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ABSTRACT

In Spectrum cartography (SC), the generation of exposure maps for radio frequency electromagnetic
fields (RF-EMF) spans dimensions of frequency, space, and time, which relies on a sparse collection
of sensor data, posing a challenging ill-posed inverse problem. Cartography methods based on models
integrate designed priors, such as sparsity and low-rank structures, to refine the solution of this inverse
problem. In our previous work, EMF exposure map reconstruction was achieved by Generative
Adversarial Networks (GANs) where physical laws or structural constraints were employed as a
prior, but they require a large amount of labeled data or simulated full maps for training to produce
efficient results. In this paper, we present a method to reconstruct EMF exposure maps using only the
generator network in GANs which does not require explicit training, thus overcoming the limitations
of GANs, such as using reference full exposure maps. This approach uses a prior from sensor data as
Local Image Prior (LIP) captured by deep convolutional generative networks independent of learning
the network parameters from images in an urban environment. Experimental results show that, even
when only sparse sensor data are available, our method can produce accurate estimates.

1 Introduction

In our daily lives, wireless communication systems have seamlessly integrated themselves, becoming an indispensable
element. Therefore, the monitoring of phenomena associated with wireless systems, such as radio-frequency electromag-
netic field (RF-EMF) exposure, has great importance. Within an urban environment, many electromagnetic field (EMF)
sources, encompassing WiFi, 2G, 3G, 4G, and the latest 5G mobile technologies, contribute to the electromagnetic
medium.

While 5G holds the promise of substantial improvements over its predecessors[1, 2, 3], apprehensions about its
implementation have been growing. Regulatory organizations, including the International Commission on Non-Ionizing
Radiation Protection (ICNIRP), the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE), and the World Health
Organization (WHO) have undertaken extensive research on establishing human exposure standards for EMFs. This
is imperative as mobile devices and base stations emitting EMFs for radio communication must adhere to regulatory
human exposure levels [4, 5]. Therefore, the effects of exposure to wireless systems need to be monitored. Despite
advances in this field, the wide variety of parameters, e.g., materials, sensor arrangement, or environment topology,
make monitoring of EMF exposure relatively complex and often require a large number of measurements, which is
both time-consuming and expensive. While standard kriging interpolation methods [6] are frequently employed, neural
network based techniques often exhibit outstanding performance for RF map estimation. [7, 8, 9].

In [10], the authors employed a GAN [11] to estimate the power spectrum map in urban cognitive radio networks. In
their study, the generation of power spectrum maps is accomplished through a deep learning regression task, and these
maps are subsequently translated into a color scale. The authors exclusively relied on the inverse polynomial law model
to generate the reference full maps for training to estimate power spectrum maps (PSM). Zhuo et al. [12] employed
a self-supervised approach, leveraging GANs, to synthesize a comprehensive RF map of a designated region from a
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sparsely sampled RF dataset. Integral to their methodology, they utilized the K-nearest neighbor algorithm to generate
the reference maps for training. In [13, 14, 15], authors inferred EMF exposure by deep learning models in indoor and
urban environments, specifically UNet [16] based convolutional neural network (CNN) and conditional GAN (cGAN)
[17], respectively. In all these works [13, 14, 15], to train the deep learning models, reference full maps were generated
from ray-tracing simulators [18, 19]. This training phase raises a major issue: simulated maps are not perfect and
require time and expertise to be generated. Training also requires a long time and computational resources (GPU,
memory, runtime), which makes a deployment in new areas challenging. Matrix completion, natural image priors, and
the ability to infer complex information based on sparse representations of the input data have been demonstrated by
autoencoders [20], and they appear perfectly suited to address our problem [21, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25].

In this work, we propose a method using only the Generator Network (noted as Generative Local Image Prior - GLIP)
based on encoder-decoder architecture which does not require a large training set or reference full maps to reconstruct
EMF exposure. This method aims to meet the important requirements for spatial interpolation, namely, the absence of
assumptions about the nature of the data distribution, the very limited number of sensor measurements as observed
data, and the computational complexity (memory, GPU, runtime). In statistical learning as proposed in [25, 23], the
encoder-decoder model can reconstruct images from the remaining pixels without a conventional learning process.
Our proposed model is designed to reconstruct EMF exposure accurately when using sparse sensor measurements
as feature, named as called Local Image Prior (LIP). The model yields better results compared to random features
in GAN networks [11]. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the methodology that includes
problem formulation, dataset, proposed method, and model details. Experimental results are presented in Section 3.
The conclusion is given in Section 4.

2 Methodology

2.1 Inverse problem formulation

In this work the aim is to reconstruct the RF-EMF exposure map within a 1 km2 rectangular region, discretized into an
M ×N grid situated in Lille, France. The reconstruction relies solely on sparsely distributed fixed sensors randomly
positioned within the area. Each sensor, located at coordinates (m,n) within the grid, where m ∈ {1, · · · ,M} and
n ∈ {1, · · · , N}, is capable of locally measuring the exposure e(m,n) ∈ RK , where K is the number of sensors. The
task of estimating the exposure e ∈ RM×N at each grid point can be viewed as an inverse problem. The objective
of EMF exposure reconstruction is to ascertain a function fθ : RK → RM×N capable of predicting exposure values
in locations where sensors are not available. Here, θ denotes the parameters of the function f . Various modeling
approaches, such as kriging, or statistical learning, can be employed to derive this function.

