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and Performance Analysis
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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has
opened up numerous game-changing opportunities for future
wireless systems. In this paper, we develop a novel scheme that
utilizes orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) pilot
signals to sense the electromagnetic (EM) property of the target
and thus identify the materials of the target. Specifically, we
first establish an EM wave propagation model with Maxwell
equations, where the EM property of the target is captured
by a closed-form expression of the channel. We then build the
mathematical model for the relative permittivity and conductivity
distribution (RPCD) within a predetermined region of interest
shared by multiple base stations (BSs). Based on the EM wave
propagation model, we propose an EM property sensing method,
in which the RPCD can be reconstructed from compressive
sensing techniques that exploits the joint sparsity structure of
the EM property vector. We then develop a fusion algorithm
to combine data from multiple BSs, which can enhance the
reconstruction accuracy of EM property by efficiently integrating
diverse measurements. Moreover, the fusion is performed at the
feature level of RPCD and features low transmission overhead.
We further design the pilot signals that can minimize the mutual
coherence of the equivalent channels and enhance the diversity of
incident EM wave patterns. Simulation results demonstrate the
efficacy of the proposed method in achieving high-quality RPCD
reconstruction and accurate material classification.

Index Terms—Electromagnetic (EM) property sensing, mate-
rial identification, integrated sensing and communication (ISAC),
cooperative sensing, orthogonal frequency division multiplexing
(OFDM)

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the emergence of integrated sensing and commu-
nication (ISAC) has unlocked a multitude of revolutionary pos-
sibilities for the forthcoming wireless sensing systems. ISAC
facilitates the sharing of the limited radio spectrum between
sensing and communications (S&C) systems and thereby sig-
nificantly reduces resource costs [1]–[4]. In contrast to the
conventional approach of separate functionalities for S&C,
ISAC methodology brings two distinct advantages. Firstly,
by enabling the joint utilization of constrained resources
such as spectrum, energy, and hardware platforms, ISAC
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enhances efficiency for both S&C and thus yields integration
benefits. Secondly, the collaborative synergy between S&C
fosters coordination gains and thereby amplifies the overall
performance. Consequently, ISAC has the potential to improve
the capabilities of both S&C functionalities in the foreseeable
future [5]–[8]. Thanks to its myriad benefits, ISAC would play
a pivotal role in various forthcoming applications, including
intelligent connected vehicles, internet of things (IoT), and
smart homes and cities [9]–[12].

ISAC with multiple base stations (BSs) has emerged as
a pivotal area of research, which focuses on the coordinated
use of resources across a network of BSs to simultaneously
enhance S&C capabilities [13]–[15]. This approach is un-
derpinned by the principle of leveraging shared information
and coordinated actions among multiple BSs. Recent advance-
ments have explored various facets of ISAC with multiple BSs,
including power control [16], cooperative sensing [17], and
beamforming strategies [18], which collectively optimize the
BSs’ ability to sense the environment in a more accurate way
while maintaining robust communication links. These efforts
are crucial to realize the next generation of wireless networks,
where the seamless integration of S&C will lead to innovative
applications in areas such as autonomous vehicles, smart cities,
and advanced surveillance systems [19]–[22].

Actually, ISAC technologies primarily serve the purpose
of generating an accurate representation that connects the
physical world with its communication digital twin counterpart
[23], [24]. Unlike image-based digital twins that focus on
shape and location, communication oriented digital twins re-
quire reconstructing the communication channel as well as the
channel related tasks. In this context, accurate electromagnetic
(EM) property of the objects in the physical world is vital to
build communication digital twins, because it determines the
propagation direction, attenuation, and physical phenomena
such as diffraction, reflection, and scattering of EM waves
that transmit communication signals. Meanwhile, the property
of EM characteristics is essential for the identification of ma-
terials in targets and would significantly impact a wide range
of industries. For instance, sensing EM property is applicable
in the inspection and imaging of the human body, which
caters to the growing needs in social security, environmental
surveillance, and medical fields.

Traditional methods sense EM property via infrared de-
tection, which utilizes the unique infrared emissivity property
of each material [25]. However, these methods typically re-
quire expensive and specialized equipment that is difficult to
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produce and sustain [26]. Additionally, infrared detection is
hindered by its limited ability to penetrate targets, especially
when the surface is covered with camouflage, which makes
the conventional methods ineffective. On the other hand, the
ability of relatively low-frequency EM waves to penetrate
various objects makes EM wave detection in communication
frequency band a practical and promising alternative for re-
liable EM property sensing [27]. Since the EM property of
target materials is implicitly embedded within the channel state
information (CSI) from transmitters to receivers, it is possible
to sense EM property via ISAC technologies.

Although ISAC has demonstrated significant achievements
in localization [28], tracking [29], imaging [30], as well as
various other applications [5], [7], [9], [31], EM property
sensing within the ISAC framework has been barely studied.
To the best of the authors’ knowledge, only one work [32] im-
plements EM property sensing under single-BS ISAC systems.
However, the estimation accuracy and the resolution under a
single-BS ISAC system are not satisfactory.

In this paper, we develop a novel scheme that utilizes pilot
signals in an ISAC system with multiple BSs to sense the EM
property of the target and identify the constituent materials.
The main contributions are summarized as follows:
• We rigorously derive a formulation of EM property sens-

ing equations from the EM scattering theory for multiple
user equipments (UEs) and multiple BSs. This approach
particularly focuses on the accurate estimation of relative
permittivity and conductivity distribution (RPCD) in a
region of interest shared by all BSs.

• We propose a fusion algorithm to combine data from
multiple BSs at the RPCD feature level, which enhances
the reconstruction accuracy of EM property by efficiently
integrating diverse measurements and boasts small infor-
mation redundancy as well as low transmission overhead.

• We design orthogonal frequency division multiplexing
(OFDM) pilots across multiple subcarriers to reduce
mutual coherence in ISAC systems, which guarantees the
feasibility of employing compressive sensing techniques
to estimate EM property and thereby secures the reliabil-
ity and accuracy of the overall sensing process.

Simulation results reveal that the proposed method success-
fully delivers high-quality reconstruction of RPCD as well as
precise material classification. Moreover, improvements in the
quality of RPCD reconstruction and the accuracy of material
classification can be achieved by either increasing the signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) at the receivers or utilizing the data from
more BSs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents the system model and formulates the EM property
sensing problem. Section III elaborates the strategy of sens-
ing EM property. Section IV describes the scheme of data
fusion with multiple BSs. Section V proposes the approach
to designing the pilots and identifying the materials of the
target. Section VI provides the numerical simulation results,
and Section VII draws the conclusion.

