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Abstract—Semantic communications offer the potential to
alleviate communication loads by exchanging meaningful infor-
mation. However, semantic extraction (SE) is computationally
intensive, posing challenges for resource-constrained Internet
of Things (IoT) devices. To address this, leveraging computing
resources at the edge servers (ESs) is essential. ESs can support
multiple SE models for various tasks, making it crucial to
select appropriate SE models based on diverse requirements of
IoT devices and limited ES computing resources. In this letter,
we study an SE model selection problem, where the ES co-
located at the access point can provide multiple SE models to
execute the uploaded SE tasks of associated IoT devices. We
aim to maximize the total semantic rate of all SE tasks by
selecting appropriate SE models, while considering SE delay
and ES capacity constraints, and SE accuracy requirements.
The formulated NP-complete integer programming problem is
transformed into a modified Knapsack problem. The proposed
efficient approximation algorithm using dynamic programming
can yield a guaranteed near-optimum solution. Simulation results
demonstrate the superior performance of proposed solution.

Index Terms—Semantic communications, edge computing, se-
mantic extraction model selection, diverse requirements.

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH growing emerging applications and increasing

data loads, the bottleneck of spectrum scarcity mo-

tivates a paradigm shift from conventional to semantic com-

munications. As a novel paradigm focusing on the meaning of

information rather than source data, semantic communications

have revealed a significant potential to alleviate the communi-

cation loads over the network [1]. As a critical step, semantic

extraction (SE) is to extract semantic information from the

source data, which is computationally intensive [2], [3]. For

example, the work in [4] used an universal model at devices, in

which only simple background knowledge can be semantically

extracted. Due to the limited capacity of internet of things

(IoT) devices, it is challenging to implement the SE at device

to satisfy diverse quality of service (QoS) requirements of SE

tasks.

To realize semantic communications for IoT devices, it is

indispensable to exploit all available computing resources at

the edge servers (ESs) at access points (APs) [5]. Benefit from

the proximity from the ES to IoT devices, the generated raw

data can be transmitted to the ES in low latency to execute the

SE [6], [7]. In [7], the SE task oriented resource allocation in
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mobile edge computing systems is investigated. However, the

authors in [7] only considered one SE model at the ES without

considering diverse semantic requirements. A large number of

work [8], [9] is dedicated to design an effective SE model

to achieve high SE accuracy without considering the required

computing resources.

Fortunately, ES has the capability to support multiple SE

models simultaneously. In general, distinct SE models result

in differing levels of SE accuracy and semantic rate requiring

different amount of computation load. IoT devices with higher

SE accuracy typically use models that require higher levels

of computation at the ES [10]. However, the competition for

constrained ES execution capacity among a large set of IoT

devices can degrade the achievable semantic communication

performance. How to provide best performance by selecting

appropriate SE models under limited edge computing resource

while meeting the SE requirements of IoT devices is an urgent

issue to be addressed.

Motivated by the above discussion, in this letter, we consider

a common scenario that the co-located ES at the AP can

support multiple SE models for diverse task classes associated

with IoT devices. The main contributions are as follows:

• A novel SE model selection problem is studied in an

edge-assisted semantic-aware network, where the SE

tasks of IoT devices are uploaded to the associated ES for

execution. The objective is to maximize the total semantic

rate of all SE tasks by selecting appropriate SE models,

while considering SE delay and accuracy requirements of

IoT devices, and the maximum ES execution capacity.

• The formulated problem is an NP-complete integer pro-

gramming, which is transformed into a modified Knap-

sack problem. The proposed approximation algorithm

using dynamic programming (DP) can achieve a solution

with guaranteed near-optimum performance in polyno-

mial time.

• Simulation results are presented to demonstrate the va-

lidity and superior performance of proposed solution. It

shows the proposed solution achieves close-to-optimum

performance. The proposed algorithm is verified that

can provide a close-to-optimum SE model selection effi-

ciently for semantic communications.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider an IoT network where multiple IoT devices are

