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Abstract—Joint source-channel coding (JSCC) is a promising
paradigm for next-generation communication systems, particu-
larly in challenging transmission environments. In this paper,
we propose a novel standard-compatible JSCC framework for
the transmission of images over multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) channels. Different from the existing end-to-end AI-
based DeepJSCC schemes, our framework consists of learnable
modules that enable communication using conventional separate
source and channel codes (SSCC), which makes it amenable for
easy deployment on legacy systems. Specifically, the learnable
modules involve a preprocessing-empowered network (PPEN) for
preserving essential semantic information, and a precoder &
combiner-enhanced network (PCEN) for efficient transmission
over a resource-constrained MIMO channel. We treat existing
compression and channel coding modules as non-trainable blocks.
Since the parameters of these modules are non-differentiable,
we employ a proxy network that mimics their operations when
training the learnable modules. Numerical results demonstrate
that our scheme can save more than 29% of the channel
bandwidth, and requires lower complexity compared to the
constrained baselines. We also show its generalization capability
to unseen datasets and tasks through extensive experiments.

Index Terms—Image transmission, joint source-channel cod-
ing, MIMO system, source coding, channel coding, semantic
communication.

I. INTRODUCTION

AS the development towards the sixth-generation (6G)
of mobile communication networks are at full speed, a

widely accepted challenge is the explosive growth in multime-
dia transmission, which finds applications in many emerging
verticals and services, e.g., augmented reality/virtual real-
ity (AR/VR), autonomous driving, and intelligent transporta-
tion/factory [1]. To tame the increasing pressure on the band-
width resources, a new communication paradigm has emerged,
called semantic communication, which aims at reducing the
amount of transmitted information by only sending the relevant
information to the receiver, and complements conventional
approaches aimed at increasing the network capacity. Semantic
communication benefits from the in-depth fusion of informa-
tion and communication technology advances and artificial
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intelligence (AI) tools [2][3], particularly to extract semantics
from various complex input signals.

While semantic encoding can be applied directly at the
application layer as a source compression technique, it is
increasingly becoming evident that to meet the performance
and latency requirements of the aforementioned applications,
we need to go beyond the conventional separation architec-
ture, and consider semantic communication in an end-to-end
fashion. This requires a joint source-channel coding (JSCC)
approach, where the encoder maps the input signal directly
to a channel input signal. Recently, an increasing number of
AI-based semantic communication frameworks have emerged
relying on deep learning techniques. Bourtsoulatze et al.
[4] were the first to propose a deep learning-based JSCC
scheme, called DeepJSCC, for wireless image transmission,
and it was shown to outperform the separation based baselines
that employ state-of-the-art compression and channel coding
schemes. Jankowski et al. [5] extended DeepJSCC to task-
oriented applications. Weng et al. [6] investigated the speech
recognition and speech synthesis as the tasks of the commu-
nication system and proposed a robust model to cope with
different channel conditions. Dai et al. [7] proposed nonlin-
ear transform source-channel coding (NTSCC), and achieved
content-aware variable-length JSCC via introducing an entropy
model on the semantic latent representations. The DeepJSCC
approach has since been extended to feedback channels [8],
to MIMO channels [9], and to the relay channel [10][11]. Hu
et al. [12] designed the masked vector quantized variational
autoencoder (VQ-VAE) for combating the semantic noise.
However, it is worth mentioning that although these pioneering
AI-based works show promising performance results, their
adoption in practical systems is challenging as they require
new standardization and hardware design.

This motivates JSCC schemes that are compatible with
existing wireless communication modules. Jiang et al. [13]
proposed a DL-based JSCC framework for semantic commu-
nication with classic channel coding and HARQ, which can be
easily implemented into existing HARQ systems. Tung et al.
[14] investigated the effects of constraining the transmission
either to finite input alphabets, or to a predefined constel-
lation, by introducing the so-called DeepJSCC-Q scheme.
Huang et al. [15] considered data transmission simultaneously
with semantic communication using low density parity check
(LDPC) code and quantization in a separate source-channel
coding system. Yao et al. [16] proposed a class of novel
semantic coded transmission (SCT) schemes over multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO) fading channels and designed
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a spatial multiplexing mechanism to realize adaptive coding
rate allocation and stream mapping.

