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Abstract—The rapidly evolving field of generative artificial
intelligence technology has introduced innovative approaches
for developing semantic communication (SemCom) frameworks,
leading to the emergence of a new paradigm—generative Sem-
Com (GSC). However, the complex processes involved in semantic
extraction and generative inference may result in considerable
latency in resource-constrained scenarios. To tackle these issues,
we introduce a new GSC framework that involves fast and
adaptive semantic transmission (FAST-GSC). This framework
incorporates one innovative communication mechanism and two
enhancement strategies at the transmitter and receiver, respec-
tively. Aiming to reduce task latency, our communication mech-
anism enables fast semantic transmission by parallelizing the
processes of semantic extraction at the transmitter and inference
at the receiver. Preliminary evaluations indicate that while this
mechanism effectively reduces task latency, it could potentially
compromise task performance. To address this issue, we propose
two additional methods for enhancement. First, at the trans-
mitter, we employ reinforcement learning to discern the intrinsic
temporal dependencies among the semantic units and design their
extraction and transmission sequence accordingly. Second, at the
receiver, we design a semantic difference calculation module
and propose a sequential conditional denoising approach to
alleviate the stringent immediacy requirement for the reception
of semantic features. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our
proposed architecture achieves a performance score comparable
to the conventional GSC architecture while realizing a 52%
reduction in residual task latency that extends beyond the fixed
inference duration.

Index Terms—Semantic Communication, Generative AI,
Prompt Engineering, Diffusion

I. INTRODUCTION

THE imminent advent of sixth-generation (6G) networks is
anticipated to experience an unparalleled increase in data

traffic, fueled by the proliferation of cutting-edge applications
such as ultra-high-definition video streaming, extended reality,
and extensive Internet of Things (IoT) deployments. Con-
currently, traditional communication systems are approaching
their limit, and the scarcity of available spectrum resources
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is becoming more pronounced. These factors collectively
present substantial challenges in ensuring the quality of user
experiences for these advanced services [1]. Recognizing the
capacity of generative artificial intelligence (GAI) for modal
transformation and its exceptional ability to produce high-
quality content across various domains, generative semantic
communication (GSC) presents a transformative solution. In
GSC systems, task-related semantic information is distilled in
the form of a prompt, which is transmitted to the receiver
to guide the GAI models in inference [2]. This approach
reduces the required data payload and enhances the overall
efficiency of information exchange. Recent research validates
the effectiveness of using image captions [3], segmentation
maps [4], and skeleton maps [5] as prompts to reduce the
transmission payload in image transmission scenarios.

However, owing to the elementary nature of the tasks
addressed, the semantically homogeneous prompts employed
in the referenced studies [3]–[5] fall short in scenarios charac-
terized by complex demands and high-precision requirements.
For example, in vehicular networks and the IoT, achieving
comprehensive and precise inference at the user end necessi-
tates the extraction and transmission of an extensive range of
semantic data from the source [6], [7]. In vehicular networks,
this includes data related to vehicle behavior, traffic condi-
tions, and driver status, each representing distinct semantic
categories that require precise processing to ensure both safety
and efficiency. Similarly, in IoT environments, devices must
interpret a diverse set of data inputs—from sensor outputs on
machine performance to user interactions and environmental
changes—enabling smarter home and industrial systems to
dynamically adapt to variations in usage patterns, environmen-
tal conditions, and equipment status. The necessity to handle
such a broad spectrum of data poses substantial challenges in
resource-constrained environments. In these settings, distilling
multi-type prompts requires sequential execution of various
extraction models, which can significantly prolong the overall
semantic extraction process. Meanwhile, in diffusion model-
based GSC systems, achieving a high inference score neces-
sitates iterative denoising procedures [8], which consequently
induce considerable inference delays. The cumulative com-
putation delays can potentially compromise the overall task
completion speed and adversely affect the user experience.

In response to prevailing challenges, this work introduces
a novel communication mechanism specifically engineered to
reduce task latency. Contrary to traditional approaches that ne-
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cessitate complete feature extraction prior to transmission, we
sequentially and independently dispatch the extracted features
to the receiver, facilitating fast semantic transmission. Building
upon this fundamental mechanism, we refine both the prompt
engineering approach at the transmitter and the diffusion-based
inference approach at the receiver. These refinements enable
us to tailor the semantic extraction sequence to precisely
align with the task requirements and to enhance the overall
guidance effectiveness of the sequentially transmitted semantic
features on the task outputs, thereby fostering semantic adap-
tive transmission that is specifically attuned to the task goal.
By synergistically integrating the proposed mechanism with
these two approaches, we advance the development of a new
GSC framework, termed FAST-GSC. This framework inte-
grates fast and adaptive semantic transmission to concurrently
reduce task latency while ensuring high task performance. The
contributions of this work are outlined as follows:

• Initially, we introduce a novel communication mechanism
within GSC systems, leading to the development of a
fundamental framework, termed the Parallel Semantic
Extraction and Inference-based GSC (PGSC) framework.
This design significantly reduces task latency, particularly
in complex scenarios that necessitate the extraction and
transmission of multiple types of semantic features. Pre-
liminary implementations of this framework suggest that
the sequential dependencies among various units and the
reception immediacy of individual units markedly influ-
ence system performance, highlighting the key directions
for potential enhancement.

• On the transmitter side, we develop a novel prompt engi-
neering approach that incorporates a temporal dimension
to enhance task performance. Specifically, we employ a
reinforcement learning (RL) model to discern the intrinsic
sequential dependencies among the semantic units and
adapt their extraction and transmission sequences accord-
ing to the task. To simplify and accelerate the learn-
ing process, we implement the invalid action masking
technique, which effectively excludes actions that do not
contribute to the enhancement of the performance reward.

• On the receiver side, we introduce a sequential con-
ditional denoising approach that adapts the diffusion-
based inference process to the sequential transmission
mechanism. Specifically, we devise a semantic difference
calculation module that accurately identifies the areas
within the noise space targeted by newly arrived semantic
features. This identified difference is then applied to the
predicted conditional noise, enhancing the guidance ef-
fectiveness of late-arriving semantic units and alleviating
the stringent immediacy requirement for the reception of
semantic features.