Notations: Boldface denotes a vector or a matrix; j cor-
responds to the imaginary unit; (·)H , (·)T , and (·)∗ represent
Hermitian, transpose, and conjugate, respectively; ◦ denotes

Fig. 1. The system model is composed of U multi-antenna UEs, a target to
be sensed in region D, and L multi-antenna BSs.

the Khatri-Rao product; ⊙ denotes the Hadamard product;
⊗ denotes the Kronecker product; vec(·) denotes the vector-
ization operation; diag(a) denotes the diagonal matrix whose
diagonal elements are the elements of a; I, 1, and 0 denote
the identity matrix, the all-ones vector, and the all-zeros vector
with compatible dimensions; ∥a∥2 denotes ℓ2-norm of the
vector a; |a| denotes the element-wise absolute value of the
complex vector a; ℜ(·) and ℑ(·) denote the real and imaginary
part of complex vectors or matrices, respectively; Tr(·) denotes
the trace of a matrix; proxf(·) denotes the proximal mapping
of the function f(·); ∥A∥F denotes Frobenius-norm of the
matrix A; A ⪰ 0 indicates that the matrix A is positive semi-
definite; the distribution of a circularly symmetric complex
Gaussian random vector with zero mean and covariance matrix
A is denoted as CN (0,A).

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Signal Model

Consider an uplink OFDM communication scenario with
U mobile UEs and L BSs. The L BSs collaboratively provide
EM property sensing service for a single target and are
connected using cables by a central processing unit. Assume
that each UE is equipped with Nt transmitting antennas, and
each BS is equipped with Nr receiving antennas. The scenario
is also known as the multi-static ISAC system. The UEs all
adopt fully digital precoding structure where the number of
RF chains NRF is equal to the number of antennas Nt. To
facilitate EM property sensing, we utilize pilot transmissions
over K subcarriers. The central frequency of the OFDM sig-
nals is represented by fc, and the interval between subcarriers
is denoted by ∆f .

In order to avoid interference between multiple UEs, we
assume the ISAC system utilizes the time-division duplex
(TDD) mode, i.e., only one UE sends the pilot signals at one
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time. Additionally, it is assumed that each UE transmits I pilot
symbols at each subcarrier.

The overall sensing procedure involves several essential
steps. Initially, the target’s presence is detected [3], [10], [11],
[33], which is a critical prerequisite for subsequent analysis.
Next, ISAC determines the exact location and velocity of the
detected target [5], [7], [9], [29], [31]. These parameters offer
crucial spatial context, facilitating accurate interaction with the
target. Lastly, the EM property of the target is sensed to gather
material-specific information [32]. Hence, we here assume that
information such as the approximate region occupied by the
target has already been obtained.

Suppose the target scatters the pilot signals from the UE
to the BSs as shown in Fig. 1. Since only the signals scattered
by the target carry the information of its EM property, the
UE may purposely send the pilot signals towards the target
by beamforming. The overall ISAC channel from the u-th UE
to the l-th BS at the k-th subcarrier thus only consists of the
target scattering path channel Ĥk,l,u ∈ CNr×Nt . Thus, the
signals received by the l-th BS can be formulated as:

ỹk,l,u = Ĥk,l,uwk,u + ñk,l, (1)

where wk,u ∈ CNt×1 is the digital pilot symbols on the k-
th subcarrier, and ñk,l ∼ CN

(
0Nr

, σ2
k,lINr

)
is the complex

Gaussian noise at the l-th BS on the k-th subcarrier. We
will demonstrate that wk,u should be designed in a varying
way across the subcarriers and hence a fully digital system is
required.

Assume prior knowledge has determined that the target is
contained within a certain region to be sensed, denoted by
D, which can be discretized into M sampling points. Let
the vectors Ei,D

k ∈ CM×1 and JD
k ∈ CM×1 collect the

incident electric field and the equivalent contrast source at
all M sampling points in D, respectively [34]–[36]. Define
H1,k,u ∈ CM×Nt as the channel matrix from the u-th UE to
the target that maps wk,u to Ei,D

k , and define H2,k,l ∈ CNr×M

as the channel matrix from the target to the l-th BS path that
maps JD

k to ỹk,l. The ISAC channel from the UE through
region D to the l-th BS can then be described as:

Ĥk,l,u = H2,k,lXkH1,k,u, (2)

where Xk ∈ CM×M maps Ei,D
k to JD

k and is irrelevant to u
and l, which represents the influence of the existence of the
target on the signal transmission. Thus, the material-related
EM property of the target is implicitly incorporated into the
formulation of Xk, which will be leveraged to identify the
material of the target.

B. EM Wave Propagation Model

In this subsection, the closed-form expression of Xk is
derived to unveil the influence of the target scattering process
on the signal transmission.

Sensing the EM property in region D involves recon-
structing the contrast function χk(r

′), which is defined as the
difference in complex relative permittivity between the target
and air. Given that the relative permittivity and conductivity

of air are approximately equal to 1 and 0 S/m, respectively,
we can formulate χk(r

′) as [35], [37], [38]

χk(r
′) = ϵr(r

′) +
jσ(r′)

ϵ0ωk
− 1, (3)

where ϵr(r
′) denotes the real relative permittivity at point

r′, σ(r′) denotes the conductivity at point r′, ωk = 2πfk
denotes the angular frequency of EM waves at the k-th
subcarrier, and ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity. We then aim to
reconstruct the distributions of the relative permittivity, ϵr(r′),
and the conductivity, σ(r′). The total electric field for the k-th
subcarrier within region D can be described by the Lippmann-
Schwinger (LS) equation [34], [39]

Et
k(r) = Ei

k(r) + k2k

∫
D

Gk(r, r
′)χk(r

′)Et
k(r

′)dr′, (4)

where kk = ωk

c represents the wavenumber at the k-th
subcarrier. Moreover, Et

k(r), E
i
k(r), and Gk(r, r

′) denote the
total electric field, the incident electric field, and the Green’s
function, respectively.

