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Abstract
In data driven deep learning, distributed sensing and joint
computing bring heavy load for computing and communica-
tion. To face the challenge, over-the-air computation (OAC)
has been proposed for multi-sensor data aggregation, which
enables the server to receive a desired function of massive
sensing data during communication. However, the strict syn-
chronization and accurate channel estimation constraints
in OAC are hard to be satisfied in practice, leading to time
and channel-gain misalignment. The paper formulates the
misalignment problem as a non-blind image deblurring prob-
lem. At the receiver side, we first use the Wiener filter to
deblur, followed by a U-Net network designed for further
denoising. Our method is capable to exploit the inherent
correlations in the signal data via learning, thus outperforms
traditional methods in term of accuracy. Our code is available
at https://github.com/auto-Dog/MOAC_deep.
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1 Introduction
In the era of big data, data-driven artificial intelligence mod-
els have made significant achievements in industry and life.
High-quality and large-scale data from the world plays a key
role for improving the performance of models[4]. However,
we are facedwith the challenges ofmassive data transmission
and computation, e.g. a big data system for environmental
sensing should transmit and collect a large amount of data
while minimizing data latency, a requirement that traditional
systems struggle to meet[7]. Therefore, it is necessary to find
methods to reduce computational load and accelerate com-
munication speed.

Sensor data aggregation is a scenario of multiple sensors
accessing a central server base station (BS) via wireless com-
munication. Traditionally, this is done by allocating com-
munication resources to each sensor, e.g. TDMA, CDMA,
FDMA, and then computing at the BS. But OAC can complete
computing tasks while enabling communication of sensors,
thereby meeting the requirements above[1, 24, 25]. OAC is a
form of parallel communication, widely used in distributed
sensing, distributed consensus, and distributed edge learn-
ing. Through specific pre-processing 𝜙 (·) functions at the
sensors and post-processing 𝜓 (·) functions at the BS, see
Eqn. 1, OAC can perform a series of function computations
on 𝑥𝑚 , including summation, maximum and minimum val-
ues, arithmetic mean, Euclidean norm and so on[13]. These
computations are carried out in the wireless channel, and
the BS only needs to receive the computation results 𝒚.

𝑦 = 𝜓 (
𝑀∑︁

𝑚=1
𝜙𝑚 (𝒙𝒎)) (1)
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However, OAC faces many challenges in practice. One of
them is the misalignment in OAC. OAC often exhibits tem-
poral misalignment and channel-gain misalignment effects,
making it difficult for the BS to recover function computation
results accurately[11, 16]. Existing approaches likemaximum
likelihood (ML) estimation, has high computation complex-
ity and is very sensitive to noise, causing large mean square
error (MSE)[10, 15, 16]. On the other hand, these methods
did not consider temporal and inter-sensors correlation of
data, which can become prior knowledge for estimation.

To address misalignment OAC under noise, we proposed
a Wiener-denoiser network. We innovatively formulate the
signal estimation process as a non-blind image deblurring
process, which enhances the estimation efficiency and intro-
duces more strategies[3, 22]. Our method employsWiener fil-
ter for initial estimation, then employs deep learning method
to fully exploit signal prior information and reduce the im-
pact of noise on estimation. Experimental results show that
our method can accurately estimate OAC results in different
noise andmisalignment environments, promise accuracy and
efficiency. Additionally, our network has zero-shot ability,
which can be applied to various datasets.

2 Problem Formulation
2.1 System Model
A misaligned OAC channel includes𝑀 sensors and a BS. In
the simplest scenario, we concern arithmetic-sum of data
packets from different sensors. In a data packet, device𝑚
sends 𝐿 symbols 𝑠𝑚 [𝑙], 𝑙 = 1, 2, ...𝐿, where the symbol can be
any real positive value, and each symbol lasts for a symbol
period 𝑇 . The symbols are modulated to signal with analog
modulation, and sensor𝑚’s signal is represented by 𝑥𝑚 (𝑡).

Due to difficulties in accurately synchronizing the clocks
at the sensors, the signals are overlapped and with time
misalignment 𝜏𝑚 < 𝑇 . Also, a perfect channel coefficient
compensation for sensors is hard, which causes residual
channel-gain misalignment ℎ𝑚 in the overlapped signals,
usually presenting as a phase deviation. The misaligned sig-
nals travel through a flat and slow fading multiple access
channel (MAC) and are aggregated over the air, given by
Eqn. 2.