associated with an AP co-located with an ES. Each AP can

interact with its associated macro base station (MBS), and

the MBS transmits the information data to the control center

through the core network for further operations, as shown in

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.10537v1


2

Fig. 1. In order to reduce the communication loads across

the whole network, semantic communications are adopted

to achieve this goal. We assume that the ES can help IoT

devices to complete semantic extraction and encoding. Then,

the encoded semantic messages can be transmitted to the des-

tination at the control center, which will complete the semantic

restoration and decoding to give effective information. As

serving a large set of IoT devices, the computation capacity

of an ES is powerful but constrained to meet diverse QoS

requirements of all devices. Hence, we focus on a single

AP co-located with an ES serving multiple IoT devices in

the system. Let I be the total number of IoT devices in

the coverage of the AP. Each device has an SE task to be

executed for further semantic communications. Distinct tasks

may belong to different classes, such as text-based SE, image-

based SE, and goal-oriented SE. There are J SE task classes

in the system. Define αi,j ∈ {0, 1} as an indicator variable

representing if SE task i of IoT device i belongs to class j:

if αi,j = 1, SE task i belongs to class j, otherwise αi,j = 0.

In general, each SE task belongs to one and only one task

class, i.e.,
∑J

j=1
αi,j = 1, ∀i. Each IoT device uploads its SE

task to the ES for execution. The ES has Kj SE models to be

chosen for tasks of class j, each requiring different amount

of computing resource at the ES and achieving different SE

accuracy and semantic transmission rate. Let I,J ,Kj be the

sets of IoT devices/SE tasks, task classes, and SE models for

class j, respectively.

Let xi,j,k ∈ {0, 1} be the decision variable representing if

the SE task i of class j selects model k to implement semantic

extraction. Note that xi,j,k = 0 if αi,j = 0. We assume that

the SE task i of class j requires one and only one model in

set Kj at the ES to complete the execution, i.e.,

Kj
∑

k=1

xi,j,k = 1, ∀i, j : αi,j = 1. (1)

Define ϕi,j,k as the achieved SE accuracy for task i of class j
using SE model k and ξmin

i,j as the minimum SE accuracy

requirement of task i of class j. Hence, the achieved SE

accuracy for task i of class j should be no less than its

minimum accuracy requirement, i.e.,

Kj
∑

k=1

xi,j,kϕi,j,k ≥ ξmin

i,j . (2)

The total completion time of each SE task includes the

wireless uploading time between IoT device and the ES and

the execution time at the ES. Define si,j as the input data of SE

task i of class j, which is the raw data collected by IoT device

i such as the pictures of the industrial environments and the

videos from the smart home monitors. Let Ri be the wireless

uploading rate between IoT device i and the AP, which can

be calculated as

Ri = wlog2(1 +
PT

i gi
σ2

), (3)

where w denotes the channel bandwidth, gi and PT

i are the

link gain and the transmission power from IoT device i to the

AP, correspondingly, and σ2 represents the noise power at the

AP
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Fig. 1. Edge-assisted semantic-aware network for IoT devices.

AP receiver input. Thus, the wireless transmission time from

IoT device i to the AP can be formulated as

tw
i,j =

si,j
Ri

. (4)

Define F as the maximum available computing resource of ES

in number of CPU cycles/s and fi,j,k as the required number

of CPU cycles to execute SE task i of class j using model k
at the ES. We define tmax

i,j as the maximum delay tolerance of

SE task i of class j. In order to complete the SE tasks within

their delay tolerances, the following ES computation capacity

constraint must be satisfied:

I
∑

i=1

J
∑

j=1

Kj
∑

k=1

xi,j,kfi,j,k
tmax

i,j − tw
i,j

≤ F. (5)

The achieved semantic transmission rate after SE task i
of class j is executed using model k, is denoted by γi,j,k.

Unlike the bit-stream data rate, the semantic unit (sut) as the

basic unit of semantic information can be used to measure the

semantic information [8]. Thus, semantic rate, as one of the

critical semantic-based performance metrics, is defined as the

transmitted semantic information per second in suts/s. We aim

to maximize the achieved total semantic rate of all SE tasks,

by selecting appropriate SE models while considering SE

task completion time and ES capacity constraints, and the SE

accuracy requirements of IoT devices. Therefore, the SE model

selection problem is formulated as an integer programming:

max
xi,j,k

I
∑

i=1

J
∑

j=1

Kj
∑

k=1

xi,j,kγi,j,k (6a)

s.t. (1), (2), (5), (6b)

xi,j,k ∈ {0, 1}, ∀i, j, k. (6c)

Note that problem (6) is a modification of Knapsack problem,

which is a well-known NP-complete problem. Thus, it is

difficult to solve it optimally in polynomial time. In Section

III, we will propose an efficient approximation algorithm to

solve it with guaranteed near-optimum performance.