Let the vectors Es,D
k ∈ CM×1, Et,D

k ∈ CM×1, and
χk ∈ CM×1 collect the scattering electric field, the total
electric field, and χk(r) on all M sampling points in D,
respectively. Let Gk ∈ CM×M represent the matrix obtained
by discretizing the integral kernel k2kGk(r, r

′) in (4) using the
method of moments (MoM). In Gk, both r and r′ correspond
to the discretized sampling points within region D.

According to [32], the closed-form expression of Xk in
(2) can be written as:

Xk = diag (χk) [I−Gkdiag (χk)]
−1

. (5)

For those sampling points occupied by the air within D, the
corresponding rows of Xk are all zeros, and those points are
not regarded as EM sources of scattering waves.

Denote W̃k,u = [wk,u,1,wk,u,2, · · · ,wk,u,I ] ∈ CNt×I as
the digital transmitter beamforming matrix stacked by time
at the k-th subcarrier. Then the overall received pilot signals
Yk,l,u ∈ CNr×I can be formulated in a compact form as:

Yk,l,u = [ỹk,l,u,1, ỹk,l,u,2, · · · , ỹk,l,u,I ]

= H2,k,ldiag (χk) [I−Gkdiag (χk)]
−1H1,k,uW̃k,u

+ [ñk,l,1, ñk,l,2, · · · , ñk,l,I ] . (6)

Define the equivalent channel from the u-th user to the tar-
get as H̃1,k,u = H1,k,uW̃k,u and horizontally concatenate the
equivalent channels into H̄1,k =

[
H̃1,k,1, · · · , H̃1,k,U

]
. Then

we can vectorize Yk,l,u (u = 1, · · · , U) to yk,l ∈ CUINr×1

as:

yk,l = vec ([Yk,l,1, · · · ,Yk,l,U ])

(a)
=
[(

H̄⊤
1,k [I−Gkdiag (χk)]

−⊤
)
◦H2,k,l

]
χk + nk,l,

(7)

where
(a)
= in (7) comes from the equality: vec (Adiag(b)C) =(

CT ◦A
)
b, and nk,l =

[
ñ⊤
k,l,1, ñ

⊤
k,l,2, · · · , ñ⊤

k,l,I

]⊤
denotes

the overall vectorized noise.
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In order to derive a quasi-linear sensing model, we further
define the sensing matrix Dk,l ∈ CUINr×M as:

Dk,l
∆
=

{
H̄⊤

1,k [I−Gkdiag (χk)]
−⊤

}
◦H2,k,l. (8)

Then the sensing equation with respect to χk can be formally
formulated as:

yk,l = Dk,lχk + nk,l. (9)

III. EM PROPERTY SENSING

In this section, we propose an EM property sensing method
by fusing received pilot signals of all K subcarriers from the
same BS. Denote the central angular frequency as ωc = 2πfc
and denote the corresponding contrast vector as χc = εr −
1M + jσ

ωcε0
. Denote zk,l =

[
ℜ (yk,l)

⊤
,ℑ (yk,l)

⊤
]⊤

and the

EM property vector as s =
[
(εr − 1M )⊤, ( 1

ωcε0
σ)⊤

]⊤
. We

then define the real-valued weighted sensing matrix as:

Ek,l =

[
ℜ (Dk,l) − ωc

ωk
ℑ (Dk,l)

ℑ (Dk,l)
ωc

ωk
ℜ (Dk,l)

]
. (10)

Separating the real and imaginary part of equation (9) and
extracting frequency-related components in χk, we can derive
the real-valued sensing equation as:

zk,l = Ek,ls+
[
ℜ (nk,l)

⊤
,ℑ (nk,l)

⊤
]⊤

. (11)

Define the general vector of measurement z̃l ∈ R2UINrK×1

and the general sensing matrix Ẽl ∈ R2UINrK×2M as:

z̃l =
[
z⊤1,l, · · · , z⊤K,l

]⊤
, (12)

Ẽl =
[
E⊤

1,l, · · · ,E⊤
K,l

]⊤
. (13)

Given that the region D is mainly filled with air and the
target occupies a relatively small part within D, most of the
elements of s are 0 corresponding to the EM property of the
air. Additionally, (εr−1M ) and 1

ωcε0
σ share the same support

set and the same sparse structure. Utilizing the compressive
sensing techniques, s can be reconstructed by the l-th BS
individually as the solution to the following regularized mixed
ℓ(1, 2)-norm minimization problem:

min
s

hl(s)
∆
=

1

2
∥z̃l − Ẽls∥22 + λl∥s∥1,2 (14a)

s.t. s ≥ 02M , (14b)

where λl represents a predetermined positive regularization
parameter that should be chosen appropriately. The constraint
s ≥ 02M indicates all elements of s are nonnegative and
holds true because the conductivity is nonnegative and the
relative permittivity is larger than or equal to 1. More-
over, ∥s∥1,2 is the mixed ℓ(1, 2)-norm defined as: ∥s∥1,2

∆
=∑M

m=1

√
s2m + s2m+M .

In particular, (14) can be considered as the maximum a
posteriori (MAP) estimation problem, where the prior prob-
ability density function of s is λle

−λl∥s∥1,2 . Given the prior
information, (14) focuses on harnessing the joint sparsity of s
to enhance the sensing performance.

IV. FEATURE-LEVEL MULTI-BS DATA FUSION

In this section, we design the multi-BS data fusion algo-
rithm to improve the accuracy of RPCD reconstructions com-
pared to the single-BS sensing results. In order to reduce the
transmission overhead between BSs and the central processing
unit, we perform the feature-level fusion based on the EM
property of the collected data. In this approach, only the most
relevant features of RPCD are extracted and transmitted, rather
than the raw data, i.e., the received signals. Thus, the feature-
level fusion reduces the amount of information exchanged
while preserving the quality and utility of the data for further
processing and analysis.

A. Multi-Agent Consensus Equilibrium

In the multi-BS network, each BS collects information
from an individual perspective and can be considered as an
agent for the shared EM property sensing task. Therefore, we
utilize the multi-agent consensus equilibrium (MACE) frame-
work to harmonize the sensing results of multiple BSs [40],
with the goal of enhancing the quality of RPCD reconstruction.
In order to solve problem (14) from signals received at all BSs,
we introduce the general MAP cost function h(s) as the sum
of hl(s), aiming to minimize these individual cost functions
collaboratively, i.e.,

min
s

h(s)
∆
=

L∑
l=1

ζlhl(s) (15a)

s.t. s ≥ 02M , (15b)

where ζl is the normalized weight coefficient and satisfies∑L
l=1 ζl = 1.
In order to understand the relationship between (15) and

MACE, we define the l-th agent Fl(·) as the proximal mapping
of σ2ζlhl(·), i.e., a mapping in the following form:

Fl(s)=proxσ2ζlhl(·) (s)= argmin
v,v≥02M

{
∥v − s∥22

2
+ σ2ζlhl(v)

}
= argmin

v,v≥02M

{
∥v − s∥22
2σ2ζl

+
1

2
∥z̃l − Ẽlv∥22 + λl∥v∥1,2

}
,

(16)

where σ is a hyperparameter shared by all BSs that controls
the convergence speed.

