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Abstract—In this paper, we present a probability graph-based
semantic information compression system for scenarios where
the base station (BS) and the user share common background
knowledge. We employ probability graphs to represent the
shared knowledge between the communicating parties. During
the transmission of specific text data, the BS first extracts
semantic information from the text, which is represented by a
knowledge graph. Subsequently, the BS omits certain relational
information based on the shared probability graph to reduce the
data size. Upon receiving the compressed semantic data, the user
can automatically restore missing information using the shared
probability graph and predefined rules. This approach brings
additional computational resource consumption while effectively
reducing communication resource consumption. Considering the
limitations of wireless resources, we address the problem of
joint communication and computation resource allocation design,
aiming at minimizing the total communication and computation
energy consumption of the network while adhering to latency,
transmit power, and semantic constraints. Simulation results
demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed system.

Index Terms—Semantic communication, knowledge graph,
probability graph, semantic information extraction.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past few decades, the development of mobile
communication technologies has greatly contributed to the
progress of human society. In the 1940s, Shannon proposed
the information theory, which focused on quantifying the
maximum data transmission rate that a communication chan-
nel could support. Guided by this seminal work, existing
communication systems have been designed based on met-
rics which concentrate on transmission rate [1]. With the
rapid increase in demand for intelligent applications of wire-
less communication, the future communication network will
change from a traditional architecture that simply pursues
high transmission rate to a new architecture that is oriented
to complete tasks efficiently [2]. There will be more and
more tasks that require low latency and high efficiency in
future mobile information networks, posing a huge challenge
[3] to the existing mobile communication systems. This trend
gives rise to a new communication paradigm, called semantic
communication. Semantic communication is expected to be
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a key technology for the future 6G mobile communication
systems [4], [5].

This paper utilizes knowledge graphs to represent the se-
mantic information of text data. As a structured form of
knowledge with high information density, knowledge graph
is an important technical tool for extracting semantic infor-
mation. A knowledge graph [6] is a structured representation
of facts, which consists of entities and relations. Entities can
be real-world objects and abstract concepts, and relations
represent concrete relationships between entities. Knowledge
in the knowledge graph can be represented by triples in form
of (head, relation, tail), such as (banana, a kind of, fruit).

Recently, several works studied a number of problems re-
lated to semantic communication. The authors in [7] proposed
a deep learning (DL) based semantic communication system
for text transmission. To measure the performance of semantic
communication, the authors also designed a new metric called
sentence similarity. In [8], a DL-enabled semantic communi-
cation system for speech signals was designed. In order to
improve the recovery accuracy of speech signals, especially
for the essential information, it was developed based on
an attention mechanism by utilizing a squeeze-and-excitation
network. The work in [9] enabled the transmission of audio
semantic information which captures the contextual features
of audio signals. To extract the semantic information from
audio signals, a wave to vector architecture based autoencoder
that consists of convolutional neural networks was proposed.
However, these existing works in [7]–[9] did not consider the
computation energy consumption for the semantic communi-
cation system.

The main contribution of this paper is a novel text infor-
mation extraction system based on probability graph, which
jointly considers the communication and computation energy
consumption of the semantic communication network. The key
contributions are listed as follows:

• We propose a knowledge graph compression method
based on the probability graph shared by the BS and the
user. The probability graph is developed based on the
knowledge graph, which expands the conventional triple
to a quadruple by introducing the dimension of relation
probability. With the shared probability graph, certain
information in the knowledge graph corresponding to the
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the considered semantic communication system.

text can be omitted, reducing the amount of data to be
transmitted.

• The problem of joint communication and computation
resource allocation design of the semantic communication
system is investigated. We formulate an optimization
problem whose goal is to minimize the total communica-
tion and computation energy consumption of the network
while adhering to latency, transmit power, and semantic
constraints.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a semantic wireless communication system with a
base station (BS) and a user, as illustrated in Fig. 1. The BS
and the user share common background knowledge, and the
BS needs to transmit a substantial amount of text data with
similar topics to the user while accounting for limited wireless
communication resources.

A. The Construction of Probability Graph

The semantic information of a knowledge graph is typically
expressed as triples in the form of (head, relation, tail). From
a piece of text data, multiple triples can be extracted, and these
triples can be used to characterize a knowledge graph. In cases
where there are multiple texts with similar topics, some of the
corresponding triples may share the same head and tail entities,
but differ in the specific relations. When there is a lot of text
data with similar topics, their corresponding knowledge graphs
can be merged into a large probability graph using a statistical
method. In this case, the edges in the knowledge graph are not
uniquely determined relational edges, but probabilistic edges
that combine the frequency of occurrence of different relations,
as illustrated in Fig. 2.

Before the formal communication begins, the BS constructs
a probability graph based on a large number of samples. Once
the construction is complete, the BS sends the probability
graph to the user as common background knowledge. This
process is performed only once, and the formal communication
begins after its completion. During the formal communication,
the BS transmits the text data required by the user.