𝑦 (𝑡) =
𝑀∑︁

𝑚=1
ℎ𝑚𝑥𝑚 (𝑡 − 𝜏𝑚) + 𝑛(𝑡) (2)

where

𝑥𝑚 (𝑡) =
𝐿∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑠𝑚 [𝑙]𝑝 (𝑡 − 𝑙𝑇 ) (3)

Here 𝑦 (𝑡) is the aggregated signal observed at BS. The time
delays {𝜏𝑚} and channel-gain coefficients {ℎ𝑚} of each mis-
aligned signal sequence can be known by the BS, since BS

is able to resolve the predefined pilots of each client respec-
tively then perform channel estimation[5]. 𝑛(𝑡) is complex
Gaussian noise, 𝑝 (𝑡 − 𝑙𝑇 ) is a pulse function to modulate
discrete symbols 𝑠𝑚 [𝑙] into continues signal.
In the OAC system, an ideal observation from BS should

be aligned sum of 𝑠𝑚 [𝑙], that is:

𝑠+ [𝑙] =
𝑀∑︁

𝑚=1
𝑠𝑚 [𝑙], 𝑙 = 1, 2, ..., 𝐿 (4)

In misaligned OAC, the BS is expected to estimate 𝑠+ [𝑙] with
known 𝑦 (𝑡), {𝜏𝑚}, {ℎ𝑚} and noise statistics. The objective
is to minimize MSE with estimation algorithm. Here we
use bold letters to donate 𝐿 length vectors, and 𝒔+ is the
estimation of 𝒔+:

MSE(𝒔+, 𝒔+) =
1
𝐿

𝐿∑︁
𝑙=1

|𝑠+ [𝑙] − 𝑠+ [𝑙] |2 (5)
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Figure 1: (a) A misaligned OAC system model. 𝑦 (𝑡)
is the overlapped sum of signal of 𝑠𝑚 [𝑙]. (b) WMFS
process[16], different colors on 𝑦 (𝑡) indicate that over-
lap symbols are different on time slots. 𝑝1 (𝑡),𝑝2 (𝑡)... are
matched filters, 𝑦1 [𝑖], 𝑦2 [𝑖] ... are samples. See Section
2.2 for details.

2.2 Estimation Problem after Sampling
The observed signal 𝑦 (𝑡) at BS contains all the combinations
of overlapped symbols at different times slots within𝑇 , leav-
ing the possibility of estimate all symbols in 𝒔 after sampling,
upon which we can further calculate the objective 𝒔+.

A whitened matched filter and sampling (WMFS) process
for this problem was proposed by Shao et al[16]. Specifi-
cally, with given 𝑦 (𝑡) and {𝜏𝑚},𝑀 matched filters 𝑝𝑚 (𝑡) are
designed to filter signal, where Δ𝜏𝑚,𝑚+1 = 𝜏𝑚+1 − 𝜏𝑚 .

𝑝𝑚 (𝑡) = 1
2
[𝑠𝑔𝑛(𝑡 +𝑇 ) − 𝑠𝑔𝑛(𝑡 +𝑇 − Δ𝜏𝑚,𝑚+1)] (6)
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Wefilter𝑦𝑚 (𝑡) = 𝑦 (𝑡)∗𝑝𝑚 (𝑡) and sample at (𝑖−1)𝑇 +𝜏𝑚+1, 𝑖 =
1, 2, ..., 𝐿 + 1, where * stands for convolution. The sampled
result 𝑦𝑚 [𝑖] is

𝑦𝑚 [𝑖] = 𝑦𝑚 (𝑡 = (𝑖 − 1)𝑇 + 𝜏𝑚+1)

=
1

Δ𝜏𝑚,𝑚+1

∫ (𝑖−1)𝑇+𝜏𝑚+1

(𝑖−1)𝑇+𝜏𝑚

𝑀∑︁
𝑘=1

ℎ𝑘𝑠𝑘 [𝑖 − 1𝑘>𝑚] + 𝑛(𝜁 )𝑑𝜁

≜
𝑀∑︁
𝑘=1

ℎ𝑘𝑠𝑘 [𝑖 − 1𝑘>𝑚] + 𝑛𝑚 [𝑖]

(7)
See Fig. 1 for detailed visualization. 𝑛𝑚 [𝑖] is whitened and

independent noise. 1𝑘>𝑚 is an indicator function, it equals
to 1 when 𝑘 > 𝑚 otherwise 0.

Eqn. 7 can be written as matrix format in Eqn. 8. Now the
problem is simplified into a linear estimation problem.

