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Abstract—In recent years, Joint Communication and Sensing
(JC&S), has demonstrated significant success, particularly in
utilizing sub-6 GHz frequencies with commercial-off-the-shelf
(COTS) Wi-Fi devices for applications such as localization,
gesture recognition, and pose classification. Deep learning and the
existence of large public datasets has been pivotal in achieving
such results. However, at mmWave frequencies (30-300 GHz),
which has shown potential for more accurate sensing perfor-
mance, there is a noticeable lack of research in the domain
of COTS Wi-Fi sensing. Challenges such as limited research
hardware, the absence of large datasets, limited functionality
in COTS hardware, and the complexities of data collection
present obstacles to a comprehensive exploration of this field.
In this work, we aim to address these challenges by developing
a method that can generate synthetic mmWave channel state
information (CSI) samples. In particular, we use a generative
adversarial network (GAN) on an existing dataset, to generate
30,000 additional CSI samples. The augmented samples exhibit
a remarkable degree of consistency with the original data, as
indicated by the notably high GAN-train and GAN-test scores.
Furthermore, we integrate the augmented samples in training a
pose classification model. We observe that the augmented samples
complement the real data and improve the generalization of the
classification model.

Index Terms—Wi-Fi signals, mmWave, joint communication
and sensing, channel state information, human activity recogni-
tion, data augmentation, generative adversarial networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, Wi-Fi signals have been widely utilized
for sensing applications such as localization [1], [2], gesture
recognition [2], [3], pose estimation [4]–[6] and gait iden-
tification [7]. In particular, channel state information (CSI)
[2]–[6] extracted from commercial-off-the-shelf (COTS) Wi-
Fi access points (APs) has resulted in remarkable accuracy
in these applications. The main advantage of using Wi-Fi
signals for sensing is that most of the Wi-Fi infrastructure is
already in place in homes, offices, and buildings. Therefore,
the signals transmitted for communications can also be used
for sensing, at a limited additional cost. This concept of
using communication signals for sensing is known as joint
communication and sensing (JC&S) or integrated sensing
and communication (ISAC) [8]. Compared to camera-based
sensing, Wi-Fi sensing offers improved privacy and does not
require a well-lit environment [9]. In Wi-Fi sensing, most of

the focus has been on sub-6 GHz signals. However, researchers
are now swiftly moving to mmWave (30-300 GHz) due to
its large bandwidth and massive multiple input and multiple
output (MIMO) capabilities. This has benefits not only limited
to high data-rates but also more accurate sensing [10], [11].
Recently, Wi-Fi signals at mmWave have shown promising
results in applications such as gesture recognition [3], [12],
pose estimation [4], and localization [13]. In this work, we
focus on mmWave and pose classification.
The major force behind the exceptional success of Wi-Fi
sensing is deep learning [2]–[5]. Deep learning has achieved
state-of-the-art performance on many Wi-Fi sensing tasks. One
of the key factors contributing to the effectiveness of deep
learning methods, in general, is the availability of extensive
and varied datasets. Unfortunately, Wi-Fi sensing at mmWave
frequencies has suffered due to a lack of research hardware and
consequently, the non-existence of large datasets. Moreover,
data collection and annotation with Wi-Fi is difficult and time-
consuming. Also, the lack of visual cues or ground truth in
the Wi-Fi signal does not help either. To avoid overfitting
problems, deep learning requires a large amount of labeled
data [14].
In this work, we aim to reduce the effort required in the
data collection by employing data augmentation techniques.
Generative adversarial networks (GANs) [15] have proven to
generate realistic and high-quality synthetic or fake images.
GANs have been used for image augmentation [16], anomaly
detection [17], super-resolution [18], 3D object generation [19]
and domain adaptation [20]. Our focus is on augmentation.
Augmenting CSI is difficult and somewhat limited in literature
as standard augmentation methods used for images such as
random crop, horizontal flip, rotation, and brightness can not
be directly applied to CSI data. Moreover, these methods
produce a limited set of augmentations [14]. Differently, GAN-
based augmentation methods have huge potential [14], [21]
and can be used to generate more natural and a broad set of
augmentations. GANs mimic the original distribution of the
dataset to generate more realistic samples than the standard
augmentation methods and also improve the generalization of
a downstream model. However, GANs are difficult to train
and often suffer from what is known as mode collapse [22].
Moreover, GAN training is domain specific. Therefore, the979-8-3503-8544-1/24/$31.00 ©2024 IEEE
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utilization of GANs in augmenting CSI data is limited [23],
especially in the context of COTS mmWave CSI data where
their potential has not yet been explored.
In this work, we propose a GAN-based method for augmenting
mmWave CSI data. Specifically, we use a conditional GAN
(cGAN) [24] to generate new synthetic samples. We train our
method on an existing mmWave COTS dataset [4], consisting
of 3 users performing a set of 8 distinct poses. We carefully
train the generator and discriminator of cGAN and generate an
additional 30,000 synthetic CSI samples, approximately 3800
samples for each pose. In this way, we increase the sample size
of the dataset from 1084 to 31184 samples. We then validate
the consistency of GAN-generated samples using GAN-train
and GAN-test scores [25]. Our results reveal high GAN-train
and GAN-test scores indicating a high quality of synthetic
samples. Finally, we show that the synthetic samples also
improve the performance of the downstream model for pose
classification. Through this method, we create a fairly large
mmWave CSI dataset which can be used by researchers to
test and validate complex signal processing and deep learning
models for pose classification.

