSI
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Fig. 3: Comparing performance metrics across RSCNet with
different compression ratios and expansion rates for Nf =
50 as well as baseline methods, with (a) illustrating sensing
performance and (b) showcasing reconstruction error.

reconstruction remains consistent across different η values,
indicating the NMSE’s reliability in various settings.

4) Expansion Rate vs NMSE: Fig. 3 displays the RSCNet
framework with expansion rates ρ = 1, 5 for the decoder.
The RSCNet’s reconstruction error is intrinsically linked to
its decoder’s expansion ratio, ρ. As ρ rises, the decoder’s con-
volutional layers broaden their channel dimensions, boosting
the CSI data reconstruction ability. As depicted in Fig. 2,
the increased performance of the decoder is counteracted
by heightened computational requirements. For instance, a
decoder at ρ = 5 can demand up to tenfold the computa-
tional resources than its ρ = 1 counterpart, contingent on
Nf . Still, varying expansion rates offer a trade-off between
reconstruction performance and computational efficiency, fur-
nishing multiple deployment options for the decoder based on



(a) (b) (c) (d)
Fig. 4: Visualization via t-SNE for parameter settings η = 1/500 and Nf = 50 frames. (a) Initial raw CSI representation; (b)
Compressed CSI embedding; (c) LSTM layer output embedding; (d) Final layer embedding within the classifier

the application and the cloud service’s resources. However,
it is noteworthy that the encoder has a significantly lower
computational cost than the decoder which makes it optimized
for development on resource-limited devices.

5) T-SNE Analysis: In Fig. 4, we present a t-SNE visual-
ization of the CSI at various network phases, differentiated by
the labels of corresponding activities. The visualization of raw
CSI is illustrated in Fig. 4a. Although there is a discernible
separation among different activity types, the majority of
samples appear dispersed throughout the embedding space.
Conversely, Fig. 4b showcases the spatial separation of the
compressed CSI, which is relayed to the cloud server. Notably,
there is an enhanced distinction in the feature space. This
indicates that the encoder serves a dual purpose: facilitating
CSI reconstruction and being effectively discriminative for the
HAR task. Despite the refined spatial delineation, overlaps
across certain classes within the compressed CSI remain
apparent. Advancing to the LSTM layer’s representation in
Fig. 4c, a heightened discrimination towards class labels is
evident, reflecting the LSTM’s capability in capturing temporal
features necessary for HAR. In our final representation, we
delineate clusters of CSI in the classifier’s concluding layer,
revealing a distinct clustering contingent upon the activities.
In summation, our visualizations highlight the encoder’s role
in both data compression and task-relevant feature discrimi-
nation, while also validating the LSTM block’s effectiveness
in temporal feature extraction. The ensuing representations
manifest discernible, activity-centric clusterings, thereby sub-
stantiating our methodological propositions.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed Real-time Sensing and Compression
Network (RSCNet) which facilitates real-time compression
and sensing through adaptable small CSI windows. RSC-
Net incorporates an LSTM block to enhance accuracy and
reconstruction by using previous CSI windows information.
Our evaluations consistently underline RSCNet’s effectiveness,
highlighting its compatibility with different CSI window sizes,
and compression ratios, and comparing its performance with
state-of-the-art counterparts.
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