The sample data can be written in the following form:

T = {T1, T2, · · · , Tn, · · · , TN} , (1)
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Fig. 2. Illustration of the probability graph considered in the semantic
communication system.

where N is the total number of sample data, and T represents
the sample data set.

The knowledge graph extracted from each sample data Tn

is represented as

Gn =
{
ε1n, ε

2
n, · · · , εmn , · · · , εMn

}
, (2)

where εmn is the mth triple in knowledge graph Gn, and M
is the total number of triples. The triple εmn can be written in
the following form:

εmn = (hm
n , rmn , tmn ) , (3)

where hm
n is the head entity of triple εmn , tmn is the tail entity

of triple εmn , and rmn is the relation of hm
n and tmn .

The probability graph shared by the BS and the user can be
represented as

G = {δ1, δ2, · · · , δs, · · · , δS} , (4)
where δs is the quadruple with relational probability, and S is
the total number of quadruples. Specifically, δs can be written
in the following form:

δs =
{
hs,

[(
r1s ,N 1

s

)
, · · · ,

(
ris,N i

s

)
, · · · ,

(
rIs ,N I

s

)]
, ts

}
,
(5)

where hs is the head entity of quadruple δs, ts is the tail entity
of quadruple δs, ris is the ith relation that exists between hs

and ts, I is the total number of different relations that exists
between hs and ts, and N i

s is the set of samples in which the
triple

(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)
holds. For example, if

(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)
holds in

sample T1, T4, and T7, then N i
s = {1, 4, 7}.

By now, the construction of the probability graph shared by
the BS and the user is completed.

B. Probability Graph-enabled Information Compression

Once the set of quadruples has been obtained, it is possible
to calculate the multidimensional conditional probability dis-
tribution in the presence of multiple sources of information.
The methodology will be elaborated upon in the following.

If no prior information is available, the probability that the
triple

(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)
holds can be written as

p
(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)
=

num
(
N i

s

)∑I
i=1 num (N i

s)
, (6)

where num
(
N i

s

)
is the number of elements in the set N i

s . If
the triple

(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)
is known to be true, then the conditional



probability of the triple
(
hk, r

i
k, tk

)
can be expressed as

follows:

p
[(
hk, r

i
k, tk

)
|
(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)]
=

num
(
N i

k ∩N i
s

)
num

[
N i

s ∩
(⋃I

i=1 N i
k

)] ,
(7)

where N i
k ∩N i

s is the intersection of set N i
k and set N i

s , and⋃I
i=1 N i

k is the union of set N 1
k to N I

k .
Using a similar approach, we can derive multidimensional

conditional probability.
When transmitting the knowledge graph that corresponds

to a particular text data, the multidimensional conditional
probability distribution described above can be used to remove
semantic relations for the purpose of information compression.
The compression process can be achieved using the following
scheme.

Prior to transmitting the text data, the BS first applies natural
language processing techniques to extract the corresponding
knowledge graph denoted as G, which is expressed as follows:

G = {ε1, ε2, · · · , εj , · · · , εJ} , (8)
where εj is the jth triple in G, and J is the total number of
triples in G. Specifically, the triple εj can be written in the
following form:

εj = (hj , rj , tj) . (9)
Next, the knowledge graph G is compared with the shared
probability graph G, and the comparison process can be
divided into several rounds.

In the initial round, there is no prior information. For any
εj , we need to examine if there exists δs in G where hj = hs

and tj = ts. If such a case is found, we proceed to investigate
whether there exists a relation ris within the relation set of δs
that matches rj . If a match is identified, we further determine
whether the corresponding relation probability p

(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)
is

the highest among the set of relation probabilities denoted as
Ps. It is possible to represent Ps as follows:

Ps =
{
p
(
hs, r

1
s , ts

)
, · · · , p

(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)
, · · · , p

(
hs, r

I
s , ts

)}
.

(10)
If p

(
hs, r

i
s, ts

)
happens to be the largest among the relation

probabilities in set Ps, we can exclude the relation rj from
the triple εj = (hj , rj , tj) during transmission. In this case,
only the head entity and tail entity need to be sent, reducing
the transmitted data volume. However, if there is no δs in G
satisfying hj = hs and tj = ts, or if such a δs exists but there
is no relation ris in its relation set that matches rj , then the
entire triple must be transmitted without omission.