II. RELATED WORK

A. COTS mmWave Sensing

Wi-Fi signals at sub-6 GHz have shown great potential in
sensing applications. However, range resolution and spatial
resolution at these frequencies are limited due to limited
available bandwidth. Instead at mmWave and THz frequencies,
larger bandwidths are available, potentially leading to sub-
cm-level localization and high-definition imaging [10]. In
this section, we review the recent developments in mmWave
sensing, mainly focusing on COTS Wi-Fi.
Yu et al. [12] made pioneering contributions in the field of
mmWave Wi-Fi sensing. The authors used mid-grained spatial
beam signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) for human pose and seat
occupancy detection. The testbed consisted of a pair of Talon
AD 7200 COTS routers. An open-source tool [26] was used
to gain access to beam SNR channel measurements from the
routers. 8 distinct poses were performed. The authors used
deep learning-based methodology and achieved an overall
accuracy of 90% for pose classification. However, the dataset
involves a single person and is not publicly available. In our
previous work [3], we validated the potential of mmWave
Wi-Fi sensing for gesture recognition. We collected beam
SNRs and CSI from mmWave and sub-6 GHz Wi-Fi APs
respectively and compared the performance of the two ap-
proaches for gesture recognition. The dataset consisted of 10
distinct but closely related gestures/poses across 3 people and
2 environments. We achieved 96.7% accuracy with mmWave
Wi-Fi for gesture recognition in a single environment. How-
ever, incorporating more users and environments leads to a
reduction of accuracy by 6%. This is because of the limited
dataset owing to the fact that data collection with mmWave
COTS Wi-Fi is labor-intensive. Moreover, the low sample
rate of beam SNRs (10 samples per second) adds to the
complexity of data collection. Pegoraro et al [27] recently