• In our experimental evaluation, we separately assess the
effectiveness of the enhancements implemented at the
transmitter and receiver sides. The efficacy of these
enhancements is conclusively demonstrated through both
quantitative analyses and visual evidence. Building upon
this validation, we synergistically integrate these enhance-
ments into the PGSC framework, culminating in the es-

tablishment of the FAST-GSC framework, which achieves
a performance score comparable to the conventional GSC
architecture while realizing a 52% reduction in residual
latency that extends beyond the fixed inference duration.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, we review the related works. In Section III, we introduce
the proposed PGSC framework and compare it with the
conventional GSC design in respective of system latency. The
motivations for refinement and the specific methods used to
evolve the basic PGSC framework into the FAST-GSC frame-
work are detailed in Section IV. The experimental evaluations
are conducted in Section V, followed by the conclusions of
the study and future works in Section VI.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Conditional Diffusion Models

Conditional diffusion models have emerged as a powerful
class of generative models capable of producing high-quality
samples across a range of data modalities. These models
iteratively refine a distribution of noise to generate samples,
conditioned on external information to guide the generation
process towards desired characteristics. To exert a high degree
of control over the generation process, a diverse array of
conditions can be employed. Methods that leverage text for
guidance have demonstrated remarkable capabilities across
various media types [9], [10]. For delineating the contours
of image objects, several studies have employed segmentation
masks as conditioning inputs [11]. Additionally, the potential
for manipulation through other modalities such as keypoints
and depth maps has been explored, further expanding the
versatility of control [12], [13].

Nonetheless, most current research introduces conditions
at the start of the denoising process. Recently, [14]–[16]
investigate the feasibility of collaborative distributed diffu-
sion, aiming to reduce the total inference latency in multi-
user scenarios by partitioning each user’s inference process
into a co-denoising part executed at the edge device and a
separate denoising part executed locally. However, because
user-specific conditions are introduced midway through the
denoising process, they may fail to effectively influence the
inference results due to the already reduced noise levels.
Therefore, each user’s inference performance may decrease
compared to performing the entire denoising process indepen-
dently. The issue of how to enhance the impact of temporally
late-introduced conditions on inference results to improve
overall inference performance remains an open question.

B. Prompt Engineering

Recent research in this field indicates that advanced models
like DALL-E [17], Stable Diffusion [18], and GPT-4 [19]
respond variably to subtle nuances in language, where even
minor modifications in the prompt can lead to significantly
different outputs. In light of this phenomenon, prompt engi-
neering emerges as a crucial technique for boosting the perfor-
mance of GAI models. Within this field, several methods are
prominently utilized. For example, keyword-based prompting
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is a prompt engineering approach that incorporates specific
keywords or phrases to guide the model’s attention, ensuring
alignment with the desired topic or context [20]. Context-rich
prompting provides detailed scenarios or background informa-
tion to frame the response accurately, making the generated
output more contextually appropriate and relevant [21], [22].
Iterative refinement adjusts prompts based on feedback and
results, allowing for continuous improvement in the model’s
performance [23].

Nonetheless, given that the temporally segmented denoising
approach has only recently been introduced in references [14]–
[16], the implementation of prompt engineering in a time-
sequential manner remains areas yet to be explored.

C. Model Acceleration

As deep learning models become more complex, their
high computational demands can limit practical applications,
particularly on resource-constrained devices. To address this,
integrating latency considerations directly into the architecture
search process has emerged as an effective solution. This
approach facilitates the development of models that are in-
trinsically optimized for enhanced performance on specific
hardware configurations [24]. Additionally, model compres-
sion techniques such as pruning and quantization are increas-
ingly recognized for their ability to reduce model size and
computational complexity, thereby decreasing latency [25].
Knowledge distillation represents another promising strategy,
where a compact, efficient model is trained to mimic the
behavior of a larger, more intricate model [26].

Instead of solely focusing on individual models, we aim
to propose to reduce the overall task latency from a holistic
system perspective. Additionally, integrating the methodology
developed in this study with the aforementioned model opti-
mization techniques could further diminish system delays.

III. PGSC: FRAMEWORK AND KEY COMPONENTS
In this work, we concentrate on image transmission sce-

narios due to their widespread prevalence and demonstrative
nature. However, it is essential to note that our approach is also
applicable to a variety of transmission scenarios and different
data modalities. Herein, the receiver is an image renderer that
produces images of varying levels of detail based on different
task requirements. The transmitter, on the other hand, is an end
device with limited computational capabilities and resources,
responsible for capturing the key features of the source images
according to the receiver’s request.

The PGSC framework can be divided into distinct modular
functional components, including semantic extraction, wireless
transmission, and diffusion-based inference. In the following,
we first introduce semantic extraction and diffusion-based
inference processes. Next, we compare the proposed PGSC
framework with conventional GSC frameworks in terms of
system latency and communication mechanisms.

A. Semantic Extraction

Similar to GSC, the extraction process is dedicated to
deriving semantic representations from the original source

data. While existing extraction models, such as specific image
captioning algorithms, are capable of distilling summary-
level information from images through a single operation,
they frequently generate prompts that are overly generalized
and deficient in detailed specificity [27], [28]. Consequently,
they may not be suitable in scenarios with high precision
demands. Therefore, we deploy a series of extraction models
at the transmitter, each specifically designed to accurately
extract a certain type of semantic description by leveraging its
specialized knowledge. The activation of these models depends
on the task requests received from the receiver. Herein, we
denote each extraction result as a semantic unit, and refer to
the collection of all semantic units from an image as a prompt.

We denote the source image as s ∈ Rc×h×w. The semantic
extraction process of distilling the kth semantic unit uk can
be expressed by

uk = fk (s;ψk) , (1)

where ψk represents the trainable parameters of the extraction
model for distilling uk, K represents the maximum number
of semantic units and ∀k ∈ {0, 1, ...,K − 1}.

B. Diffusion-based Inference

Inspired by the significant success of diffusion models
across a wide range of real-world generative inference tasks,
the Stable Diffusion model [18] is commonly employed for
generative inference at the receiver within the GSC framework
[2], [3]. Its goal is to generate images that semantically adhere
to the provided prompt.