𝒚 = 𝑫𝒔 + 𝒏 (8)

where 𝒔 is all transmitted symbols in vector form,
𝒔 = [𝑠1 [1], ..., 𝑠𝑀 [1], 𝑠1 [2], ...𝑠𝑀 [2], ..., 𝑠1 [𝑀], ..., 𝑠𝑀 [𝑀]]T
with Gaussian noise 𝑛,
𝒏 = [𝑛1 [1], ..., 𝑛𝑀 [1], 𝑛1 [2], ..., 𝑛𝑀 [2], ..., 𝑛1 [𝐿], ..., 𝑛𝑀 [𝐿],

𝑛1 [𝐿 + 1], ..., 𝑛𝑀−1 [𝐿 + 1]]T,
to get𝑀 (𝐿 + 1) − 1 samples 𝒚
𝒚 = [𝑦1 [1], ..., 𝑦𝑀 [1], 𝑦1 [2], ..., 𝑦𝑀 [2], ..., 𝑦𝑀 [1], ..., 𝑦𝑀 [𝐿],

𝑦1 [𝐿 + 1], ..., 𝑦𝑀−1 [𝐿 + 1]]T. See Eqn. 9 for detail form of 𝑫 .

𝑫 =



ℎ1
ℎ1 ℎ2
... ℎ2 ...

ℎ1 ... ... ℎ𝑀
ℎ2 ℎ𝑀 ℎ1

... ... ℎ1 ℎ2
ℎ𝑀 ... ℎ2 ...

ℎ1 ... ... ℎ𝑀
ℎ2 ℎ𝑀 ...

... ... ...

ℎ𝑀


𝑀 (𝐿+1)−1×𝑀𝐿

(9)

3 Existing Solutions
Aligned Estimation. The last sample at each symbol pe-

riod 𝑇 is aligned in time domain, which means 𝑦𝑀 [𝑖] =∑𝑀
𝑚=1 ℎ𝑚𝑠𝑚 [𝑖] + 𝑛𝑚 [𝑖], 𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝐿]. Therefore the estimator

can be written as 𝑠+ [𝑖] = 𝑦𝑀 [𝑖][16, 23]. Nevertheless, this
only works when the channel gain misalignments are negli-
gible (ℎ𝑀 → 1), which limits its generality.

ML estimation. AnML estimator is given based on Eqn. (8).
Since it can be seen as observation function, a weighted least
square (WLS) estimator is employed to get symbols 𝒔 [6]
[15]. Then, we add symbols from same period but different
sensors to get 𝑠+. However, the method is computational
demanding and sensitive to noise, that error can propagate
and accumulate when computing.

LMMSE estimation. To relieve noise sensitive property of
ML estimator, a linear minimummean square error (LMMSE)
method was proposed[8, 15]. The goal is to minimize MSE
with known first and second order statistics of original signal
as prior information. But the statistics should be transmitted
separately before each data packet, which causes additional
communication. Also it computes the inverse of matrix as
large as 𝑫 , causing computational burden.

4 A Wiener-Denoiser Estimator for
Misaligned Samples

In this chapter, we model the estimation problem as a non-
blind image deblurring problem. Then we design our estima-
tor which utilizes data’s temporal and inter-sensors correla-
tion as prior knowledge.

4.1 Reformulate the Problem
To improve calculation efficiency and avoid noise error accu-
mulation in estimation, we exploit the property of circular-
like matrix 𝑫 in Eqn. 9. If all ℎ𝑚 are separated as column
scaling factor, the sample procedure becomes 𝒚 = 𝑫𝒔 + 𝒏
= 𝑲𝚲𝑯 𝒔 + 𝒏, where 𝑲 is a matrix with same structure as 𝑫
but all the non-zero elements are 1, 𝚲𝑯 is a diagonal matrix
Λ𝐻 = 𝑑𝑖𝑎𝑔(ℎ1, ℎ2, ...ℎ𝑀 , ℎ1, ..., ℎ𝑀 ), shaped𝑀𝐿 ×𝑀𝐿.
Furthermore, 𝑲 reveals a matrix form of linear convolu-

tion, the kernel 𝒌 is an all-one sequence with finite length
M. We reformulate the sample procedure as follow:

𝒚 = 𝒌 ∗ (𝚲𝑯 𝒔) + 𝒏 (10)

where the symbol * stands for linear convolution. In this
article, the convolution is reversible as the kernel does not
have zero points on discrete spectrum.
With the expression, the estimation of 𝒔 becomes a non-

blind deblurring problem. Further, we can regard the signal
problem as an image deblurring problem, as the data plot-
ted in time-sensor domain shows temporal and inter-sensor
correlation like natural image, see Fig. 5. A series of image
deblurring solutions decompose the problem into deconvolu-
tion and denoise problem[14, 20, 22]. They use local convolu-
tion, consider image prior and show efficiency and accuracy.
Based on these methods, we propose our Wiener-denoiser
network estimator in Figure 2.