published a dataset for integrated sensing and communication
based on a software-defined ratio. The authors highlight the
lack of research hardware at mmWave and consequently lack
of datasets. The testbed is capable of transmitting 60 GHz
IEEE 802-11-ay packets. The dataset consists of 7 subjects
performing 4 activities walking, running, standing up-sitting
down, and waving hands. However, the testbed is difficult
to replicate due to cost and complexity. Moreover, limited
activities are performed. More recently, we in our work [4],
for the first time used CSI from COTS mmWave Wi-Fi AP
for pose estimation (regression) and pose classification. The
testbed consisted of MikroTik wAP 60Gx3 COTS routers.
We followed the work [28] and installed OpenWrt to get
access to CSI measurements from the routers. We employed
a deep neural network-based methodology to derive a full-
body pose from mmWave Wi-Fi. Microsoft Kinect was used to
record the ground truth. The validation was performed across
3 individuals with 8 distinct poses. We achieved a high pose
classification accuracy (>90%) for the classification task and
a low mean square error (MSE) of 0.0048 for the regression
task (full body pose). Also, in this case, the sampling rate of
CSI was limited to around 22 samples per second, resulting in
a limited dataset size. Note that it is not possible to increase
sampling frequency in these devices as the firmware is not
efficient, leading to stability issues. Moreover, increasing the
sampling frequency of CSI arbitrarily, implies misemploying
the concept of JC&S.
The above discussion validates the use of mmWave Wi-Fi
for sensing. Nevertheless, the progress in COTS mmWave
research has been hindered by factors such as the absence
of research-grade hardware, hardware limitations, labour-
intensive data collection, and the scarcity of publicly available
datasets. In this work, our goal is to minimize the challenges
associated with data collection and to create an extensive
dataset for pose classification, building upon our earlier re-
search [4]. To achieve this goal, we leverage generative
adversarial networks (GANs) for data augmentation.

B. Data Augmentation

Efficient training of neural networks requires a huge amount
of data [21]. When the dataset is limited, network parameters
are often undetermined and generalize poorly. To combat
this, data augmentation can be considered. However, standard
data augmentation methods produce limited plausible data
[14]. Waheed et al. [29] proposed CovidGAN in their work,
aiming to generate synthetic chest X-ray images for enhancing
COVID-19 detection. Their findings indicate a notable 10%
improvement in classification accuracy through the integration
of synthetic images in the downstream task. Bhattacharya
et al. [21] used Deep Convolutional Generative Adversarial
Network (DCGAN) for data augmentation, to combat class
imbalance in medical datasets. With DCGAN-augmented data,
the classification accuracy rose from 60% to 65%. Han et
al. [23] used GAN for CSI data augmentation to reduce the
effort of data collection and prevent overfitting risks caused
by incomplete datasets. The authors also evaluated the quality



Fig. 1. JC&S pose estimation framework. A user performs a set of poses in between 60 GHz Wi-Fi devices, creating unique patterns in channel state
information (CSI). A CSI sniffer captures the CSI. The amplitude of the CSI is fed to a deep learning-based model to map changes in CSI to different poses.

of GAN-generated samples. The experiments were conducted
at sub-6 GHz frequencies with Wi-Fi signals. The authors
went a step further towards domain adaptation and compared
performances with and without data augmentation as the first
step. In the former case, the authors observed around 7%
accuracy in the target (unseen environment) domain. However,
only four gestures were considered and all were operated by
the right hand.
Although GANs have been effectively employed for tasks
involving CSI data at sub-6 GHz frequencies [30], their
application to COTS mmWave data remains undocumented
at present.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. JC&S Pose Classification pipeline

Our pose classification pipeline consists of 60 GHz COTS
Wi-Fi devices. In particular, we use MikroTik wAP 60x3
Wi-Fi devices, one acting as a transmitter and the other as
a CSI sniffer. We follow the work of Blanco et al. [28]
to gain access to CSI measurements. In our setup, a user
performs a set of poses between the two devices. This creates
unique patterns in CSI captured by the sniffer. The amplitude
details of the CSI are subsequently input into a convolutional
neural network (CNN), to extract distinctive features and
effectively map changes in CSI to distinct poses [4]. However,
in our approach, we opt to synthetically generate CSI to
improve the generalization of the deep learning model for pose
classification.

B. Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs)

Generative adversarial networks (GANs) [15] aim to gen-
erate new data that mirrors the statistical characteristics of
the training data. GANs are very good at modeling high-
dimensional distributions of the data. From the learned distri-
bution, new data can be generated visually indistinguishable
from the real data. GANs belong to a class of generative
models that try to learn realistic representations of a class.
These models take random noise (z) as an input and some-
times, a class label (Y). From the input, generative models
generate a set of features (X) that resemble a particular
class. z ensures there is diversity in X generated by the
model. Therefore, generative models try to capture conditional
probability P(X|Y). On the other hand, discriminative models
often called classifiers, try to distinguish between the classes.
These models take a set of X as input and determine the

corresponding Y. Discriminative models aim to learn P(Y|X).
GANs consist of two neural networks, Generator (G) and
Discriminator (D), trained alternatively and competing with
each other. G takes z as an input usually sampled from a
normal distribution, z ∼ N (µ, σ), and tries to generate fake
or synthetic data (G(z)) to fool D. Note that the terms fake,
generated, or synthetic are used interchangeably to describe
the data produced by G. z is often a low-dimensional vector
and the corresponding sample space is called latent space.
G(z) is a high-dimensional fake output e.g., an RGB image
or audio or CSI, in our case. The goal of D is to correctly
classify real and fake data. So, D outputs a single probability
of an input being real or fake. These probabilities are fed
back to the G to improve its output. GANs are trained in an
unsupervised manner or indirect training, in the sense that G
does not get to see real samples or images, but is trained to
fool D. The optimization of GANs is a two-player min-max
optimization problem that terminates at a saddle point forming
a minimum with respect to G and maximum with respect to D
[31]. The goal of the optimization is to reach Nash equilibrium
[32], a point where no player can improve by changing its
weights. At this point, G can be considered to have captured
the distribution of real samples. The optimization can be
mathematically formulated as follows:

min
G

max
D

V (D,G) = Ex∼pdata(x) [logD(x)]

+ Ez∼pz(z) [log(1−D(G(z)))]
(1)

where V (D,G) is the reward, x is the real data (real CSI),
D(x) and D(G(z)) represent output of D on real CSI and
GAN-generated synthetic data (synthetic CSI), respectively.
Ex is the expected value over all real CSI instances. Ez is the
expected value over all random inputs to the generator. The
formula derives from the cross-entropy between the real and
generated distributions. D has access to both x and G(z). An
ideal D would output 1 for x and 0 for G(z) i.e., classifying
real as real and synthetic as synthetic. On the other hand,
G only sees synthetic CSI, and aims to push D(G(z)) close
to 1, to minimize the overall loss function. This optimization
problem is implemented as Binary Cross Entropy (BCE) loss.

C. Method: Conditional Wasserstein GAN (cWGAN)

We use our previously collected dataset [3] consisting of
CSI samples corresponding to 3 users, performing a set of 8
distinct poses (8 classes). We use only amplitude information
of the CSI, as phase information is noisy and calibration



Fig. 2. Our GAN-based augmentation framework. We propose an augmentation method for mmWave CSI based on cWGAN. The generator generates
high-dimensional synthetic CSI by sampling low-dimensional noise, with the goal of minimizing the distance between the synthetic CSI and the real CSI.
While the critic tries to separate the two distributions apart. Based on the critic’s feedback, the generator is encouraged to produce more realistic CSI.

is needed. For each user, x ∈ Rm×n×p. x represents real
CSI, m represents the number of samples/examples, and n
and p represent the antenna and time index, respectively. We
propose a method based on conditional GAN (cGAN) for
data augmentation of the CSI samples. Since cGANs can be
conditioned on labels, we can control the generation process,
unlike standard GANs. cGANs therefore learn mapping from
input to output (classes) and achieve faster convergence.
cGANs have an additional input layer of one-hot-encoded
labels (label embedding layer). This additional layer guides
the generator in terms of which image or sample to produce.
To train our cGAN, we first use a BCE loss according to
Equation 1. However, we observe mode collapse and unstable
training with BCE loss. To counter this, we adopt an enhanced
loss function known as the Wasserstein Loss (W-loss) [33].
This loss function offers improved stability in the training of
GANs. W-loss is implemented in the following way:

min
G

max
C

(Ex∼pdata [C(x)]− Ez∼pz
[C(G(z))]) (2)