The stable diffusion model is built upon the denoising
diffusion probabilistic model (DDPM) [8], which is capable
of learning a distribution pθ (x0) that approximates q (x0). It
can be treated as a latent variable model of the form pθ (x0) =∫
pθ (x0:T )dx1:T , where x1, ...,xT are called latents of the

same dimensionality as the original data x0 ∼ q (x0). The
joint distribution pθ (x0:T ) is called the reverse process, which

can be formulated as pθ (x0:T ) = p (xT )
T∏

t=1
pθ (xt−1|xt).

The learning process starts from a pure noise image
xT ∼ N (xT ;0, I). The Markov chain with learned
Gaussian transition can be expressed by pθ (xt−1|xt) =
N (xt−1;µθ (xt, t) ,Σθ (xt, t)). To facilitate the learning pro-
cess, a forward process or diffusion process q (x1:T |x0) =
T∏

t=1
q (xt|xt−1) is implemented, which is a fixed Markov

chain that gradually adds Gaussian noise to the data ac-
cording to a variance schedule β1, ..., βT , as q (xt|xt−1) =
N

(
xt;

√
1− βtxt−1, βtI

)
. Denote αt = 1 − βt and ᾱt =

t∏
s=1

αs, we can sample xt at timestep t as q (xt|x0) =

N (xt;
√
ᾱtx0, (1− ᾱt) I). Subsequently, the forward poste-

riors conditioned on x0 can be expressed by

q (xt−1|xt,x0) = N
(
xt−1; µ̃t (xt,x0) , β̃tI

)
, (2)

where µ̃t (xt,x0) =
√
ᾱt−1βt

1−ᾱt
x0 +

√
ᾱt(1−ᾱt−1)

1−ᾱt
xt and β̃t =

1−ᾱt−1

1−ᾱt
βt. The target of the learning process of DDPM is to

minimize the gap between q (xt−1|xt,x0) and pθ (xt−1|xt).
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When the coefficient of variance is considered as a constant,
this goal is equivalent to predicting µθ (xt, t) that as accurately
as possible to match µ̃t (xt,x0). Denote y as the prompt, the
loss function during training is formulated as the difference
between the generated noise ε and predicted noise εθ (x0, t,y),
as follows [18]:

L = Et,y,xt,ε

[∥∥ε− εθ
(√

ᾱtx0 +
√
1− ᾱtε, t,y

)∥∥2
2

]
. (3)

During sampling, the noise estimation can be performed by
classifier-free guidance [29], which is expressed by

ε̃θ (xt,y, t) = εθ (xt,y, t) + w · (εθ (xt,y, t)− εθ (xt, t)) ,
(4)

where w is the guidance scale.
As DDPM necessitates executing all consecutive denoising

steps to produce the clean sample x0, it results in signif-
icant task latency. In light of this, we adopt the sampling
method of the denoising diffusion implicit model (DDIM)
[30], which allows for skipping some denoising steps without
compromising the quality of the inferred images. This method
enhances DDPM by leveraging a non-Markovian inference
process, which can be formulated as

xt−1 =
√
ᾱt−1

(
xt −

√
1− ᾱtε̃θ (xt,y, t)√

ᾱt

)
+
√

1− ᾱt−1 · ε̃θ (xt,y, t) . (5)

C. Latency Discussion and Communication Mechanism

The task latency can be categorized into the following three
components:

1) Semantic Extraction Latency: Due to limited computa-
tional resources, the extraction process proceeds sequentially.
Consequently, the aggregate latency of the entire extraction
procedure can be expressed as

τext =

K−1∑
k=0

τk, (6)

where τk is the latency for extracting the kth semantic unit. In
practice, τk hinges on the efficiency of each extraction model
and the computational power available at the transmitter, with
durations extending from milliseconds to seconds [31]–[33].

2) Diffusion-based Inference Latency: In the inference
process, the latency is determined by the total number of
denoising steps M , which can be formulated as

τgen =

M−1∑
m=0

τm, (7)

where τm is the inference latency of the denoising step
m and m ∈ {0, 1, ...,M − 1}. In practice, τm depends on
the computational resources of the receiver, varying from
milliseconds to seconds [34], [35].

3) Wireless Transmission Latency: Generally, the prompts
distilled in GSC systems are concise and highly compressed
[2], [3]. Consequently, leveraging the capabilities of 5G
technology can significantly reduce the transmission latency,
τtrans, to less than one millisecond [36].
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Fig. 1. Comparison of communication mechanisms and system latency. (a)
Conventional GSC framework, where transmission starts after the completion
of all semantic extraction; (b) Proposed PGSC framework, where semantic
extraction and diffusion-based inference are executed in parallel.

Based on the investigations above, it is evident that the
latencies associated with extraction and inference significantly
exceed those of transmission. Therefore, the system latency is
primarily influenced by the extraction and inference processes.
Under complex requirements, extensive semantic unit extrac-
tion is essential to thoroughly capture the semantic attributes
of the source. Concurrently, executing a high number of
denoising steps is crucial to ensure the precision of inference
results. Consequently, the combination of these procedures
leads to significant system latency.

In conventional GSC, the aforementioned processes operate
in a temporally disjointed manner, resulting in cumulative
latency. By contrast, in PGSC, we propose executing the
semantic extraction and diffusion-based inference in parallel.
Specifically, the diffusion model’s denoising process is initi-
ated by the first received semantic units. In subsequent stages,
newly arrived semantic units combine with previously arrived
units to collectively guide the denoising process. A comparison
of the communication mechanisms and system latency of the
conventional GSC and our PGSC is presented in Fig. 1.

IV. FROM PGSC TO FAST-GSC: MOTIVATIONS AND
APPROACHES

In this section, we commence by outlining our refinement
motivations, which are based on our examination of the PGSC
framework’s implementation. Subsequently, we elucidate our
enhancements from the perspectives of both the transmitter
and the receiver.