III. APPROXIMATION ALGORITHM FOR THE PROBLEM

Since problem (6) is NP-complete, we first transform it into

a modified Knapsack problem equivalently and then propose

an efficient polynomial-time approximation algorithm, which

achieves a guaranteed near-optimum solution to problem (6).
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Algorithm 1 Optimal solution for TYPED KNAPSACK

1: Obtain Ω(m,V ) for 0≤m≤M and 0≤V ≤Vmax by (8)

2: V ∗ = −∞
3: for V = 0 : Vmax do

4: if Ω(M,V ) ≤ W then

5: V ∗ = max{V ∗, V }
6: end if

7: end for

8: if V ∗ = −∞ then

9: return Infeasible

10: else

11: Obtain optimal solution x
∗ by backtracking approach

12: return V ∗, x∗

13: end if

A. Problem Transformation

In order to transform the problem (6) into a modified

Knapsack problem, the constraint (2) needs to be addressed.

Since Kj is the SE model set for task class j and each task

belongs to one and only one class, we define Ki,j as the SE

model set of task i of class j, in which the SE accuracy of each

model is higher than or equal to the minimum requirement of

task i of class j, i.e., Ki,j = {k ∈ Kj : ϕi,j,k ≥ ξmin

i,j }.

Thus, task i of class j using model k ∈ Ki,j always satisfies

its accuracy requirement (2). The problem (6) is transformed

equivalently into the following problem:

max
xi,j,k

I
∑

i=1

J
∑

j=1

Ki,j
∑

k=1

xi,j,kγi,j,k (7a)

s.t.

Ki,j
∑

k=1

xi,j,k = 1, ∀i, j : αi,j = 1 (7b)

I
∑

i=1

J
∑

j=1

Ki,j
∑

k=1

xi,j,kfi,j,k
tmax

i,j − tw
i,j

≤ F (7c)

xi,j,k ∈ {0, 1}, ∀i, j, k. (7d)

We first introduce a modification of the classic Knapsack

problem related to our problem, named TYPED KNAPSACK

[11]. Assume there are M types of items, Nm items belong

to type m, and each item n of type m is given with weight

wm,n and value vm,n. The goal is to select exactly one item out

of each type set into the knapsack, ensuring the total selected

item weight is no more than the knapsack weight limit W
and the total selected item value is maximized. Compared to

the classic Knapsack problem, TYPED KNAPSACK is distinct

in its type requirements. Problem (7) can be mapped into

TYPED KNAPSACK: Each task i of class j represents a type

(i, j). The SE models in Ki,j are the items of type (i, j). The

total type number is the total number of tasks I as each task

belonging to which class is given. Item k of type (i, j) has

weight wi,j,k =
fi,j,k

tmax

i,j −tw
i,j

and value vi,j,k = γi,j,k. Finally, the

knapsack weight limit is the maximum computing resource F
of ES. In Section III-B, we propose a fully polynomial time

approximation scheme (FPTAS) to solve TYPED KNAPSACK

efficiently with guaranteed near-optimum performance.

B. An FPTAS for TYPED KNAPSACK

We first propose an optimal solution for TYPED KNAPSACK

by using designed DP based on a recursion. The notation in

the above introduced TYPED KNAPSACK is used for simplifi-

cation.

The recursion is denoted by Ω(m,V ) and given in (8).

Ω(m,V ) denotes the minimum total weight of selected items

from type 1 to m achieving exactly total value V , by means

of selecting exactly one item out of each type set. In recursion

(8), the base cases are cases 1 and 2 when there is no item.

In case 3, if value of each item in Nm is greater than V ,

Ω(m,V ) = ∞; otherwise, in case 4, Ω(m,V ) selects the

item in Nm yielding the minimum total weight. In the case of

Ω(m,V ) = ∞, it indicates it is infeasible to find a solution

that selects exactly one item of each type from 1 to m to

achieve exactly total value V . Let Nm be the set of items in

type m.

Ω(m,V )=































0 if m = 0, V = 0,
∞ if m = 0, V > 0,
∞ if m > 0, min

n∈Nm

vm,n > V,

min
n∈Nm:vm,n≤V

{wm,n+

Ω(m−1, V −vm,n)} if m > 0, min
n∈Nm

vm,n ≤ V,

(8)

Hence, a DP algorithm is proposed in Algorithm 1, where

Vmax =
∑M

m=1
maxn∈Nm

vm,n. After running line 1, a table

with rows corresponding to types from 0 to M and the columns

representing the total value V from 0 to Vmax, can be obtained.