2.2 Exposure Reconstruction by Deep Learning

In the proposed method, the exposure map image γ which needs to be reconstructed is defined by Eq. (1) as described
in [7]:

γ = f(θ|Zp), (1)
where f denotes the deep generative network function, θ is the set of parameters of the neural network and Zp is the
input of the network and image prior. In this work, the selected prior is the sparse exposure image γ0 as the local image
prior, LIP. The objective of the model is to minimize the difference between the reconstructed exposure image γ and the
sparse exposure image γ0 to predict the missing values. This makes it an optimization problem as given in Eq.(2):

argmin
θ

||γ − γ0||. (2)

Substituting Eq. (1) in Eq. (2), we use ADAM optimizer to solve the problem presented in Eq. (3):

θopt = argmin
θ

E(f(θ|Zp); γ), (3)

In the context of exposure reconstruction, the objective function E(f(θ|Zp); γ) is only calculated from the observed
values in γ. Hence, a binary mask m ∈ {0, 1}M×N is used to take into account only the points observed in the sparse
exposure image γ. γi denotes the reconstructed map at iteration i during the training. hence, the objective function
becomes:

E(γ, γi) = ||(γ − γi)⊙m||2. (4)
The norm in (4) will be the squared error between the observed and predicted values. The ⊙ represents the hardmard’s
product or element-by-element multiplication. A visual representation of our method is depicted in Fig. 1. We underline
that only the measured values in γ are needed to realize the training of the generative network.



Figure 1: The exposure reconstruction GLIP process. Zp is the input of the network. θ is the set of parameters and γ0
the initial output of the network. γ and m are the reconstructed and mask images. E is the loss function corresponding
to each features. f is the network function.

2.3 Generator Architecture

Fig. 2 illustrates the CNN architecture used in this paper, which was adapted from [16]. The popular U-net architecture

Figure 2: Proposed GLIP Generator Network

[16] is modified such that the skip connections contain a convolutional layer. The decoder uses a down-sampling and
upsampling-based scaling-expanding structure, which makes the effective receptive field of the network increase as
the input goes deeper into the network. The convolution layers, each followed by a batch normalization function and
Leaky Rectified Linear unit (LeakyReLU) function, act as a filter with a kernel that moves over the entire field. Besides,
the skip connection enables the later layers to reconstruct the feature maps with both local details and global texture.
Here, the input Zp can be initialized with a fixed tensor of the same spatial size as γ filled with random noise. The
proposed framework can deal with grayscale images or any other coding of colored images. In the dimension reduction
or encoder part, we use a CNN. The transfer of information via the kernel between each convolution layer is well
suited to spatial pattern learning. The encoder is constructed with 6 layers to recover complex spatial relationships
between observed points. The second part, called the decoder, aims to increase the dimension until γi is obtained. The



decoder consists of a series of up-convolutional layers or transposed convolutions. These layers upscale the feature
maps to match the size of the corresponding feature maps from the encoder. Specifically, in the decoder with skip
connections, the input from the encoder’s bottleneck layer is first up-sampled to match the dimensions of the original
input. Then, this up-sampled feature map is concatenated with the feature maps from earlier layers of the encoder,
effectively reintroducing high-level semantic information lost during dimensionality reduction. In our model, we have
used 6 skip connections. The addition of skip connections is very detrimental to the efficiency of the approach. We
have used nearest neighbor up-sampling in our method. This can reproduce each pixel according to its nearest neighbor
without modification.

Indeed, unlike the experiments carried out in [25] on 80% observed data, we limit ourselves to 1%. The proposed
model’s details are given in Table 2:

Table 1: CNN parameters.

Parameters Value
Optimizer ADAM - Adaptive Moment
Kernel Size 2, 3, 4
Non-Linearity LeakyReLU
Upsampling Nearest Neighbour
Downsampling Strided convolution2D
Loss function Mean Squared Error
Epochs 150

3 Results

To evaluate our method, different scenarios are considered. The performance is investigated with different numbers of
measurement sensors: 20, 40, 60 and 100 spread in the 1 km2 area. We tested the neural model for two cases, random
input (generated from a uniform distribution) - GRIP (Generative Random Input Prior) and GLIP.

3.1 Evaluation protocol

3.1.1 Evaluation metrics

To evaluate the performance of our system, two summarized metrics are used. First, mean square error (MSE) is given
by:

MSE =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(
Yi − Ŷi

)2

, (5)

where (Yi − Ŷi) denotes the error between the reference value Yi and the predicted value Ŷi and n is the number of
points in the image.