A. Refinement Motivations

Although the PGSC framework allows for continuous con-
ditioning on received semantic units, thereby reducing system
latency resulting from the prolonged extraction process, this
approach can potentially lead to significant task performance
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Fig. 2. Illustrative examples of some direct implementations of the PGSC framework. The total denoising step is set at 30 for all schemes. In (a), the switch
of the execution order of these two extraction models yields semantically different results. In (b), the switch of the execution order of the two extraction
models doesn’t change the semantic meanings of inference results. In (c), we posit that the speed of the emotion recognition model on the upper side is slower
than on the lower side, leading to the emotion-related semantic unit on the upper side arriving 10 steps later than on the lower side. Observations indicate
that the inferred image on the lower side effectively incorporates guidance from both extracted semantic units, whereas the upper one fails to integrate the
second semantic feature.

loss. To better illustrate, we present three representative ex-
amples illustrated in Fig. 2 and summarize two key factors
determining the task performance of PGSC as follows:

1) Sequential Dependencies Among Various Units: Given
that different semantic units influence varying aspects and ex-
tents of the inference results, they also exhibit diverse degrees
of sequential dependencies during the inference process. As
illustrated in Fig. 2 (a), with the same extraction speed, chang-
ing the extraction and transmission sequence between two
semantic units can yield significantly different outcomes. This
phenomenon demonstrates the tight sequential dependency
between these two semantic units during the inference process
of the diffusion model. In contrast, as shown in Fig. 2 (b),
switching the extraction and transmission sequence between
another pair of semantic units results in similar inference
outcomes both semantically and visually, indicating a weak
sequential dependency between these units.

2) Reception Immediacy of Individual Units: In the PGSC
framework, the denoising process begins after the reception of
the first semantic unit. As the denoising process progresses, the
noise level diminishes, limiting the capacity to incorporate new
semantic features. As depicted in the upper part of Fig. 2 (c),
due to the excessive processing delays of the second extraction
model, the receiver can only integrate the second semantic unit
into the conditional guidance at the 20th denoising step. The
minimal remaining noise at the 20th denoising step limits the
modification capacity of the second semantic unit, resulting
in a certain degree of semantic mismatch between the source
and inferred images. If the reception timestamp of the second
semantic unit is 10 denoising steps earlier, its influence can
still be observed, as shown in the lower part of Fig. 2 (c).

In light of these analyses, we propose enhancing the system
performance of the PGSC framework from two perspectives:
1) From the transmitter’s perspective, we aim to learn the in-
trinsic sequential dependencies among various semantic units
and strategically design their extraction and transmission order
accordingly; and 2) From the receiver’s perspective, we aim
to mitigate the stringent reception immediacy and enhance the
guidance effectiveness of the late-arrived semantic units for
the final performance. The details of these two approaches are
presented in the following content.

B. Perspective from Transmitter: Temporal Prompt Engineer-
ing

At the transmitter, our goal is to guide the diffusion model
to produce the desired output by regulating the input. This is
akin to the objective of prompt engineering [22], except that
we need to achieve this from a temporal perspective, forming a
temporal prompt engineering approach. Given our observation
that the order of extraction and transmission of different
semantic units should follow their sequential dependencies, we
resort to RL to learn and implement this strategy. Its aim is to
ensure the final inferred images bear a close resemblance to
the comprehensive prompt, while simultaneously minimizing
system latency as much as possible. The designs of the
fundamental components are outlined in the following content.

1) MDP Constructing: In constructing the RL model, we
frame the interaction between the agent and the environment as
a Markov Decision Process (MDP). The MDP can be defined
as a three-component tuple (S,A, r), where S is state space
set, A is the action space set, and r is the reward function.
Within this framework, an episode is defined as a complete
trajectory from the initial state to the terminal state, consisting
of a sequence of states, actions, and corresponding rewards.
To simplify the learning process of RL models, we divide the
inference process into multiple segments at equal intervals. At
the beginning of each inference segment, only newly arrived
semantic units can be integrated with previously arrived ones
to guide the denoising. This approach allows the RL model
to learn reception deadlines of semantic units with different
attributes, thereby establishing the extraction and transmission
sequence. To better illustrate the MDP in our study, we depict
an episode in Fig. 3 and the detailed design of this framework
is given as follows:

State: We include the task-related request in the agent’s
state, which contains the attribute and quantity of semantic
units required by the receiver. To facilitate the learning of the
RL model, we can employ one-hot encoding to preprocess
the semantic attributes. Let ek,t denote the encoded Ne-length
one-hot vector for the k-th required semantic attribute at
phase1 t, where the ne-th position is set to 1, corresponding

1In our work, the term ‘phase’ corresponds to a single iteration or transition
within the RL environment, with each phase forming a segment of an episode.
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Fig. 3. Illustration depicting an example of a single episode within the MDP framework. In the first RL phase, all indicators are set to one, and the agent
selects the extraction model to be executed at this phase. As the denoising process has not yet started, these semantic units can be integrated into the diffusion
model from the initial denoising step. At the beginning of the second RL phase, the extracted results distilled at the first RL phase arrive at the receiver
and initiate the denoising process. The indicators corresponding to the transmitted units are set to zero. In the final phase, the denoising process reaches its
scheduled total phase and terminates the episode. Given that the extraction latency surpasses the denoising duration at this phase, one semantic unit remains
unsuccessfully transmitted.

to the activation of the ne-th extraction model to obtain
the relevant semantic unit. When the requested number of
semantic units is less than K, we fill the remaining positions
in the one-hot encoding with zero vectors. Subsequently, the
entire encoded one-hot matrix for the whole prompt can be
expressed by Et = [e0,t, . . . , eK−1,t]. Since the residual noise
levels vary at different denoising steps, and the allowable space
for modifications also changes, the decision-making process of
the RL model should include the conditional denoising step of
the diffusion model dt as part of its state, which indicates the
starting denoising step from which the semantic units selected
at time t can guide. When dt reaches the designated maximum
number of denoising steps, it signifies the conclusion of the
episode. To distinguish whether the semantic units are still
required by the receiver at phase t, we also design a binary K-
length vector ct as an indicator. When an element of this vector
is set to 0, it indicates that the corresponding semantic unit
has either been transmitted or the associated one-hot attribute
vector is a zero vector. The element is set to 1 otherwise.
Therefore, the corresponding state observed by the agent at
time phase t is denoted as st = [Et, ct, dt].