The optimal total value V ∗ is the maximum total value V
such that Ω(M,V ) ≤ W , found at the last row of the table

where m = M . It is shown in lines 3-7. After finding the

maximum total value using DP, the optimal solution of selected

items is obtained by backtracking approach. Especially, in our

proposed DP, we obtain a table simultaneously to record each

picked item when case 4 of recursion (8) occurs. Thus, starting

from the cell representing the optimal total value, we backtrack

through both tables and return the selected item of each type

contributing to the maximum total value.

However, the proposed optimal DP algorithm is

pseudo-polynomial due to its computation complexity

O(MNmaxVmax), where Nmax = maxm Nm and Vmax

is pseudo-polynomial on the input size. Fortunately, the

well-known value-scaling of classic Knapsack problem

can be applied to design an FPTAS [12] to solve TYPED

KNAPSACK efficiently with guaranteed near-optimum

performance. Algorithm 2 codifies the FPTAS algorithm,

where θ = εvmax/M denotes the scaling factor, vmax

represents the maximum item value in the optimal solution to

TYPED KNAPSACK and ε ∈ (0, 1] is the precision parameter.

Since the maximum item value vmax in the optimal solution

to original problem is unknown, we need to try all the

possibilities of maximum item value, which is performed by

exhaustively enumerating the values of all items for all types

as vmax. In each iteration with given vmax, the algorithm

excludes all items with values greater than the given vmax

(line 5), rounds all values down into integers in a finite range

[0, ⌊M/ε⌋] (line 6), and running Algorithm 1 on the rounded
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Algorithm 2 FPTAS for TYPED KNAPSACK

1: V̂ ∗ = −∞
2: for m′ = 1 : M do

3: for n′ = 1 : Nm′ do

4: vmax = vm′,n′

5: Exclude item n of Nm with vm,n > vmax for all

m,n
6: v̂m,n = ⌊vm,n/θ⌋ for all remaining m,n
7: Run Algorithm 1 using v̂m,n, which returns V ∗

and x
∗

8: V̂ ∗ = max{V̂ ∗, V ∗} and keep solution as x̂
∗

9: end for

10: end for

11: return V̂ ∗, x̂∗

instance (line 7). We then keep the solution with maximum

total value among these iterations.

Theorem 3.1: For any given constant ε ∈ (0, 1], the

FPTAS algorithm achieves an approximate solution (when

feasible) of total value at least (1− ε)OBJ∗, where OBJ∗ is

the optimal objective value, and the computation complexity

is in polynomial time O(M4Nmax
2/ε).

Proof: Define S∗ as an optimal solution to TYPED

KNAPSACK and vmax as the maximum item value in optimal

solution S∗. Let Ŝ be the optimal solution on the rounded-

down instance. Define nm, n̂m as the selected items of type

m by S∗, Ŝ, respectively. Let OBJ(·) be the objective value

achieved by the solution using the original item values. Note

that vmax ≤ OBJ(S∗). So, we have:

OBJ(Ŝ) ≥
∑

m

v̂n̂m
θ (9)

≥
∑

m

v̂nm
θ (10)

≥
∑

m

vnm
−Mθ (11)

≥ OBJ(S∗)− εvmax (12)

≥ (1− ε)OBJ(S∗), (13)

where (10) is because that Ŝ is an optimal solution of a

maximization problem on the rounded instance. Note that

vmax is unknown, the exhaustive enumeration is applied to

try all possible values for vmax and the solution achieving the

maximum total value is returned. Thus, it also satisfies (13).

Computation complexity: Since all item values are rounded

into the range [0, ⌊M/ε⌋], 0 ≤ Vmax ≤ M2/ε. The com-

putation complexity of DP algorithm for a given vmax is

O(M3Nmax/ε). Adding over the computation complexity

O(MNmax) of exhaustive enumeration of vmax, a total com-

putation complexity O(M4Nmax
2/ε) is obtained, which is

polynomial on the size of the inputs.

According to Theorem 3.1, the proposed algorithm can

generate an SE model selection efficiently with guaranteed

near-optimum total semantic rate in polynomial time, when

the ES is requested to provide multiple models supporting the

SE of multiple IoT devices with diverse QoS requirements in

semantic communications.