The core concept of MACE is that each BS applies an
abstract force, represented as an offset, to a consensus solution.
MACE is achieved when the collective forces exerted by all
the BSs balance each other out, which is called equilibrium in
physics [41]. Specifically, the consensus solution of all BSs,
defined as s∗ ∈ RM×1, is found by solving the following set
of MACE equations:

Fl (s
∗ + u∗

l ) = s∗, l = 1, · · · , L, (17)
L∑

l=1

u∗
l = 02M , (18)

where u∗
l ∈ RM×1 represents the abstract force applied by the

l-th BS that should satisfy (18) in order to achieve equilibrium
among all BSs.
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According to (16) and (17) as well as the convexity of
hl(·), there is

[s∗ − (s∗ + u∗
l )] + σ2ζl∂hl (s

∗) ∋ 02M , l = 1, · · · , L,
(19)

where ∂hl(·) is the subgradient of hl(·). Thus, by summing
(19) over l and applying (18), we obtain

∂h (s∗) ∋ 02M . (20)

Note that (20) always holds irrespective of the choice of
σ, which only influences the time to reach consensus. Con-
sidering the convexity of h(·), it has been proven that the
stationary point s∗ is the global minimum of the general MAP
cost function h(·). Therefore, the solution s∗ to the MACE
equations (17) and (18) is exactly the solution to the MAP
reconstruction problem of equation (15).

The main calculation step in the MACE equations is to
compute Fl(·) in (16). In order to solve (16) efficiently, we
define the indicator function corresponding to the constraint
v ≥ 02M as

I(v) =

{
0, v ≥ 02M

+∞, otherwise
. (21)

Then the constraint v ≥ 02M can be replaced by incorporating
the indicator function (21) into the objective function. We
can then solve (16) using the alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM). With an auxiliary variable a ∈ R2M×1,
(16) can be equivalently transformed into

min
v,a

1

2
∥z̃l − Ẽlv∥22 + I(a) + λl∥a∥1,2 +

1

2σ2ζl
∥a− s∥22

(22a)
s.t. v = a. (22b)

The reason for the above transformation is that the first term in
(22a) can be regarded as the fidelity term, while the remaining
three terms in (22a) can be regarded as the regularization terms
given by prior knowledge. Since both the fidelity term and the
regularization terms are convex functions, ADMM guarantees
the finding of the global minimum of the objective function. To
equivalently convert (22) into an optimization problem without
the constraint, the augmented Lagrangian function Ll(v,a,b)
associated with the optimization problem (22) is defined as

Ll(v,a,b) =
1

2
∥z̃l − Ẽlv∥22 + I(a) + λl∥a∥1,2 +

∥a− s∥22
2σ2ζl

− b⊤(a− v) +
1

2ηl
∥a− v∥22, (23)

where b ∈ R2M×1 is the Lagrangian multiplier and ηl is the
penalty factor. Given the initial vector set

{
v(0),a(0),b(0)

}

and until a certain stopping criterion is satisfied, ADMM gen-
erates the sequence (v(n),a(n),b(n)) recursively as follows:

v(n+1) = argmin
v

Ll

(
v,a(n),b(n)

)
=

(
Ẽ⊤

l Ẽl +
1

ηl
I

)−1 [
Ẽ⊤

l z̃l +
1

ηl

(
a(n) − ηlb

(n)
)]

, (24)

a(n+1) = argmin
a

Ll

(
v(n+1),a,b(n)

)
=argmin

a
{I(a)

+ λl∥a∥1,2+
∥a− s∥22
2σ2ζl

+
∥a− b(n) − v(n+1)∥22

2ηl

}
, (25)

b(n+1) = b(n) − 1

ηl

(
v(n+1) − a(n+1)

)
. (26)

Since (25) is relatively difficult to solve, we then elaborate
the details of the update of a(n+1). Let a(n+1)

m denote the m-
th element of a(n+1). Note that (25) can be decomposed into
M uncorrelated subproblems, with the m-th subproblem being
formulated as

(a(n+1)
m , a

(n+1)
m+M )=argmin

am,am+M

{
I(am, am+M )+λl

√
a2m + a2m+M

+(
1

2ηl
+

1

2σ2ζl
)

[
am −

σ2ζl(b
(n)
m + v

(n+1)
m ) + ηlsm

σ2ζl + ηl

]2

+(
1

2ηl
+

1

2σ2ζl
)

[
am+M−

σ2ζl(b
(n)
m+M+v

(n+1)
m+M )+ηlsm+M

σ2ζl + ηl

]2
.

(27)

Define ãm = [am, am+M ]
⊤ and g(ãm) = I(ãm) + λl∥ãm∥2.

Note that (27) can be interpreted as finding the
proximal mapping of 2ηlσ

2ζl
ηl+σ2ζl

g(·). Define c(n) =[
σ2ζl(b

(n)
m +v(n+1)

m )+ηlsm
σ2ζl+ηl

,
σ2ζl(b

(n)
m+M+v

(n+1)
m+M )+ηlsm+M

σ2ζl+ηl

]⊤
.

The solution of (27) is then given by

a(n+1)
m =max

{
0,

[
1− 2ηlσ

2ζlλl

(σ2ζl + ηl)max{∥c(n)∥2, 2ηlσ2ζlλl

ηl+σ2ζl
}

]

×σ2ζl(b
(n)
m + v

(n+1)
m ) + ηlsm

σ2ζl + ηl

}
, (28)

a
(n+1)
m+M =max

{
0,

[
1− 2ηlσ

2ζlλl

(σ2ζl + ηl)max{∥c(n)∥2, 2ηlσ2ζlλl

ηl+σ2ζl
}

]

×
σ2ζl(b

(n)
m+M + v

(n+1)
m+M ) + ηlsm+M

σ2ζl + ηl

}
. (29)

By solving (27) for m = 1, · · · ,M , we can obtain the
solution to (25) whose elements are listed in (28) and (29).
Furthermore, by repeating (24)-(26) until the convergence of
ADMM, the solution to (16) is given by the final v(n) in (24).