4.2 Deconvolution of Misaligned Samples
A Wiener filter is used for deconvolution, followed by chan-
nel gain correction module in Eqn.12. The output is initial
estimation 𝒔̃:

𝑆ℎ [𝑘] =
𝐾∗ [𝑘]

|𝐾 [𝑘] |2 + Φ𝑛 [𝑘]/Φ𝑠 [𝑘]
𝑌 [𝑘] (11)

𝒔̃ = 𝚲
−1
𝑯 · F −1 (𝑺𝒉)[1:𝑀𝐿] (12)
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Reshaped
Samples

 

Wiener Filter
and

Coefficients
Correction

Channel Gain
Coefficients

2+2 64 64 64+64 64 64 1

128+128 128 6464 128 128

128 128 128

Max Pool 2x2

Bilinear Upsamle 2x

Conv 3x3, ReLU

Conv 1x1

Copy and Crop

Sum by
Column

Channels:

SNR
Reshaped

Output

Figure 2: Framework of the proposed method. Input 𝒚 passes through Wiener Filter for primary deconvolution,
obtaining initial estimation 𝒔̃. The reshaped𝒚 and 𝒔̃ are concatenated and then sent into the U-Net as a four channel
image for denoising. Yellow boxes are feature maps. The output is desired OAC result estimation 𝒔+

Here𝑌, 𝐾 are fourier transform of𝑦, 𝑘 , F −1 is inverse fourier
transform. Notice that kernel 𝐾 should be padded with zero
to 𝑀 (𝐿 + 1) − 1 length in time domain, to ensure circular
convolution is equivalent to linear convolution. Signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) is used for approximation of Φ𝑛 [𝑘]/Φ𝑠 [𝑘].

4.3 Deep Learning Based Denoiser
Wiener filter still suffers from noise[17] and it does not use
data prior knowledge. In this case, we designed a deep learn-
ing denoiser to utilize the prior knowledge of sensor signal
and to better estimate 𝑠+.

Network. The most widely used deep learning network ar-
chitectures for image deblurring and denoising are MLP[14],
CNN[22], ResNet[9] and Encoder-Decoder(e.g., FCN[20], U-
Net[21]). In our application scenario, the network should
be able to adapt to signals of different lengths and achieve
high accuracy while ensuring real-time response. Meanwhile,
the network should avoid complicated structures to prevent
overfitting on limited datasets and simple signal patterns.
Considering accuracy and efficiency we employ a simplified
U-Net Network[12] as denoiser.
The input of U-Net 𝒚, 𝒔̃ are reshaped into matrices: since

temporal and inter-sensors correlation of sensor data can be
better captured 2D matrix, see Fig. 5. The network has only
two downsample and two upsample branches for efficiency.
Parameters of the network is 1,036K.

Loss Function. Our target is to estimate 𝑠+, the column
sum of 𝑠 matrix. We also want each symbol (pixel on 𝒔) to be
accurately estimated. Therefore, the network is trained by
minimizing pixel-wise loss L𝑝𝑖𝑥 and target-wise loss L𝑡𝑎𝑟 :

L = L𝑝𝑖𝑥 + L𝑡𝑎𝑟 =
1
𝑀

𝑀∑︁
𝑚=1

𝐿∑︁
𝑙=1

1
𝐿
|𝑠𝑚 [𝑙 ] − 𝑠𝑚 [𝑙 ] |2 + |𝑠+ [𝑙 ] − 𝑠+ [𝑙 ] |2

(13)

5 Experiments
5.1 Dataset and Training Settings
The network is trained on a semiconductor gas sensors
dataset, with 14 sensors in a sensor array for measurements
of values of CO concentration, humidity and temperature[2].
The target is to evaluate a comprehensive gas metric with
an average of local sensors’ data, so we assume the OAC
function is an average one.
To simulate a sensor data OAC scenario, we randomly

choose pieces of samples with 𝐿 = 256,𝑀 = 14 in continues
periods. For misaligned OAC channel settings, in training
dataset we uniformly sampled 𝜏𝑚 within 𝑇 , and ℎ𝑚 from 𝑒 𝑗0

to 𝑒 𝑗𝜋 . The SNRs (use Es/N0 for symbols) are randomly cho-
sen from -20dB to 20dB. In testing dataset, 𝜏𝑚 , ℎ𝑚 and SNRs
are fixed since real world MAC channel does not change
rapidly. The simulation outputs𝒚. We also calculated 𝑠+ with-
out misalignment as the ground truth in training. 6056 pairs
of 𝑠+ and 𝒚 are collected for training and another 2153 pairs
are used for testing.