TABLE I
DEFAULT PARAMETER SETTINGS

Parameters Values

si,j U [2, 200] M bits

ξmin

i,j U [0.65, 0.8]

tmax

i,j U [1200, 2000] ms

fi,j,k U [5, 500] M CPU cycles

γi,j,k U [50, 200] M suts/s

ϕi,j,k U [0.7, 1]
F 3 G Hz

PT

i 0.1 W

w 10 M Hz

σ2 -120 dBm

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5
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Fig. 2. Total semantic rate versus ES computation capacity.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulation results are presented to demon-

strate the superior performance of proposed solution. For com-

parison, the optimum solutions are obtained from exhaustive

search method. In the simulation, we consider there are 6

IoT devices uniformly distributed in the coverage of an AP,

which is a circular area with a radius of 150 meter. The ES

is co-located at the AP and provides multiple SE models for

SE tasks of associated IoT devices. Each device generates an

SE task to be executed, and each task belongs to one and

only one task class. There are 4 task classes in the system

and each task in each class can be executed by one of the

10 models of that class (with different semantic rate and

SE accuracy). Both the path loss and small-scale fading are

considered in the link gains, given as gi = 10−3ρi
2d−2

i , where

di is the distance between IoT device i and the AP and ρi
2

is a random variable with exponential distribution and unit

mean, since ρi is the additional Rayleigh distributed small-

scale channel fading [11]. Table I summarizes the default

parameters, where the parameter values refer to [7] and [13]

and U [a, b] represents the uniform distribution between a and

b. The simulation results are obtained by averaging over 100

independent experiments, each of which is based on one set

of randomly generated IoT device locations, and task and SE

model parameters.

Fig. 2 shows the total semantic transmission rate of all IoT

devices versus the maximum ES computing resource F . It

shows that the total semantic rate achieved by the approximate

solution is close to that obtained from the optimum solution.
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Fig. 3. Total semantic rate versus wireless channel bandwidth.
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Fig. 4. Total semantic rate versus maximum SE delay tolerance.

Especially, the obtained approximate solutions when precision

parameter ε = 0.05 are extremely closer to the optimum

solutions than that when ε = 0.4. Nevertheless, the solutions

obtained when ε = 0.4 are still close to the optimum and

the running time is shorter than that when ε = 0.05, proven

by the derived computation complexity of proposed solution

in Theorem 3.1. It further verifies the effectiveness of our

proposed solution. In addition, we can see that the achieved

total semantic rate increases significantly with the ES compu-

tation capacity when F is relatively small and then becomes

a constant. It is because the ES computation capacity will not

affect the performance anymore. It can be seen that the total

semantic rate obtained from both solutions increases with the

decrease of largest SE accuracy requirement ξ′ = maxi,j ξ
min

i,j ,

since more models with higher semantic rate but lower SE

accuracy can be chosen.

Fig. 3 shows the total semantic rate versus the wireless

channel bandwidth w. With the increase of wireless channel

bandwidth, the achieved total semantic rate increases when

w is relatively small. The increase becomes saturated when

the channel bandwidth is sufficiently large as the performance

bottleneck is the ES computation capacity in this case. We

can see that the total semantic rate when F is 3 G cycles/s is

larger than that obtained when F is 0.8 G cycles/s and becomes

saturated earlier. It is because when F is sufficiently large, the

time left for wireless raw data transmission is sufficient so that

the needed wireless channel bandwidth is small. Fig. 4 shows

the total semantic rate versus the maximum SE delay tolerance

tmax

i,j (same for all tasks). The observations are similar to

fig. 3. The saturated values of total semantic rate when the

maximum SE delay tolerance is large enough, are the same

under different F . That is because when the delay tolerance is

very large, the ES CPU capacity will not affect the SE model

selection and the delay constraints can always be satisfied.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this letter, we have studied an SE model selection

problem in an edge-assisted semantic-aware network, where

the co-located ES and AP can support multiple SE models

for various task classes associated with IoT devices. The

total semantic rate of all SE tasks has been maximized by

selecting appropriate SE models. Specifically, the originally

formulated NP-complete integer programming problem has

been transformed into a modified Knapsack problem. The

proposed algorithm based on dynamic programming yields a

guaranteed near-optimum solution efficiently. Simulation re-

sults have demonstrated the superior performance of proposed

solution. The proposed algorithm has been verified that can

provide a close-to-optimum SE model selection efficiently for

semantic communications.
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