The computational complexity of the operator Fl(·) is
dominated by the update of v(n) in ADMM. Suppose the
maximum iteration number is NADMM . Then the complexity
of calculating Fl(·) is O(NADMM (UINrKM2+M3)) in the
worst case.
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B. Finding MACE by Solving Fixed-Point Problem

Since the MACE equations (17) and (18) are difficult to
solve straightforwardly, we will further elucidate the solution
process.

Note that even with the same input, the output of Fl(·)
may be different across BSs due to the difference in Ẽl. Thus,
let sl denote the RPCD vector reconstructed by the l-th BS.
We horizontally stack the vectors sl , l = 1, · · · , L, to form
the overall MACE state as

S = [s1, · · · , sL]. (30)

Define the unified proximal operator by horizontally stacking
the proximal mappings Fl(·) , l = 1, · · · , L, as

F(S) = [F1(s1), · · · , FL(sL)]. (31)

Since each column of F(S) is individually calculated by a
certain BS, F(S) contains multiple and possibly inconsistent
reconstructions. In order to yield a single RPCD reconstruc-
tion, we define the averaging operator as

G(S) =
1

L
S1L1

⊤
L = [x̄(S), · · · , x̄(S)] , (32)

where x̄(S) = 1
LS1L = 1

L

∑L
l=1 sl. The operator G(S)

computes the average of the components in S, and then returns
the matrix formed by duplicating x̄(S) L times. Note that
the averaging operator G(S) is idempotent, i.e., G(G(S)) =
G(S). Since sl = s∗+u∗

l when MACE is achieved, the MACE
equations, i.e., (17) and (18), can be reformulated compactly
as

F (S∗) = G (S∗) , (33)

where S∗ is the solution of (33). Equation (33) can be
interpreted as finding a consensus equilibrium among all BSs.
The final MACE reconstruction is then given by s∗ = x̄ (S∗),
and the columns of F (S∗)−S∗ are u∗

l in (18) , l = 1, . . . , L,
whose summation is 02M .

The MACE equation (33) can be solved in a convenient
way by converting the equation to a fixed-point problem,
which can be efficiently and effectively solved by using the
Mann iteration method [42]. Define the auxiliary variable Q∗

as

Q∗ = (2G− I)S∗. (34)

Since G is idempotent, there is (2G−I)2 = I, i.e., (2G−I) is
self-inverse. From (34), we have S∗ = (2G−I)Q∗. Moreover,
with (33), there is

(2F− I)S∗ = (2G− I)S∗. (35)

Substituting S∗ = (2G − I)Q∗ into (35) and using the self-
inverse property of 2G− I, we obtain

(2F− I)(2G− I)Q∗ = Q∗. (36)

Therefore, the solution to the MACE equation (33) is exactly
the fixed point of the composition operator T = (2F−I)(2G−
I) given by

T(Q∗) = Q∗. (37)

Algorithm 1 Multi-BS Data Fusion

1: Input: Initial guess S(0), Ẽ(0)
l , convergence tolerance ϵ,

relaxation parameter ρ ∈ (0, 1)
2: Output: Consensus equilibrium s∗

3: Initialize iteration counter k ← 0
4: Compute Q(0) ← (2G− I)S(0)

5: repeat
6: Compute T(k)(Q(k))← (2F(k) − I)(2G− I)Q(k)

7: Compute Q(k+1) ← ρT(k)(Q(k)) + (1− ρ)Q(k)

8: Compute S(k+1) ← (2G− I)Q(k+1)

9: Update Ẽ
(k+1)
l with S(k+1) based on (8), (10), and

(13)
10: Update F

(k+1)
l (·) with Ẽ

(k+1)
l based on (16)

11: Update F(k+1)(·) with F
(k+1)
l (·) based on (31)

12: k ← k + 1
13: until ∥Q(k+1) −Q(k)∥F < ϵ
14: Compute S∗ ← (2G− I)Q(k)

15: Compute final EM property reconstruction s∗ ← x̄(S∗)

We can calculate the fixed-point Q∗ using the Mann iterations
[42]. In this approach, we start with an arbitrary initial guess
Q(0) and employ the following iterations:

Q(k+1) = ρT(Q(k)) + (1− ρ)Q(k), k ≥ 0, (38)

which guarantees the convergence to the fixed-point Q∗ under
the condition that the relaxation parameter ρ is within the
interval (0, 1) and the operator T is non-expansive [42].

The non-expansive property of T is verified as follows.
Since each Fl(·) is the proximal mapping of a convex function
hl(·), Fl(·) belongs to the class of resolvents. Therefore,
both the concatenated proximal mapping resolvent F and the
reflection resolvent 2F − I are non-expansive [42]. Besides,
it can be easily proven that the operator 2G− I is equivalent
to right-multiplying Q(k) by the matrix ( 2

L1L1
⊤
L − I), which

is the Householder transformation that belongs to orthogonal
transformation and does not change the distance between two
vectors. Thus, 2G − I is also non-expansive. Consequently,
T, as the composition operator of 2G − I and 2F − I, is
also non-expansive, and thus the iteration (38) is guaranteed
to converge.

During the iterative process of EM property sensing,
updating Ẽl and the function Fl(·) is crucial to refine EM
property estimates. Initially, Ẽl is estimated using the Born
approximation [37], [38], considering the scattering electric
field as relatively minor compared to the incident electric field.
With the Born approximation, there is

Dk,l =

{
H̄⊤

1,k

[
I+

∞∑
i=1

(
(Gkdiag

(
χk)

−⊤)i)]} ◦H2,k,l

≈ H̄⊤
1,k ◦H2,k,l. (39)

Approximation (39) allows for the calculation of the initial
sensing matrix Ẽ

(0)
l , which are then used to reconstruct the

initial guess S(0). In each iteration, Ẽ(k)
l is updated to reflect

the latest estimates of EM property, and F
(k)
l (·) is adjusted



7

accordingly to compensate for the errors introduced by ap-
proximation (39). This iterative adjustment leverages recursive
linear approximations, which makes the RPCD reconstruction
converge to accurate EM property of the target.