In the second round, one-dimensional conditional probabil-
ities can be employed as prior information. As certain triples
had their semantic relations omitted in the first round, these
triples can serve as conditions for the second round’s con-
ditional probability search. The second round of comparison
follows a similar process as the first round. We can denote the
set of triples that were not omitted in the first round and do
not necessarily require full transmission as

G1 = {ε1, ε2, · · · , εa, · · · , εA} . (11)

Write the set of triples whose relations were omitted in the
first round as

O1 = {ϵ1, ϵ2, · · · , ϵb, · · · , ϵB} . (12)
For every εa in G1, we need to compute its conditional

probability given each triple ϵb in O1. Let’s assume that εa
corresponds to δa =

(
ha, r

i
a, ta

)
in the shared probability

graph G. The conditional probability can be represented
as p

[(
ha, r

i
a, ta

)
| ϵb

]
, which we abbreviate as p1a|b. Conse-

quently, we can construct a probability matrix consisting of
one-dimensional conditional probabilities for

(
ha, r

i
a, ta

)
as

follows:
P 1
δa =

{
p1i|b

}B×I

, (13)

where I is the total number of different relations between ha

and ta in G, and B is the total number of elements in O1.
In the probability matrix P 1

δa
, we begin with the first row and

examine whether p1i|b is the largest element within that row. If
it is indeed the largest, we take note of the column number and
exclude the relation ria when transmitting the corresponding
triple. However, if p1i|b is not the largest element in any of
the rows, it indicates that the corresponding relation cannot
be omitted during transmission.

We repeat the aforementioned procedure for every triple in
G1, aiming to identify the triples that can be omitted. This
constitutes the first cycle in the second round. In the second
cycle, there will be fewer remaining triples that have not been
omitted. We create a new G1 using these unomitted triples and
form a new O1 for the newly omitted triples. We continue this
process until no new triples can be omitted, iterating through
multiple cycles if necessary.

In the third round, we incorporate two-dimensional condi-
tional probabilities as prior information. We derive the corre-
sponding G2 and O2 based on the previous round’s results.
Subsequently, we calculate a three-dimensional probability
matrix, denoted as P 2, which comprises two-dimensional
conditional probabilities. This iterative process continues for
subsequent rounds, where each round utilizes conditional
probabilities with one additional dimension.

The comparison process remains largely unchanged for each
round and does not vary significantly. Therefore, it is not
reiterated here. However, it is important to note that as the
rounds progress, deeper comparisons require increased compu-
tational resources. Furthermore, conducting additional rounds
of comparison does not necessarily guarantee proportionate
benefits. Thus, the number of rounds to be compared can be
determined based on the specific communication needs and
available computational resources.

Once the semantic information compression is performed
by the BS, it transmits the conditions of each information
compression to the user, along with the compressed triples.
These compression conditions are represented as very short bit
streams, which are insignificant compared to the size of the
original data to be transmitted. Upon receiving the compressed
information, the user can reconstruct the omitted information
by leveraging the compressed conditions in conjunction with
the common background knowledge G.



C. Joint Communication and Computation Resource Alloca-
tion

The above reasoning process enables the exclusion of
certain portions of the knowledge graph from transmission,
thereby reducing communication delays. However, compress-
ing information through reasoning requires additional time
and energy for computation. To achieve improved results and
minimize the overall system energy consumption during the
communication process, it is crucial to consider the joint
allocation of communication and computation resources. By
optimizing the allocation of these resources in a coordinated
manner, it is possible to strike a balance that maximizes the
efficiency of the system while minimizing energy consump-
tion.

The total latency of the semantic communication system
comprises two main components: the communication latency,
denoted as t1, and the computation latency, denoted as t2.
It is important to note that the latency for processing and
transmitting a text data message is constrained by a limit,
denoted as T . Therefore, in order to meet the latency limit,
the total process must adhere to the condition that the sum of
communication latency and computation latency is less than
or equal to T , i.e., t1 + t2 ≤ T . This ensures that the overall
latency of the system remains within the specified limit.

The communication time delay t1 is calculated as follows.
Assuming a stable channel between the BS and the user

during the communication process, with a transmission band-
width of B, a transmit power of p from the BS, a path loss of
h, and a noise variance of σ2, the channel capacity between
the BS and the user can be expressed as follows:

c = B log2

(
1 +

ph

σ2

)
. (14)

If the head entity, relation, and tail entity in each triple are
all encoded with the same number of bits R, then the total
number of bits of semantic information D in the text data can
be calculated as

size (D) = R (3M − E) , (15)
where M is the total number of triples in D, and E is the num-
ber of triples in which the relation is omitted. Consequently,
the communication latency can be written as

t1 =
size (D)

c
=

R (3M − E)

B log2

(
1 + ph

σ2

) . (16)

The computational load of the proposed knowledge graph
semantic information compression system is directly related
to the number of comparisons in the compression process.
To simplify the analysis, we will only consider the first and
second rounds of comparison as described in the previous
subsection. As it is not feasible to pre-determine the computa-
tional resources required to omit E relations for a specific text
data, we employ a statistical approach to calculate the ratio
of the number of triples that can be omitted in each round
to the total number of remaining triples. Based on this ratio,
we estimate the computational resources required to omit E
relations in a statistical sense.