For network training, we use Adam optimizer, with learn-
ing rate 1𝑒-4, batchsize 64, epoches number 50.

5.2 MSE and Efficiency Comparison
We computed MSE to reveal whether estimators can accurate
recover 𝑠+ on the testing dataset.We also tested estimators on
data with different number of sensors𝑀 and packet length 𝐿,
and focus on their efficiency in real time OAC. Here, we com-
pared aligned estimation[23], ML estimation[16], LMMSE
estimation[15], vanilla Wiener filter estimation[19] and our
method, see Fig. 3 and 4.
A lower MSE indicates more accurate estimation. Our

method outperforms other methods under different SNR set-
tings. In low SNR regime, ML estimation performs worst, due
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to the error propagation effect that estimation error intro-
duced by noise in a sample can propagate to other samples.
LMMSE method performs slightly worse than our method,
since it uses limited prior knowledge (mean and variance
of each sensor data), it only promises that estimation obeys
prior distribution but cannot avoid temporal disorder. The
vanilla Wiener filter’s result can be the ablation study of
our denoiser network, our method obtains lower MSE than
Wiener filter, indicating that our prior based denoiser net-
work makes sense.

Since channel-gain misalignment becomes dominate fac-
tor in the high SNR regime, estimators suffer from error
floors that MSE drops slower. Similar phenomenon has also
been reported in Shao et.al’s work[15].

-20 -10 0 10 20

Es/N0(dB)

10
0

10
2

10
4

M
S

E

Aligned

ML

LMMSE

Vanilla Wiener

Ours

Figure 3: A Comparison of MSE under various SNR

For efficiency, we recorded the mean running time of esti-
mators. The aligned estimator runs fastest due to the simplest
design. ML and LMMSE methods require large matrix com-
putation, causing extremely long computation time. For our
method and wiener filter, most computations are convolu-
tion on GPU. The running times of these methods are linear
to the data scale. Based on data amount and processing time,
our estimator throughput is about 358KB/s for sensors’ data.
In conclusion, our Wiener-Denoiser estimator shows ad-

vantage in accuracy and the efficiency is acceptable for real
time computation, under different noise levels and data scales.

5.3 Zero-Shot Performance of our Network
We also test our trained network on unseen sensor data
to evaluate its zero-shot performance. Here we select a 13-
sensor air quality data[18], shown in Fig 5(b).

Table 1: A Comparison of MSE of estimation methods
using different data (SNR=0dB)

Aligned ML LMMSE Vanilla Wiener Ours

Air quality 31.93 1080.02 4.14 10.77 3.34
Original Data 42.30 1666.23 3.64 14.09 0.36

M=14
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M=28
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e
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s
)
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ML

LMMSE

Vanilla Wiener

Ours

Figure 4: A Comparison of efficiency under various
data scales

When SNR=0dB, the MSE on air quality data, original data
are 3.34 and 0.36 separately, indicating that the network does
not estimate as well as it performs on original dataset. The
main problem is that the data features have changed, so the
prior knowledge in network might help less. But compared
with other methods in Table1, it still achieves enhancement
on MSE. We also measure the estimation SNR, if we see the
estimation error as receiver noise. The estimation SNR are
9.9dB and 22.06dB on new and original data, acceptable for
sensor data transmission. We reach a conclusion that our
trained network can be used for unseen sensor data.

(a)

(b)

Figure 5: Visualize of the data. In each group, there are
sensor data 𝒔 (up), observed samples 𝒚 at BS (middle)
and our estimation 𝑠 (low), the horizontal axis is time
and the vertical axis is sensor id. (a) Semiconductor gas
sensors data (b) Air quality sensors data

6 Conclusion
In this paper we proposed a network to address channel-
gain and time misalignment in OAC. We formulated the
problem into an image deblurring problem, since the mis-
alignment process is similar to image blurring. A U-Net de-
noiser is trained to exploit the prior knowledge from signal
data for noisy deblurring task. Our method shows accuracy,
efficiency, and zero-shot ability. Future works will focus on
how to keep accuracy under different sources and sizes of
data, and take into account of dynamic channel nature and
inaccurate channel-gain estimation for improvement.
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