Semantic communication integrated with end-to-end JSCC
designs for image transmission has demonstrated more sat-
isfying performance; however, they have several limitations
in front of their adoption in practical systems. First of all,
they lose the modularity of SSCC approaches; that is, we
need to design and employ a separate JSCC scheme for
different source modalities. The second limitation is noise
accumulation. Unlike digital schemes, in JSCC the decoded
signal always has some residual noise, which accumulates
when the signal is forwarded over multiple hops [11]. Last but
not least, JSCC introduces a security risk since the transmitted
signal is correlated with the underlying source signal, and
limiting the information leakage results in performance loss
[17]. Another significant challenge for the adoption of JSCC
in practical communication systems is the lack of coding
standards for these learned compression and transmission
methods, and hence, they can only be massively deployed after
significant design and standardization efforts.

Despite these limitations of end-to-end JSCC design, the
benefits of jointly optimizing the parameters of separate source
and channel codes, in the context of cross-layer design have
been widely acknowledged [18][19]. This motivates us to
develop a data-driven approach to amalgamate the strengths
of existing digital compression and communication codecs
with the power of end-to-end design taking into account the
semantic distortion measure. Since the proposed approach is
built around existing codecs, it can be adopted in current
systems by simply deploying the PPEN and PCEN modules
in corresponding devices.

In this work, we go one step further and build a standards-
compatible semantic communication framework upon con-
ventional source-channel codecs, which benefits from low
complexity and high efficiency [20]. Different from the efforts
primarily focused on image compression [21][22], which is
inherently a form of source coding without considering the
communication process. Our work builds upon the principles
of JSCC and complete digital source and channel coding.
The proposed framework has the following advantages: first,
the semantic features related to downstream tasks are ex-
ploited to improve the transmission performance; second, it
can adapt to stochastic fading in complex MIMO channels
with finite alphabet signals [23]. Specifically, for the former,
we introduce an image preprocessing module before standard
codecs while the latter is resolved through the implementation
of a precoding-enhanced module. The proposed learnable
modules are connected with the standard SSCC components,
e.g., BPG and LDPC codes, which enhances the framework’s
applicability in real-world commercial systems. Different from
DL-based networks, standard codecs that are not specifi-
cally designed for a particular source dataset or a specified
downstream task, indicating a more general approach to data
compression and transmission.

In this paper, we propose a generalized standards-
compatible semantic communication (SCSC) framework based
on conventional digital communication codecs, while leverag-
ing the advantages of semantic communication for wireless

image transmission. Specifically, we propose a learning-based
preprocessing module before the standard codec such that the
input images are processed before being fed to the compres-
sion codec. We also employ a precoding enhanced network to
further process the output of the conventional coding pipeline
before transmission over the channel. The receiver, on the
other hand, relies on a series of reverse operations to decode
the image, or to carry out downstream vision tasks, like
semantic segmentation [24]. These modules are trained jointly
in an end-to-end fashion to improve the performance. Note that
the training process involves non-differentiable components
due to the discrete operation within the conventional SSCC
components. This prevents the backpropagation of gradients.
To overcome this challenge, we employ an end-to-end proxy
network to simulate these components, which can then be used
to train the learnable modules in an end-to-end fashion. The
main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows.

• Semantic Preprocessing: We propose a preprocessing-
empowered network (PPEN) at the encoder that processes
the input image before feeding it to the standard com-
pression codec to reduce the semantic information re-
dundancy while ensuring satisfactory performance for the
desired downstream task. Specifically, a distortion-aware
compensation (DAC) module combined with quantization
adaptive (QA) layers is designed to output a preprocessed
image, which can be effectively integrated into standard
codecs with different combinations of compression ratios
and channel coding rates.

• High-speed Wireless Transmission: We consider practical
MIMO fading communication channels with discrete con-
stellations. A deep unfolding-based precoder & combiner-
enhanced network (PCEN) is employed for combating
the channel variations and further increasing the end-
to-end performance. PCEN consists of the precoder-
enhancement network (PEN) at the transmitter (Tx) and
the combiner-enhancement network (CEN) at the receiver
(Rx). Specifically, by unfolding the training parameters
into the proposed PCEN, it can greatly reduce the number
of network parameters and improve the received signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR).