The proposed iteration procedure of multi-BS data fusion
is summarized in Algorithm 1. Note that only S(k) is trans-
mitted between BSs and the central processing unit while
Ẽ

(k)
l and F

(k)
l (·) can be updated by each BS locally without

transmission to the central processing unit. The BSs only
need to transmit a 2M -dimensional vector s

(k)
l to the central

processing unit, saving the overhead of transmitting the gen-
eral sensing matrix Ẽl, whose dimension is 2UINrK × 2M .
Thus, the transmission overhead is significantly decreased in
Algorithm 1 compared to signal-level data fusion.

The complexity of Algorithm 1 is dominated by calculating
T(k)(Q(k)) and updating F(k)(·). The complexity of calculat-
ing T(k)(Q(k)) is then dominated by calculating F(k)(Q(k)),
i.e., O(LNADMM (UINrKM2 + M3)). Since the complex-
ity of constructing Dk,l is O(M3 + M2UI + UINrM),
the complexity of updating Ẽ

(k)
l is O(K(M3 + M2UI +

UINrM)). The complexity of updating F(k+1)(·) is then
O(KL(M3 + M2UI + UINrM)). Therefore, the general
computational complexity of Algorithm 1 with Niter iterations
can be summarized as O(Niter[LNADMM (UINrKM2 +
M3) +KL(M3 +M2UI + UINrM)]).

V. PILOT DESIGN AND MATERIAL IDENTIFICATION

A. Joint Design of Multi-Subcarrier Pilots

To enhance the diversity of incident EM wave patterns
within region D, we can minimize the column mutual coher-
ence of the equivalent channels from the u-th UE to the target,
i.e., H̃1,k,u

∆
= H1,k,uW̃k,u. The column mutual coherence,

which measures the correlation or linear dependence between
signals or patterns, is a critical metric in this context [43], [44].
Reducing column mutual coherence enhances the clarity and
distinctiveness of each pilot pattern and is crucial for effective
EM property sensing. Since UEs typically do not have access
to other UEs’ CSI, each UE should independently design its
pilot patterns.

Define Ak,u =
[
H1,1,uW̃1,u, · · · ,H1,k−1,uW̃k−1,u

]
,

and define A1,u = 0M as a special case with k = 1. For
each UE, we design the pilots for each subcarrier sequentially
from k = 1 to K based on the following optimization:

min
W̃k,u,ξk,u

p(W̃k,u, ξk,u) =
∥∥∥W̃H

k,uH
H
1,k,uH1,k,uW̃k,u − ξk,uI

∥∥∥2
F

+ γk,u

∥∥∥AH
k,uH1,k,uW̃k,u

∥∥∥2
F

(40a)

s.t.
∥∥∥W̃k,u

∥∥∥2
F
≤ Pk,u, (40b)

Iξk,u ≥ P̄k,u, (40c)

where γk,u is a penalty factor, ξk,u is a scaling factor that
represents the overall power of the objective pilot patterns in
region D, Pk,u is the general power budget of the u-th UE for
the k-th subcarrier, and P̄k,u is the minimum overall power in
region D.

In the objective function (40a), the first term aims at the
reduction of the mutual coherence among different symbols
transmitted within the same subcarrier. This is achieved by
making the Gram matrix of the equivalent channel as orthog-
onal as possible, for each UE and at each subcarrier. Therefore,
the ideal outcome is that the Gram matrix resembles ξk,uI. The
second term in (40a) aims at the reduction of the mutual coher-
ence between symbols transmitted across different subcarriers.
By minimizing this norm, the optimization ensures that the
pilot patterns in region D across different subcarriers also
remain as orthogonal as possible to each other, which is crucial
to improve the overall system performance in multi-subcarrier
ISAC environments. Therefore, a fully digital beamforming
architecture is necessitated to adjust W̃k,u at different carriers.

In order to solve the optimization problem (40), we can
apply the projected gradient descent (PGD) method combined
with Wirtinger calculus to the objective function (40a) [45].
We first need to calculate the gradient of p(W̃k,u, ξk,u) with
respect to the conjugate of the variable W̃∗

k,u. Using Wirtinger
derivatives, we obtain

∂p(W̃k,u, ξk,u)

∂W̃∗
k,u

=2HH
1,k,uH1,k,uW̃k,u

(
W̃H

k,uH
H
1,k,u

× H1,k,uW̃k,u−ξk,uI
)
+γk,uH

H
1,k,uAk,uA

H
k,uH1,k,uW̃k,u.

(41)

The PGD method involves two key steps: the gradient
descent update and the projection onto the feasible set given
by the constraints. Specifically, the update process for W

(t)
k,u

can be formulated as

Ẇ
(t+1)
k,u = W̃

(t)
k,u − αk,u

∂p(W̃
(t)
k,u, ξ

(t)
k,u)

∂W̃∗
k,u

, (42)

W̃
(t+1)
k,u = min

1,

√√√√ Pk,u∥∥∥Ẇ(t+1)
k,u

∥∥∥2
F

Ẇ
(t+1)
k,u , (43)

where αk,u is the step size determined by the Armijo back-
tracking line search method, and the superscript (t) denotes
the iteration number.

Next, the scaling factor is updated by directly minimizing
(40a) and projecting ξk,u onto (40c) as

ξ
(t+1)
k,u = max

{
1

I
P̄k,u,

1

I
Tr

[
(W̃

(t)
k,u)

HHH
1,k,uH1,k,uW̃

(t)
k,u

]}
=

1

I
max

{
P̄k,u,

∥∥∥H1,k,uW̃
(t)
k,u

∥∥∥2
F

}
. (44)

The formulations (42)-(44) ensure that each iterative update
not only minimizes p(W̃k,u, ξk,u) but also adheres to the
constraints imposed by the power budget and the minimum
power of the objective pilot patterns in region D.