Action: The action executed by the agent at time t is
denoted by at = [a0, ..., aK−1], where ak ∈ {0, 1} for
k = 0, ...,K − 1. The practical implication of this action is
that, when the agent selects certain semantic attributes, the
corresponding extraction models that distill the semantic units
with the selected attributes are executed at this RL phase.

Reward: Aligned with our objectives of ensuring high
inference precision while reducing task latency, the reward
is a composite of two components: the system’s performance
reward and the latency reward. Similar to [2], we adopt the
CLIP score [37] as the performance reward in our work. This
metric assesses the semantic similarity between the inferred
images and the corresponding prompts within the embedding

space of CLIP model [38], which can be expressed by

rp = CLIP-S = w1 ·max (cos (h,v) , 0) , (8)

where h represents the prompt’s embedding, v denotes vi-
sual embedding and w1 = 1 in our work. Given that the
intermediate results in the denoising process are inherently
noisy [8], [18], [30], they can not directly reflect the semantics
and qualities of the final images. Consequently, the reward is
calculated and assigned to the agent only after the completion
of the entire denoising process2.

Building on the PGSC framework, system latency is deter-
mined by the degree of parallel execution between semantic
extraction and inference processes. Specifically, in the first
phase of each episode, the receiver has not yet received any
semantic units, and thus, denoising has not yet started. The
latency of this phase is entirely determined by the execution
time of the selected extraction model. From the second phase
onward, the receiver can condition on the received semantic
units, and extraction at the transmitter and inference at the
receiver start simultaneously. The latency of these phases is
determined by the maximum latency of either the transmitter’s
semantic extraction or the receiver’s segmented denoising.
Thus, instead of calculating system latency at the conclusion of
one episode, we can expedite the learning process by defining
the latency reward as the additional extraction delay relative
to the segmented denoising duration at each phase. Therefore,
the combined reward obtained at phase t can be formulated as

rt =

 −τe · nt t = 0,
−max ((τe · nt − τs) , 0) 1 ⩽ t < L− 1,

−max (1nor · (τe · nt − τs) , 0) + rp t = L− 1,
(9)

2Should an efficient and rapid methodology for assessing semantics from
partially denoised images be established, it would enable the deployment of
some reward shaping techniques [39], [40] for addressing this sparse reward
and accelerating the training of the RL model. This area of research remains
open for future studies.
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where τe denotes the latency for extracting a single semantic
unit, nt denotes the number of selected semantic units at RL
phase t, τs is time delay for executing the segmented denoising
steps. L denotes the number of phases in one episode, which
varies with each episode. Its value depends on the number of
semantic units required for transmission in each round and the
progress of model learning. The index factor, 1nor, equals 1 if
the distilled semantic units at this phase can be received before
the conclusion of the denoising process, and 0 otherwise.

Finally, the long-term reward for the agent can be calculated
as the sum of the discounted rewards obtained at each phase
in an episode, which is expressed by

r =

L−1∑
t=0

γt · rt, (10)

where γ is a discount factor.
2) Learning Principle: Building on the MDP framework

described above, we propose utilizing the Proximal Policy
Optimization (PPO) [41] algorithm to identify the optimal
strategy for dispatching semantic units. PPO is a policy
gradient method that directly updates a stochastic policy neural
network, πφ, to model the action distribution for a given
state as πφ (s,a). Generally, the PPO algorithm employs three
neural networks: the current policy network πφ with parameter
φ, the last updated policy network πφ′ (s,a) with parameter
φ′ and a critic network Vϕ with parameter ϕ. Both the
new and old policy networks generate the action’s probability
distribution under the current state, with the old policy network
serving to constrain the variance of the new policy. The critic
network estimates the state value function for the current state,
which assesses the performance of the new policy network.

To efficiently leverage experiences gathered under an old
policy πφ′ (at| st) for estimating potential performance under
a new policy πφ (at| st), we can define the probability ratio
between the new policy and the old policy as rt (φ) =
πφ(at|st)
πφ′ (at|st) . Subsequently, the clipped surrogate objective in
PPO algorithm is formulated by

Lclip
t (φ) = Êt

[
min(rt(φ)Ât, clip(rt(φ), 1− η, 1 + η)Ât)

]
,

(11)
where clip (·) is the clip function which prevents the new
policy from going far away from the old policy by limiting the
probability ratio to the interval [1− η, 1 + η]. Ât represents
the estimated advantage function, given by Ât = δt +
(γλ)δt+1+ . . .+(γλ)T−t+1δT−1, where γ is the discount fac-
tor and λ is the trace-decay parameter. δt = rt+γVϕ(st+1)−
Vϕ(st) represents the temporal difference error, and Vϕ(st) is
the state value function output by the critic network with pa-
rameter ϕ. The critic network is updated by gradient descent,
i.e. ϕ = ϕ − α∇ϕL (ϕ), where L (ϕ) is the loss function
for the critic network, which is a mean squared error function
defined as L(ϕ) = E

[
(
∑∞

τ=0 γ
τrt+1+τ − Vϕ(st))

2
]
.

Moreover, to encourage exploration and prevent the agent
from falling into a suboptimal situation, we incorporate the
entropy of the probability distribution into the loss function to

increase the policy’s exploration of actions. Finally, the loss
function for the new policy network can be expressed by

LPPO
t (φ) = Lclip

t (φ) + ξ · Sπφ (st) , (12)

where Sπφ (st) is the entropy of the new policy network at
time phase t and ξ denotes the entropy coefficient.

3) Invalid Action Masking: In complex task scenarios,
the receiver may require a substantial number of semantic
units. Our action space, which expands exponentially with the
maximum required number of semantic units for transmission,
can significantly impede the learning process. To streamline
this, we propose excluding certain actions at each RL phase
that fail to provide valuable semantic information to the
receiver. These actions do not contribute to the integration of
new semantic attributes into the inferred images, thereby not
enhancing the performance score. Furthermore, these actions
also squander transmission resources that could be more
effectively allocated to conveying other informative semantic
units within the specified transmission deadlines. In our work,
we identify two types of non-contributory actions: 1) Actions
intended to distill semantic units associated with a zero-vector
in their one-hot attribute representation; and 2) Actions aimed
at distilling semantic units that have already been extracted and
transmitted. By removing these non-contributory actions from
the action space, we can simplify and accelerate the learning
process of the RL model. The effectiveness of this approach
is validated through simulations, as detailed in Section V-A.