• Proxy Network for End-to-End Training: To enable end-
to-end optimization of the entire network, we intro-
duce a learnable proxy network to approximate non-
differentiable standard codecs. This facilitates gradient
backpropagation when training the parameters of the
PPEN and PCEN.

• Performance Validation: To demonstrate the superiority
of our SCSC framework, we perform extensive experi-
ments on the semantic segmentation task over Rayleigh
fading channels. Experiments show that compared with
the baselines, the proposed SCSC can save up to 29%
channel bandwidth when achieving the same end-to-end
performance. Several ablation studies are conducted to
validate the effectiveness and universal compatibility of
PPEN and PCEN in practical systems.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section
II introduces the system model and describes the overall struc-
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Fig. 1. (a) Conventional digital communication system. (b) Overview of the proposed SCSC framework for semantic communications.

ture of the proposed SCSC framework. Section III presents the
detailed modules and key training methodologies. Section IV
provides numerical comparisons with a number of baselines
to quantify the performance gains from the proposed method.
Finally, Section V concludes this paper.

Notations: Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface
lower case, and boldface upper case letters respectively. The
superscript, A−1 and AH are the inverse and Hermitian of
matrix A. Moreover, C and R represent the sets of all com-
plex and real values, respectively. E{·} denotes the statistical
expectation operation. ∥ · ∥F denotes the Frobenius norm and
∥ · ∥∞ is the infinity norm. In addition, ΠM represents the
projection onto the given finite alphabet set M.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider wireless image transmission over MIMO block
fading channels for multiple downstream tasks. Fig. 1(a) illus-
trates a conventional communication system, in which the Tx
maps the original image to a symbol sequence transmitted to
the Rx over the channel. We seek to improve the performance
of this conventional communication system by the inclusion
of plug-and-play adaptation modules that can be deployed

at the encoder and decoder for both the reconstruction of
the input image and other downstream tasks. In particular,
as illustrated in Fig. 1(b), we propose a novel standards-
compatible image semantic transmission framework that can
be deployed over practical MIMO fading channels with finite-
alphabet to optimize for various downstream tasks.

A. Semantic-aware Transmitter

Let xo ∈ Rh×w×3 denote the source image at the Tx,
where h, w, and 3 denote the height, width, and number of
color channels in the RGB format, respectively. As shown in
Fig. 1(b), the encoding process at the Tx involves three parts:
PPEN, standard transmit modules (which encompass source
coding, channel coding, modulator, and precoder), and PEN.
Specifically, the process begins by feeding the original image
into PPEN, denoted by Eξ(·) : Rh×w×3 7→ Rh×w×3 with
parameter ξ, to generate the preprocessed image x, which
effectively reduces redundant information, and potentially
extracts and amplifies task-relevant features. For example,
conventional image compression algorithms suppress high
frequency components that are not perceived by human visual
systems to reduce the communication rate without sacrificing
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Fig. 2. The detailed framework of our PPEN module. The DAC module is used in the last stage of the distortion compensation layer.

the perceptual reconstruction quality much. However, this may
result in poor performance in certain downstream tasks that
would benefit from such information. PPEN, in this case, can
potentially extract such useful information and embed it into
low frequency components to make sure they will be conveyed
through the conventional codec.

Next, let L, Nt, and k denote the numbers of modulation
symbols, antennas at the Tx, and the channel uses, respectively.
The Tx encodes the filtered image x into a sequence of discrete
constellation symbols xe ∈ ML via the function Se(·) :
Rh×w×3 7→ ML, which incorporates standard source coding
(e.g., better portable graphics (BPG [25]), joint photographic
experts group (JPEG [26]) or JPEG2000 [27]), followed by
channel coding (e.g., low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes
[28] or polar codes [29]), and a modulator. The modulation
process maps encoded bits to symbols, which take values over
a finite set M = {M0,M1, . . . ,MM−1} with M = |M|,
e.g., we have M = 2 for binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)
and M = 4 for quadrature-amplitude modulation (QAM). To
support the transmission of Ns streams in a MIMO system,
where Ns is the number of data streams supported by the Rx, a
precoder Sp(·) : ML 7→ CNt×k is employed to transform the
channel symbol vector xe to codeword xp ∈ CNt×k via linear
or nonlinear precoding techniques. We assume that Ns ≤ Nt