The computational complexity of the joint design of
multi-subcarrier pilots is dominated by the calculation of
∂p(W̃k,u,ξk,u)

∂W̃∗
k,u

. Suppose the PGD method takes Nk,u iterations

to converge, and then the complexity of designing W̃k,u is
O(Nk,u(INtM +M2I + I2Nt + IN2

t )).
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(a) UE-1, subcarrier-1 (b) UE-1, subcarrier-16 (c) UE-1, subcarrier-32

(d) UE-2, subcarrier-1 (e) UE-2, subcarrier-16 (f) UE-2, subcarrier-32

Fig. 2. Pilot patterns in the region D generated by different UEs and subcarriers demonstrated by
∣∣∣Ei,D

k

∣∣∣.
To provide a vivid illustration of the joint multi-subcarrier

pilots design, we show in Fig. 2 the pilot patterns
∣∣∣Ei,D

k

∣∣∣ in
region D. Suppose prior knowledge determines that the target
is located within D = [−0.5, 0.5]× [−0.5, 0.5] m2. We choose
the number of sampling points as M = 32 × 32 = 1024.
There are 2 UEs equipped with 8-antennas uniform linear array
(ULA). The inter-antenna spacing is set as 0.005 m. Two UEs
are located at (−9.3,−3.8) m and (4.4,−2.4) m, respectively.
The central frequency is fc = 30 GHz and the frequency
spacing of OFDM subcarriers is ∆f = 120 KHz. For each
UE, pilots are transmitted in K = 32 subcarriers. For brevity,
we only show the pattern of the first pilot symbol in each
subcarrier.

As shown in Fig. 2, the different subcarriers provide
distinct pilot patterns in region D. However, due to relatively
small number of the UE antennas in practice, the stripes of the
patterns generated by the same UE are roughly in the same
direction that is mainly determined by the position of the UE.
Thus, a single UE may not be sufficient to generate pilots for
the reconstruction of RPCD in D. To address this problem, we
require multiple users at different positions to provide diverse
views and resolutions of RPCD. Besides, since UE-2 is closer
to D, the near-field effect is more prominent and the pilot
pattern stripes are not parallel. Closer proximity leads to more
diversity in the pattern style, which is more beneficial to RPCD

reconstruction. Despite the fact that each UE designs its pilots
independently in (40), the pilot patterns of different UEs are
inherently distinct and with low mutual coherence when the
UEs are in different positions.

B. Material Identification Methodology

After RPCD reconstruction, the materials of the target can
then be identified. Suppose that the target is known to be
constituted by several possible materials, whose permittivity
and conductivity are all precisely measured in advance. From
the perspective of EM property sensing, only the materials
with significant discrepancies in permittivity or conductivity
can be distinguished. In detail, the material identification
process consists of two steps: clustering and then classification.

In order to determine the material of the target, we first
need to distinguish between the parts of region D occupied
by different materials. To accomplish this, we utilize the
density-based spatial clustering of applications with noise
(DBSCAN) algorithm to divide the sampling points in D
into several categories [46]. DBSCAN is an unsupervised
algorithm with strong generalization of clusters for different
shapes and sizes, and is guaranteed to converge regardless
of the input data distribution. The approach to determining
the DBSCAN hyper-parameters has been discussed in [47].
Since the relative permittivity and conductivity have different
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dimensions, we adopt the non-dimensional and scale-invariant
Mahalanobis distance as the metric in the DBSCAN clustering
algorithm [48]. The number of clusters is self-adaptive and
represents the estimated number of material categories. The
cluster centroid of the air, which represents the average per-
mittivity and conductivity values of the air, is typically close to
(1, 0). Conversely, the cluster centroids of the target materials,
which individually represent their average permittivity and
conductivity, are generally positioned significantly away from
(1, 0).

After DBSCAN clustering is performed, the next step is
to determine the material categories of the target components.
The procedure begins by eliminating outlier points from the
data. Subsequently, we calculate the Mahalanobis distances
between the centroids of each cluster, which represent the
target materials, and the measured EM property values of
each candidate material. The target materials are subsequently
assigned to the categories that correspond to the smallest Ma-
halanobis distance, signifying the highest degree of similarity
between the measured EM property of the target and the
recognized characteristics of the known materials.

The computational complexity of the material identifi-
cation is dominated by the DBSCAN clustering algorithm,
whose complexity is O(M2) in the worst case [49] and can
be further improved by applying acceleration techniques [50].

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

Suppose the prior knowledge determines that the target is
located within the region D = [−1, 1]× [−1, 1] m2. A total of
U = 16 UEs are randomly located in a circular region of radius
10 m centered at the origin but outside region D. We consider
a ULA transmitter equipped with Nt = 8 antennas at each
UE. The power budget is the same for all UEs and is evenly
allocated to all subcarriers. For each UE, I = 16 pilot OFDM
symbols are transmitted in each subcarrier. Assume 4 BSs are
located in sequence at (100, 0) m, (0, 100) m, (−100, 0) m,
and (0,−100) m, respectively. Each BS is equipped with
Nr = 64 ULA antennas parallel to the x direction. We assume
that the noise at each BS is subject to the same zero-mean
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with the
same covariance. The SNR is then defined as the ratio of the
overall received signal power from all BSs to the overall noise
power. The inter-antenna spacing for both the UEs and the BSs
is set as 0.005 m. The central frequency is fc = 30 GHz and
the frequency spacing of OFDM subcarriers is ∆f = 120
KHz. We choose the number of sampling points in region D
as M = 64 × 64 = 4096. Each sampling point in D can be
regarded as a single pixel in an image, i.e., the RPCD image
consists of 64× 64 = 4096 pixels.

Besides, we introduce the normalized mean square error
(NMSE) of RPCD reconstruction as the criterion to evaluate
the performance of EM property sensing

NMSE = 10 log10
∥s− s∗∥22
∥s∥22

= 10 log10
∥ϵr − ϵ∗r∥

2
2 +

1
ω2

cϵ
2
0
∥σ − σ∗∥22

∥ϵr∥22 +
1

ω2
cϵ

2
0
∥σ∥22

. (45)

In (45), the NMSE of RPCD combines the estimation errors
of both ϵr and σ, which assesses the EM property sensing
performance in a comprehensive way. Moreover, the material
classification accuracy is defined as the ratio of the number
of correctly classified samples to the total number of tested
samples.

A. RPCD Reconstruction Performance versus SNR

To illustrate the RPCD reconstruction results vividly, we
present the reconstructed images of the target based on rela-
tive permittivity and conductivity, respectively, with L = 4,
K = 20, and SNR = 0 dB or 30 dB in Fig. 3. The
target “THU” is the abbreviation of “Tsinghua University”,
and the three letters are composed of wood, chipboard, and
plasterboard, respectively. It is seen from Fig. 3 that, the
reconstructed RPCD can reflect the general shape of the target.
The RPCD reconstructed at SNR = 30 dB is much more
accurate to demonstrate the target’s shape compared to the
RPCD reconstructed at SNR = 0 dB. Moreover, a higher
SNR value results in more accurate reconstructed values of
relative permittivity and conductivity, which leads to better
representation of the target’s real EM property.