To achieve this, we utilize the invalid action masking
technique [42], which is commonly implemented to avoid
repeatedly generating invalid actions in large discrete action
spaces. Specifically, we set the logits associated with the afore-
mentioned non-contributory actions to −∞ and normalize the
probabilities of all the actions by

softmax (zi) =
ezi

NA∑
j=0

ezj
, (13)

where zi is the model’s output probability distribution of action
ai. NA denotes the total number of actions in the action set,
which equals to 2K in our work. The probability of sampling
invalid actions is equal to 0 as lim

z→−∞
ez = 0.

C. Perspective from Receiver: Sequential Conditional Denois-
ing

At the receiver, we aim to mitigate the stringent reception
immediacy, thereby enabling the sequentially arrived units to
continuously contribute to the inference results. To achieve this
goal, one straightforward method is to add a certain amount
of noise to the inference process every time a new semantic
unit arrives at the receiver, ensuring enough space for modifi-
cations. However, this approach increases the overall noise
level, requiring additional denoising steps and significantly
prolonging the inference process.

Inspired by the classifier-free guidance [29], we propose
a sequential conditioning denoising approach to enhance the
intervention capability of late-arrived semantic units for fi-
nal performance without disrupting the ongoing denoising
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schedule. Specifically, we first introduce a semantic difference
calculation module that can output the difference between the
estimated conditional noises guided by the newly received and
the previously received semantic features, as depicted in Fig.
4 (a). Contrary to blindly introducing random noise to all
the intermediate results, this module allows us to preciously
and efficiently identify the space the newly arrived semantic
features target to modify at the current denoising step. Subse-
quently, we supplement the noise difference to the estimated
noise conditioned on all the received semantic features using
a weighted sum method. Building upon Equation (4), this
modification can be formulated as follows:

ε̂θ (xt,ycombined,ynew,yprevious, t)

= ε̃θ (xt,ycombined, t)

+ α · (εθ (xt,ynew, t)− εθ (xt,yprevious, t)) , (14)

where α is the intervention factor, ycombined denotes all the
semantic units received at diffusion step t, ynew denotes the
semantic units newly received at diffusion step t and yprevious
denotes the semantic units received before diffusion step t.
Through this approach, the guidance effectiveness of late-
arrived semantic units for final performance can be enhanced,
which can mitigate the issue of many semantic features not
being effectively incorporated into the inference results due to
their late extraction and transmission in complex tasks. The
overall sequential conditional denoising process is illustrated
in Fig. 4 (b).

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, we implement the proposed PGSC frame-
work, as well as the two refinement approaches. We conduct
extensive experiments that target to answer the following
three questions: 1) whether the designed temporal prompt
engineering approach can capture the intrinsic sequential de-
pendencies among various semantic units, thereby optimizing
the extraction and transmission order to enhance inference per-
formance; and 2) whether the proposed sequential conditional
denoising approach can improve the guidance effectiveness
of late-arriving semantic units for final performance, thereby
mitigating the strict reception immediacy constraints; and 3)
whether the two approaches can work synergistically to reduce
overall latency while ensuring high task performance. The
details of implementations and the analysis of the experimental
results are also described.
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Fig. 5. Learning performance of MPPO, PPO and random policy.

Datasets: We utilize the text sentences from the DIFFU-
SIONDB [43] dataset as extracted prompts for both training
and testing purposes. This dataset stands as the first extensive
text-to-image prompt repository, exhibiting a wide array of
syntactic and semantic attributes. We limit the length of the
prompts to between 6 and 12 words, which reduces the dataset
to approximately 0.2 million usable prompts. This dataset is
divided into training and testing sets following a 9:1 ratio.
We categorize each text word’s semantic attribute into five
types: NOUN, ADJECTIVE, STYLE3, VERB, and OTHERS.
Subsequently, we employ spaCy [45] to segment the prompts
into semantic units and tag each unit correspondingly [46].

Experimental Settings: We employ Stable Diffusion v1-
44 as the generative inference model at the receiver and
base our optimization strategies on it. As analyzed in Section
III-C, the wireless transmission delay is negligible for text
prompt transmission. Therefore, we exclude this delay from
our experiments. The experiments are conducted on a server
with an NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU with 24 GB of memory.
The operating system is Ubuntu 20.04 with Pytorch 2.0.1.

Hyperparameters: We set the total number of denoising
steps M at 60. By default, we segment the entire process
into intervals of 10 denoising steps and equate the extraction
latency of distilling one text unit from the source image to 5
denoising steps. The learning rate is established at 0.009. The
entropy coefficient ξ is set at 0.01, the discount factor γ is set
at 0.99 and the η parameter in the clip function is fixed at 0.2.

3In our work, the style-related text words include 51 types of styles as
detailed in [44], along with words that have proper noun properties.

4https://huggingface.co/CompVis/stable-diffusion-v1-4
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 6. Statistical results of the TPE method. (a) Semantic characteristics of text units transmitted in chronological order; (b) Composition of discarded text
units; (c) Number of text units transmitted in chronological order. According to our statistical results, six represents the maximum transmission round, as the
number of text units transmitted from the seventh transmission onward is zero.

A. Effectiveness of Temporal Prompt Engineering

In this part, we evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed
temporal prompt engineering (TPE) method. Initially, we
demonstrate the training process of our invalid action masking-
assisted PPO model and compare its performance with that of
two traditional methods. Subsequently, we conduct the statis-
tical analysis of the trained model’s results and investigate the
presence of semantic patterns in its decision-making process.

1) Training Process: The learning curves of the agents
under different settings are shown in Fig. 5. We compare
our invalid action masking-assisted PPO method (MPPO)
against the conventional PPO method without masking and the
random policy. It can be observed that our proposed MPPO
algorithm offers notable enhancements compared to the one
without masking in both convergence speed and the final
values achieved. This superior performance can be attributed to
the use of invalid action masking, which assists in eliminating
non-contributory actions. This approach ensures that different
semantic units are continually incorporated throughout the
limited denoising process, enriching the content of the final
inferred image and enhancing image quality. Additionally, as
the number of transmissions increases, an increasing number
of actions are identified and masked as non-contributory,
leading to a faster learning speed and improved convergence
of the algorithm.