The ratio of the number of triples that can be omitted more
in each round to the total number of triples before this round
can be expressed as

Q = {q1, q2, · · · , qn, · · · , qN} , (17)
where q1 is the ratio of the number of triples that can be
omitted more in the first round to the total number of all triples,
q2 is the ratio of the number of triples that can be omitted more
in the first cycle of the second round to the number of triples
whose relation is not omitted, and qn is the ratio of the number
of triples that can be omitted more in the (n− 1)th cycle of
the second round to the number of triples whose relation is
not omitted before this cycle.

We can express the number of semantic relations that can
be omitted in each round or cycle using a recursive formula:

E1 = Mq1,
E2 = (M − E1) q2,
E3 = (M − E1 − E2) q3,
...
EN = (M − E1 − E2 − · · · − EN−1) qN ,

, (18)

where M is the total number of triples, and EN is the number
of relations which can be omitted in the (N − 1)th cycle of
the second round.

Based on (18), the computation load to omit E relations in
M triples can be written as

l (E) =



E
q1
, 0 ≤ E ≤ E1,

E1

q1
+ (E−E1)E1

q2
, E1 < E ≤ E1 + E2,

E1

q1
+

(
E1

q1
− E1

)
E1+

(E−E2−E1)E2

q3
, E1 + E2 < E ≤ E1 + E2 + E3,

...
E1

q1
+

(
E1

q1
− E1

)
E1

+
(

E1

q1
− E1 − E2

)
E2

+ · · ·+ (E−EN−1−···−E1)EN−1

qN
,∑N−1

n=1 En < E ≤
∑N

n=1 En.

.

(19)
It can be observed that l (E) is an increasing segmented
function, where each segment is a linear function with respect
to E. Consequently, the computation latency can be written as

t2 =
τ1l (E)

f
, (20)

where τ1 is a constant coefficient, and f is the computing
capacity.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

The communication energy consumption can be written as

e1 = t1p. (21)
The computation energy consumption can be written as [10]

e2 = τ1τ2l (E) f2, (22)
where τ2 is a constant coefficient.



Based on the considered model, we can construct the
following joint optimization problem:

min
p,E

e1 + e2, (23)

s.t.
R(3M − E)

B log2

(
1 + ph

σ2

) +
τ1l (E)

f
≤ T, (23a)

0 ≤ p ≤ pmax, (23b)
0 ≤ E ≤ M,E ∈ N. (23c)

The optimization problem comprises of three constraints.
Constraint (23a) limits the total delay of communication and
computation, while constraint (23b) limits the transmit power
p of the BS to a non-negative value that does not exceed a
maximum limit pmax. Constraint (23c) limits the total number
of omitted relations E to a non-negative integer that does not
exceed the total number of triples M . The objective of the
optimization problem is to minimize the total energy consump-
tion of the semantic communication system. Problem (23) is
nonconvex, which can be solved via exhaustive searching the
discrete variable E and gradient descent optimization method
to optimize p with each give E.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In the simulations, the maximum transmit power of the BS
is 30 dBm. Unless specified otherwise, we set the bandwidth
of the BS B = 10 MHz, total number of triples M = 100,
and total latency limit T = 1 ms. The values of most of the
simulation parameters are set based on [10].

To evaluate the performance of the proposed joint com-
munication and computation optimization system based on
probability graph, labeled as ‘JCCPG’, we designed two base-
line algorithms for comparison. ‘Traditional’ involves directly
transmitting all triples with the same total delay, without
considering the maximum transmission power limit. ‘Simpli-
fied JCCPG’ optimizes the allocation of communication and
computation resources based solely on the results of the first
round of comparison.

Fig. 3 illustrates the variation trend of the total commu-
nication and computation energy consumption in the system
with respect to the total number of transmitted triples. As
the total number of transmitted triples increases, the energy
consumption of all algorithms in the system also increases
due to the increased transmission and computation require-
ments. However, the proposed algorithm and ‘Simplified JC-
CPG’ exhibit a significantly smaller growth rate compared to
‘Traditional’. This indicates the robustness of the proposed
algorithm. Furthermore, the total system energy consumption
of the proposed algorithm is consistently lower than that of
both ‘Traditional’ and ‘Simplified JCCPG’. This advantage
becomes more pronounced as the total number of transmit-
ted triples increases. These findings highlight the significant
advantage of the proposed algorithm in transmitting the large-
scale data.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed a novel probability graph-
based semantic information compression system designed
for scenarios where the BS and the user share common
background knowledge. By leveraging probability graph, we
established a framework to represent and compress shared
knowledge between the communicating parties. In conclusion,
our work presented a comprehensive framework for probability
graph-based semantic information compression, addressing
joint communication and computation resource optimization
challenge in semantic communication systems.
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