Figure 2 shows the architecture of cGAN with W-loss
(cWGAN). Here, the discriminator is called critic (C), since its
output can be any real number, not bounded between 0 and 1.
G tries to minimize the loss by maximizing C(G(z)), bringing
the real distribution closer to fake one. Instead, the aim of C
is to maximize the distance and separate the two distributions
apart. For W-loss to be valid and approximate Earth Mover’s
Distance (EMD), the critic’s neural network needs to be 1-
Lipschitz continuous, which means the norm of its gradients
should be at most 1. This ensures that W-loss is valid and
does not grow much. We encourage this, by adding a gradient
penalty [33] as follows:

min
G

max
C

(Ex∼pdata [C(x)]− Ez∼pz
[C(G(z))]

+ λEx̂∼px̂

[
(∥∇x̂C(x̂)∥2 − 1)2

]
)

(3)

where x̂ = ϵx+ (1− ϵ)G(z).
x̂ is interpolation between real and synthetic CSI, weighted
by ϵ, ∇ represents the gradient operator, ∥ · ∥2 represents the
squared Euclidean norm and λ controls magnitude of gradient
penalty. We use a linear G and a linear C. G consists of a
label embedding layer and five linear layers. The linear layers
except the last one, are followed by LeakyReLU activations.
Tanh is used after the last linear layer to scale inputs between

-1 and 1. C consists of a label embedding layer and 3 linear
layers. LeakReLU activation is employed after the first two
linear layers. Additionally, Dropout is used after the second
linear layer. No activation is used after the last linear layer for
W-loss to work. The C outputs a single real value, its score on
real and fake samples. We use cWGAN to generate 30,000
samples of CSI for each user, without any additional data
collection1. However, the challenge is to evaluate the quality of
generated samples as the CSI samples lack visual information
unlike images, where one can visually inspect the quality of
samples. To combat this, we adopt GAN-train and GAN-
test metrics presented in the work [25]. GAN-train involves
training a classification model on data generated by a GAN
and evaluating it on real data. If the model, which exclusively
encounters GAN-generated data during training, achieves high
accuracy on real data, it suggests that the generated samples
closely resemble real ones. A high GAN-train score indicates
diversity in the generated samples. On the other hand, the
GAN-test assesses the accuracy of a model trained on real
data and evaluated on GAN-generated data. A high score
implies that GAN-generated samples realistically approximate
the (unknown) distribution of real samples. To achieve this,
we use a supervised deep learning model based on CNN
(cf., Figure 1), which serves as a downstream model for pose
classification. Our CNN consists of 3 convolution layers, each
followed by batch norm, ReLU, and pooling layers. These
layers extract features from the input data and encode the high-
dimensional information into a low-dimensional space. Finally,
a linear layer is employed to output a score for 8 classes. As
an additional validation step, we also evaluate if the GAN-
generated samples improve the classification accuracy of the
original task (pose classification).

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. GAN Training

First, we use BCE loss with cGAN. We use a linear G
and a linear D. Specifically, we use 5 linear layers for G
and D. Normalization layers are used for both G and D.
Besides, ReLU activation is used for G and LeakyReLU for
D. This architectural setup draws inspiration from the design
commonly used in computer vision tasks and best practices

1Dataset is available at:https://zenodo.org/records/10702215



Fig. 3. Training cGAN using W-loss with linear G and linear C.

TABLE I
VALIDATION OF CGAN WITH W-LOSS.

User# GAN-train GAN-test Baseline Acc. cWGAN Acc.
1 98.8% 95.5% 96.4% 99.7%
2 99.6% 96% 96.18% 99.3%
3 88% 91% 90.05% 94.1%

for GANs. The sigmoid layer is used as the final layer of D
and tanh for the G. We sample the input noise from a standard
normal distribution and set the dimensionality (latent space)
of the noise vector to 100. We use Adam as an optimizer with
a learning rate of 3e-4. Batch size is set to 32 and weights of
G and D are initialized to normal distribution. G takes noise
vector and labels as an input and outputs m× 1500 where m
is the number of samples of synthetic CSI and 1500 (30×50,
representing antenna index and time index respectively). On
the other hand, D takes CSI (synthetic or real) and corre-
sponding labels as input and predicts the probability of the
CSI sample being real or synthetic. We train cGAN for 30,000
epochs and after every 500 epochs, we extract and save the
synthetic CSI and corresponding labels. Besides, we monitor
the G loss, D loss, and D accuracy to see if the training is
stable. Additionally, we use our evaluation metric (GAN-train
and GAN-test), to inspect the quality of generated samples. We
see that with BCE loss, the training process does not converge
and G loss increases steadily. Moreover, D accuracy quickly
approaches 100% suggesting that G is not able to fool D.
Further, the GAN-train and GAN-test scores are significantly
low for all 3 users, well below 30%.