2) Statistic Analysis: Subsequently, we analyze the sta-
tistical results of the TPE method. First, we explore the
semantic characteristics of text units sent in chronological
order, as illustrated in Fig. 6 (a)5. These results reveal that
the TPE method preferentially initiates the transmission of
nouns. Consequently, extraction models that target noun re-
trieval, such as those used for object and scene recognition,
should be prioritized in execution. During the second round
of transmission, action-related units are more likely to be
selected, corresponding to the outputs from action detection
models. During the third round of transmission, units related
to style and adjectives, which share similar characteristics, are
predominantly selected. This indicates that the execution of

5Note that to eliminate the impact of different proportions of text unit types
in the dataset on the results, we compute the statistics based on their respective
proportions over the time series. Consequently, the sum of their proportions
at any given moment may exceed 100%.

perceptual extraction models, such as those used for sentiment
analysis and style detection, can be appropriately delayed.
Units of other types are typically chosen for transmission at
later rounds due to their lesser contribution to the semantic
information of the inferred images. Additionally, the results
indicate that the obtained RL-based TPE approach terminates
the extraction process early and discards the transmission of
a certain number of text units with a probability of 7.3%.
We present the components of the discarded text units in Fig.
6 (b), which shows that the majority of discarded units fall
into the ‘OTHERS’ category, such as ‘of’, ‘a’, and ‘the’.
This indicates that in the current inference task, these units
represent semantic information that is less relevant to the task.
Finally, we analyze the number of text units transmitted at
different time intervals using the TPE method, as presented
in Fig. 6 (c). The results indicate that a large amount of
text units are transmitted during the earlier transmission. This
is primarily because the semantic guidance effect is most
effective at the initial stage of denoising. Consequently, the
system prioritizes maintaining a high-performance score, even
at the expense of some latency. In the subsequent transmission
rounds, the number of transmitted text units decreases to
approximately two. During these phases, the extraction latency
and segmented denoising duration are closely aligned, indi-
cating the effective parallelization of these processes. In the
final transmission rounds, the number of transmitted text units
significantly decreases. This reduction is primarily attributed
to the smaller number of long prompts in the dataset and the
discarding phenomenon of the TPE method.

3) Visual Demonstration and Comparison of Denoising
Processes: In Fig. 7, we present a visual demonstration of
the denoising processes of the conventional GSC, PGSC,
and the TPE-assisted PGSC (TPE-PGSC) approaches. In the
conventional GSC framework, the semantic extraction and
inference processes are separated. Therefore, the diffusion
model can condition on the complete prompt throughout the
inference process, as shown in Fig. 7 (a). Although this
traditional architecture ensures the quality of inferred images,
it also introduces significant latency. In the PGSC framework,
although the parallel execution of the semantic extraction and
inference processes significantly reduces delays, the quality of
the inferred images cannot be guaranteed. As depicted in Fig. 7
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(b), the arbitrary assignment of semantic extraction sequences
may substantially compromise the quality of inference. In Fig.
7 (c)-(e), we present the denoising processes in the TPE-
PGSC framework. By applying lessons learned from RL, we
carefully control the sequence in which different categories
of semantic units are transmitted, thereby achieving varied
degrees of control over the denoising process at different noise
levels. This approach ensures that the final inferred image
more closely aligns with the original prompt.

B. Effectiveness of Sequential Conditional Denoising

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the sequen-
tial conditional denoising (SCD) method. Initially, we present
visual demonstrations of the inputs and outputs from the
proposed semantic difference calculation module, showcasing
how this module precisely amplifies the modifications required
for newly received text units. Subsequently, we provide a
visual analysis of the impact of the intervention factor α on
the method’s performance.

1) Visual Demonstration of the Working Process of Semantic
Difference Calculation Module: A visual representation of
the working processes of the semantic difference calculation
module is depicted in Fig. 8. We segment each prompt into two
sets, displayed in the first and second columns, respectively.
Initially, we transmit the units from the first column to the
receiver to initiate the image inference process. Subsequently,
after a 20-step denoising period, we transmit the units from
the second column. As shown in Fig. 8, direct observation of
the predicted noise conditioned on both the previous and the
new units may not provide useful information; however, the
differences between them reveal significant semantic mean-
ings. This distinction presents the necessary adjustments in
the noise space to effectively incorporate the influence of
late-arrived units on the inference results. Specifically, in the
first transmission scenario, depicted in the first row, the noise
difference highlights the edge of the table and the dog’s
foot. In the second transmission scenario, the edge of the
car, particularly the headlights and tires, is emphasized. This
emphasis is attributed to the distinctive, rounded contours
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Fig. 9. Visual illustrations of changes in intervention factor values on the inferred images.

characteristic of objects depicted in the Disney style. In the
third transmission scenario, the bright areas in the noise
difference image represent the woman’s mouth, which is the
focal point for achieving the ‘smiling’ directive. By employing
this module, we can precisely identify the portions of the noise
space that the newly arrived semantic features aim to modify.

2) Visual Demonstration of Various Intervention Values on
the Inferred Images: In Fig. 9, we examine the influence of the
intervention factor α specified in Equation (14) on the images
inferred under different scenarios involving the transmission
of various types of semantic units. Similarly, the units from
the first column are transmitted to the receiver to commence
the image generation process. Following a 20-step denoising
period, the units from the second column are subsequently
transmitted. We compare the sequential conditional denoising
results with intervention factors ranging from 2 to 20 against
some representative inference failures of the PGSC, which are
depicted in the column marked α = 0. Specifically, in the
transmission scenario shown in the first row, when α = 0,
the inferred image resembles an outdoor scene, with wild
grass on either side of the dog and the object beneath the
dog appearing more like wooden steps. With the increase
of α, the extended wooden steps transform into a round,
enclosed table, and a chair commonly associated with the
table appears in the background. Even the wild grass on
either side of the dog gradually turns into patterns on the
table. In the transmission scenario described in the second
row, the image corresponding to α = 0 depicts the woman
with an expression that is more serious than happy. With the
increase of α, we observe that the woman’s mouth opens
wider due to smiling, and her eyes gradually become rounder,
displaying an increasingly happy trend. Significantly, starting
from α = 10, we begin to observe the emergence of laugh
lines and nasolabial folds on the woman’s face, attributable to
the contraction of facial muscles during smiling. In the third
row, we investigate the image inference scenario involved with
style indications. Although style-related prompts demonstrate
greater robustness to the position of the inserted timestamp
relative to the total timestamp, from the perspective of color
and line contrast, an enhancement in style with the increase
of α is still observable. In this last row, we demonstrate the
enhancements our proposed method brings to action-related