We also use the mean absolute error (MAE), given by:

MAE =
1

n

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣Yi − Ŷi

∣∣∣ , (6)

which limits the impact of large errors on the resulting error metric.

3.2 Implementation Details and Dataset

Our region of interest (RoI) is a 1 km2 area in Lille city center. We establish a grid of sensor locations at a height of 1.5
meters, visually depicted in Fig. 3.

Using Veneris [18] a 3D ray tracing simulator, one or two transmitters are positioned within this RoI to provide
exposure data for the sensors with sparsity increments of 20, 40, 60, and 100 sensors. The transmit power is 120 W
and the transmission frequency is 5.89 GHz. Moreover, the environment (roads, buildings, etc.) has been taken from
OpenStreetMap to incorporate the city topological effect in the proposed method by supressing the building locations in
the predicted map γ. The dataset consists of matrices, where M and N denote the number of rows and columns of the
map grid, and each picture is γ ∈ RM×N . Figure 4 provides an example of a sparse sensor map γ and LIP.



Figure 3: Visualization of the region of interest. a) showcases the experimental 1km2 area, where red and blue represent
sensors and transmitter respectively. b) reveals the city topology extracted as a raster from OpenStreetMap.

Figure 4: Visualization of the LIP a) LIP - 100 sensors , b) LIP - 60 sensors

3.3 Visual Analysis

The GLIP method’s reconstructed maps are illustrated in Figure 5. With only 20 measurement points, the reconstruction
falls short and fails to represent the reference map. The failure of the method to accurately reconstruct exposure from
20 sensors is evident in the error map, where a significant concentration of errors is observed at the center of the grid.
This occurrence can be attributed to the absence of available data points or sensors in that particular area, resulting in
inaccuracies in the reconstruction process. While with an increased number of measurement points from 40 to 100, our
model performs better reconstruction quality and a low MSE of 2,7.10−5 when 100 sensors are used for reconstruction
as seen in Fig. 5 and the low errors in the error map.

3.4 Quantitative Analysis and Impact of Sensor Density

We present in Table 2 and 3 the MSE and MAE of the predicted and actual values of exposure.

As expected, as shown in Table 2, increasing the number of sensors reduces the MSE, leading to better reconstruction
performance for both GLIP and GRIP. However, when using GRIP, the MSE is significantly higher than GLIP (for
100 sensors MSE - GRIP: 1,74.10−4 and GLIP: 2,68.10−5) proving that using a LIP as random input leads to more
accurate results. It is to be noted that the maximum exposure was 0.101 V/m in the dataset. The main conclusion is



Figure 5: Experimental results for GLIP: 1st row: Reference map from Veneris, 2nd row (Left to right): reconstructed
maps for 20, 40, 60 and 100 sensors, 3rd row (Left to right): corresponding error maps.

Table 2: MSE of the estimated exposure values

Number of sensors GLIP GRIP

20 / km2 3,789.10−5 1,058.10−2

40 / km2 3,041.10−5 2,427.10−3

60 / km2 2,845.10−5 6,120.10−4

100 / km2 2,679.10−5 1,736.10−4

that the density of sensors and how they are distributed along with using an appropriate prior play a significant role in
the reconstruction process.

In Table 3 below, the MAE of predicted and actual exposure gives the same tendency as the MSE. By increasing the
number of sensors from 20 to 100, the reconstruction MAE falls as low as 2,95.10−3 for 100 sensors leading to an
accurate estimation of exposure.

Additional investigation is imperative to fine-tune sensor placement. The choice of the number of sensors to be deployed
depends on the error that can be accepted and the cost of the deployment. Another constraint that needs to be studied in
more detail (but is use-case dependent) is that the location of the sensors is limited to specific places, such as lampposts,
and they must not be accessible to people.

Table 3: MAE of the estimated exposure values

Number of sensors GLIP GRIP

20 / km2 3,754.10−3 5,761.10−2

40 / km2 3,271.10−3 2,145.10−2

60 / km2 2,957.10−3 9,570.10−2

100 / km2 2,946.10−3 6,301.10−3



4 Conclusion

The study introduces GLIP, a method leveraging generative modeling for estimating RF-EMF exposure maps in an urban
area. Unlike previously proposed methods [14, 13], GLIP employs a generator architecture which enables exposure
maps to be accurately predicted without the need for prior learning and a large training dataset of complete reference
maps. Remarkably, the method demonstrates its effectiveness in accurately predicting maps with a minimum of input
data, encompassing less than 1% of the reference map area. This means that the field is not too complex to predict
and the method allows a significantly reduced sampling of the area. Moreover, we do not need to rely on a simulator
to generate reference maps which requires time and expertise to evaluate. Rather than relying on simplistic signal
propagation assumptions, GLIP adeptly estimates the intricate propagation dynamics in an urban environment, duly
considering building characteristics. Future enhancements aim to refine the model architecture through the integration of
more appropriate loss functions, adding residual networks, and in frequency and temporal dimensions thus augmenting
the electromagnetic field reconstruction quality.
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