Next, we try to make G more powerful by using convolution
layers in the architecture. However, also in this case, we
observe low GAN-train and GAN-test scores. We link this
failure to the mode collapse of GANs due to BCE loss.
Therefore, this approach with BCE loss does not work.

B. cWGAN

Due to the above problems, we adopt W-loss instead of
BCE loss and further tune the GAN training process. We use
the G and C described in Section III-C. In this case, we do

not use any normalization layers. Using normalization layers
leads to unstable training. We use the same set of hyper-
parameters as mentioned previously. In addition, we stick to
the default value of 10 for λ, which controls the magnitude
of the gradient penalty in Equation 3. Moreover, we train G
once for every 5 iterations of C. In other words, we allow
C to be strong. This encourages G to be updated with better
gradients and adds stability to the overall process. Figure 3
shows the training process of cWGAN with linear G and
linear C for user 1. From Figure 3, it is quite evident that the
losses are bounded and GAN training converges. The same
holds for other users. We use the G of trained cWGAN to
generate 30,000 synthetic samples of CSI for each user and
compute GAN-train and GAN-test scores for these samples,
as mentioned in Section III-C. Moreover, we also evaluate if
the synthetic samples lead to an increase in the task of pose
classification. Table I shows the performance of our method
on 3 different users (persons). GAN-train and GAN-test scores
have been introduced in Section III-C, Baseline Acc. refers to
the original pose classification accuracy with the real CSI. This
is obtained by splitting real CSI into train and test splits. We
use a standard 75:25 split for train and test sets, respectively.
Then a classifier, CNN, described in Section III-C is trained
on train split and evaluated on test split. Instead, cWGAN
Acc. refers to the pose classification accuracy when the same
classifier is trained on train splits of real CSI and GAN-
generated CSI and evaluated on the test split of the real CSI. In
other words, the latter measures the impact of augmentation on
the original task. One can clearly see that cWGAN-generated
samples get a very high GAN-train and GAN-test score, sim-
ilar to typical validation accuracy (Baseline Acc.). Thus, the
synthetic samples are highly consistent with the actual data. In
this way, we not only increase the size of the dataset but also
maintain the consistency of the samples. Further, we can see
that in all three cases, we get an improved performance in pose
classification accuracy, when generated data is combined with
the actual data. We notice 3.3%, 3.1%, and 4% improvement
in accuracy for users 1, 2, and 3 respectively, compared to
Baseline Acc. This high pose classification accuracy is crucial
when deploying mmWave ISAC-based solutions for real-world
applications.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this study, we successfully conducted stable training of
GANs for mmWave CSI. Notably, we adopted a cWGAN-
based approach to achieve robust data augmentation. However,
training the cGAN with BCE loss proved ineffective as the
synthetic samples exhibited low scores in both GAN-train and
GAN-test evaluations. Consequently, we adopted cWGAN,
cGAN with W-loss. This modification resulted in high-quality
synthetic CSI with high validation scores as far as GAN-
train and GAN-test metrics are concerned. The result is a
large dataset of COTS mmWave Wi-Fi samples that can be
used by researchers for validating their signal processing and
deep learning methodology for pose classification. Further, we
also showed that cWGAN-generated data complements the



real data in the original task of pose classification, resulting
in improved generalization. Our method represents an initial
stride towards domain adaptation. In the future, our goal will
be to achieve broader generalization across different people
and environments with mmWave Wi-Fi leveraging GANs.
Additionally, we will also explore the transferability of our
method to other related tasks beyond pose classification.
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