units received later. When α = 0, the cat’s eyes in the image
are wide open, exhibiting no signs of sleepiness. However, as
α increases from 2 to 6, the cat’s eyes progressively close.
At α = 8, the cat’s open eyes and its facial patterns begin
to blend together. From α = 10 onward, the cat’s eyes are
clearly closed, with the area previously occupied by the eyes
now resembling the pattern of eyelids. Notably, at α = 18
and α = 20, the cat’s ears are observed to droop, indicative
of drowsiness. However, it is important to note that these
visual results also demonstrate that a higher α is not always
better. We observe that when α is very high, the semantic
information related to previously received units is diminished
in the inferred images. For example, at α = 20, a strange
pattern appears on the dog’s nose in the first column, and the
aesthetics of the woman’s image in the second column are
also reduced. Therefore, in practice, it is necessary to design
an appropriate intervention value to balance the influence of
previously received units and newly received units on the final
inferred image.

C. Overall Analysis of Combined Refinements

In this section, we investigate whether the TPE and SCD
methods can work together to enhance the system performance
of the PGSC framework. Initially, we explore the impact of
various intervention factors of the SCD method to find a more
suitable one for use with the TPE method under different
extraction latency settings. Following this, we synergistically
integrate these enhancements into the PGSC framework, ulti-
mately establishing the FAST-GSC framework. Subsequently,
we present numerical results, comparing the conventional
GSC framework with the PGSC framework featuring different
enhancements, and the FAST-GSC framework.

1) Numerical Results of Various Intervention Factor Values
on the System Performance: Herein, we examine the variations
in CLIP scores with respect to the intervention factor α,
aiming to identify a more suitable value to work with TPE
methods under our default and two alternative extraction
latency settings. To synchronize with the training process of
the TPE method, we segment every 5 denoising steps for the
alternative setting where the latency for extracting a single
semantic unit τe equals the duration of 2.5 denoising steps,
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Fig. 10. Variations in CLIP scores relative to the intervention factor under
different latencies for extracting a single semantic unit, with extraction latency
measured in denoising steps (ds).

every 10 denoising steps for the default setting where the
latency for extracting a single semantic unit τe equals the
duration of 5 denoising steps, and every 15 denoising steps
for the alternative setting where the latency for extracting a
single semantic unit τe equals the duration of 7.5 denoising
steps. As illustrated in Fig. 10, under the same denoising
speed, a higher intervention value is desired for systems with
longer extraction latency. This is due to the fact that, once
the initial semantic units initiate the denoising process, the
extended extraction latency prolongs the incorporation time
for each subsequent semantic unit. Consequently, the residual
noise level in intermediate results is lower compared to settings
with shorter extraction latency. In such scenarios, a greater
noise space intervention capability is necessary to adjust the
noise space effectively and incorporate the newly arrived units
under conditions of extended extraction latency.

2) Numerical Results of Task Performance and Latency:
Herein, we focus on our default extraction speed setting, where
the extraction latency for distilling one text unit from the
source image corresponds to 5 denoising steps. Based on the
numerical results assessing the impact of various intervention
factor values on system performance, we set the intervention
factor α at 4 to synergistically integrate the TPE and SCD
methods to establish the FAST-GSC framework. Finally, we
present the task performance, latency count and task efficiency
results of the conventional GSC, PGSC with random transmis-
sion order, TPE-PGSC, SCD-PGSC, and FAST-GSC in Fig.
11. Herein, task efficiency is defined as the ratio of task per-
formance to residual task latency. Numerical results indicate
that, although the direct implementation of PGSC effectively
reduces system latency, it leads to significant performance
degradation. Enhanced by the TPE method, the TPE-PGSC
framework further reduces the residual task latency of PGSC
by 21% and boosts the CLIP score by 26%. Additionally, the
SCD-PGSC framework improves the CLIP score by 8% over
the direct PGSC implementation. In terms of task efficiency,
the FAST-GSC framework emerges as the most beneficial. It
achieves a performance score comparable to the conventional
GSC architecture while realizing a 52% reduction in residual
task latency.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed a fast and adaptive semantic
transmission design to reduce task latency within the conven-
tional GSC framework while maintaining high task perfor-
mance. Specifically, to decrease task latency, we have designed
a communication mechanism that incorporates parallel seman-
tic extraction and inference. Based on the direct implementa-
tions of the proposed mechanism, we have observed that the
sequential dependencies among various semantic units and the
reception immediacy of individual units significantly influence
its task performance. Given that, we have implemented a RL-
guided temporal prompt engineering method at the transmitter
to sequence the extraction models according to their semantic
sequential dependencies. Furthermore, we have mitigated the
stringent reception immediacy by proposing a sequential con-
ditional denoising approach based on a semantic difference
calculation module at the receiver. Simulation results have
validated the effectiveness of our proposed framework and
demonstrated its significant potential for maintaining high task
performance while reducing task latency.

Looking to the future, our devised framework can be ex-
tended to multi-user communication scenarios. By segmenting
large semantic information blocks into smaller units, we enable
more fine-grained semantic importance analysis and adaptive
transmission design according to the users’ diverse task re-
quirements. This approach also reduces the data delivered to
a user at any given time, thereby mitigating network con-
gestion in multi-user communication networks. Besides, our
framework can also be utilized to enhance the communication
efficiency for multi-modal data transmission. Specifically, it
can be adapted to dynamically determine the transmission
priority and resource allocation for different types of data, such
as text, images, and video, based on their semantic significance
and the current network conditions. Such directions are critical
for the development of GSC and are worth further research.
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