We explore the NMSE of reconstructed RPCD versus the
SNR, as shown in Fig. 4. We set the number of subcarriers to
be K = 20 and sequentially select several BSs and fuse their
data at the feature level to enhance the overall accuracy of the
reconstructed RPCD. It is seen from Fig. 4 that, the NMSE
decreases with the increase of SNR in all cases, and the best
performance is achieved when L = 4. The NMSE decreases
fast in the beginning when the SNR increases from 0 dB to
10 dB. When the SNR reaches a threshold of approximately
20 dB, the NMSE reduces to an error floor and remains
largely unchanged. At this level, the limitation on RPCD
reconstruction quality is no longer due to noise at the BS but
rather to the insufficient information about the target captured
in the general sensing matrix. As signals from more BSs are
utilized, more information of the target is integrated, which
leads to a smaller error floor in RPCD reconstruction.

B. RPCD Reconstruction Performance versus Bandwidth

To demonstrate the RPCD reconstruction results, we
present images of the target reconstructed based on relative
permittivity and conductivity with L = 4 and SNR = 30 dB,
for K = 16 and 64, respectively. The target “SEU” is the
abbreviation of “Southeast University”, and the three letters are
composed of wood, chipboard, and plasterboard, respectively.
As shown in Fig. 5, the RPCD reconstructed with K = 64
is more accurate to reflect the target’s shape compared to the
RPCD reconstructed with K = 16. Moreover, a larger number
of subcarriers yields more accurate reconstructed values of
relative permittivity and conductivity, which leads to a better
representation of the target’s real EM property.

We investigate the NMSE of reconstructed RPCD versus
the bandwidth by changing the number of subcarriers K while
keeping the frequency step ∆f unchanged, as shown in Fig. 6.
It is seen that, NMSE decreases with the increase of K in
all cases, and the best performance is achieved when the
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(a) Target real relative permittivity (b) Reconstrcted relative permittivity
with SNR = 0 dB

(c) Reconstrcted relative permittivity
with SNR = 30 dB

(d) Target real conductivity (e) Reconstrcted conductivity with SNR = 0 dB (f) Reconstrcted conductivity with SNR = 30 dB

Fig. 3. RPCD reconstruction results versus SNR with L = 4 BSs and K = 20 subcarriers. Unit of conductivity is S/m.

Fig. 4. NMSE of PRCD versus SNR with K = 20.

signals from all 4 BSs are used. This is because the increased
bandwidth enhances the diversity of the pilot patterns and
increases the number of sensing equations. Consequently,
more information about RPCD is extracted, leading to better
reconstruction accuracy.

C. Material Classification Accuracy versus SNR

Assume that the target may be composed of 10 possible
kinds of materials in the database, including wood, concrete,
chipboard, etc, whose relative permittivity and conductivity
have been precisely measured in advance. The shape of the
target is set to be identical to “THU” in Fig. 3, while the EM
property of the target is decided by the material.

To provide an example of classifying the materials in
region D, we show the clustering results using DBSCAN
in Fig. 7 with K = 20, SNR = 30 dB, and L = 4. In
Fig. 7, each data point represents a sampling point in region D,
and the colors of the data points represent the classification
results. It is observed that the cluster of the air is close to
(1, 0), whereas the clusters of the target materials are notably
away from (1, 0). Therefore, this separation enables clear
differentiation between sampling points associated with air and
those associated with the target materials.

Using the sampling points occupied by the target after
removing the outlier points and the points associated with
air, we show the material classification accuracy versus SNR
with different L when K = 20 in Fig. 8. It is seen that, the
classification accuracy increases with the increase of SNR for
all L, and the best performance is achieved with L = 4. When
the SNR is smaller than 5 dB, the accuracies are smaller than
60% for all L. The accuracy increases rapidly when the SNR
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(a) Target relative permittivity (b) Reconstructed relative permittivity with K = 16 (c) Reconstructed relative permittivity with K = 64

(d) Target conductivity (e) Reconstructed conductivity with K = 16 (f) Reconstructed conductivity with K = 64

Fig. 5. RPCD reconstruction results versus K with L = 4 BSs and SNR = 30 dB. Unit of conductivity is S/m.

Fig. 6. NMSE of PRCD versus K with SNR = 30 dB.

increases from 0 dB to 10 dB and reaches an upper bound
at about 20 dB. This is because larger SNR results in lower
RPCD reconstruction errors, which offers higher classification
accuracy according to Fig. 4 and Fig. 8.

Fig. 7. Clustering results using the DBSCAN method.

D. Material Classification Accuracy versus Bandwidth

With SNR = 30 dB and under the same other simu-
lation settings as in subsection C, we explore the material
classification accuracy versus the bandwidth by changing the
number of subcarriers K while keeping the frequency step ∆f
unchanged, as shown in Fig. 9. It is seen that, the classification
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Fig. 8. Material classification accuracy versus SNR with K = 20.

Fig. 9. Material classification accuracy versus K with SNR = 30 dB.

accuracy increases with the increase of K in all cases. The
highest accuracy is achieved at L = 4 and K = 64, where the
accuracy is 88%. When K is larger than 32, the accuracies are
larger than 50% for all L. Generally speaking, larger K leads
to lower RPCD reconstruction errors, which further provides
higher classification accuracy according to Fig. 6 and Fig. 9.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose an innovative scheme employing
OFDM pilot signals in ISAC with multiple BSs for effective
EM property sensing and material identification. The proposed
framework not only facilitates the precise estimation of RPCD
but also enhances material classification through a collabo-
rative network approach. Key contributions of the proposed
framework include the establishment of a comprehensive EM
property sensing mechanism in ISAC with multiple BSs,
the implementation of a feature-level multi-BS data fusion
strategy to optimize EM property reconstruction, and the
strategic design of multi-subcarrier pilots to minimize column
mutual coherence. The simulation outcomes demonstrate the

efficacy of the proposed framework, highlighting its capability
to achieve high-quality RPCD reconstruction and accurate
material classification. Additionally, the simulation results sug-
gest that the reconstruction quality and classification accuracy
can be significantly improved by optimizing the SNR at the
receivers or by expanding the number of BSs involved in data
collection.
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