and the precoder maps the Ns data streams to the Nt antennas,
with L = Ns × k symbols. Finally, to further improve the
end-to-end performance, we propose a precoder-enhancement
network (PEN), denoted by Pθ(·) : CNt×k 7→ CNt×k,
parameterized by θ, to refine xp to z ∈ CNt×k, which should
obey the power constraint

1

Ntk
∥z∥2F ≤ Pz. (1)

We define the channel bandwidth ratio (CBR) R ≜ k/n as
the number of channel uses per pixel [30], where n = 3hw
is the number of source symbols. We typically have k < n,
but the framework is general enough to cover any k, n values.
The above process is summarized as follows

xo
Eξ(·)−−−→ x

Se(·)−−−→ xe
Sp(·)−−−→ xp

Pθ(·)−−−→ z, (2)

where the transmit signal z can be expressed as

z = Pθ(Sp(Se(Eξ(xo)))). (3)

B. Channel Model

Let H ∈ CNr×Nt be the coefficients of the linear channel
between the Tx and Rx, where Nr denotes the number of
antennas at the Rx. We assume a block-fading channel, where
H remains constant for a block of k consecutive symbols and
changes to an independent realization in the next block [31].
The received signal y ∈ CNr×k at the Rx is given by

y = Hz+ n, (4)

where n ∈ CNr×k denotes the zero-mean additive white
Gaussian noise with variance σ2. The CSI is assumed to be
known perfectly at both the Tx and Rx.

C. Semantic-aware Receiver

Rx aims both to reconstruct the input image and to facil-
itate downstream tasks based on the received signal y. The
inverse operations at the Rx also consist of three parts: CEN
followed by standard receiver modules (which encompass
MIMO combiner [32], demodulator, channel decoder, and
source decoder), and the downstream task module (e.g., image
segmentation). Specifically, the received signal y is first fed
to CEN, Qη(·) : CNr×k 7→ CNr×k with parameters η,
such that the processed signal x̂p is more compatible with
existing standard decoding modules. Using a standard MIMO
detection method (e.g., maximum likelihood (ML), matched
filter (MF), zero-forcing (ZF), minimum mean square error
(MMSE) etc. [32]), the Rx estimates the transmitted discrete
signal vector, i.e., x̂e = S−1

p (x̂p), where x̂e ∈ CL. Then
the reconstructed image x̂ ∈ Rh×w×3 is recovered via the
function S−1

e (·) : CL 7→ Rh×w×3, comprising demodulator,
channel decoding, and source decoding modules. Finally, the
reconstructed image x̂ can be fed into the downstream module
Dς(·) : Rh×w×3 7→ O to facilitate desired downstream tasks,
where o = Dς(x̂). Here Dς(·) can represent multiple tasks,
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e.g., segmentation, classification, etc. The above process is
summarized as follows

y
Qη(·)−−−→ x̂p

S−1
p (·)

−−−−→ x̂e
S−1
e (·)−−−−→ x̂

Dς(·)−−−→ o. (5)

Overall, the output signal for the downstream task, o, can be
expressed as

o = Dς(S
−1
e (S−1

p (Qη(y)))). (6)

D. Proxy Network

Since the parameters of the traditional codecs, modem,
precoder, and MIMO detection are not differentiable, it is
not possible to conduct backpropagation of weights through
the conventional codecs during training. To overcome this,
we introduce a learnable image processing and transmission
network as a proxy for the traditional modules during the
training stage. This allows the gradients of the proxy network
to be propagated to PPEN and PCEN, facilitating the joint
optimization of these modules. Specifically, at the Tx, we em-
ploy a learnable network denoted by fϕ(·) : Rh×w×3 7→ CL,
parameterized by ϕ, which consists of source coding, channel
coding, modulation, and precoding to efficiently approximate
the true signal xp as xa

p = fϕ(x). Likewise, at the Rx,
another learnable network denoted as gψ(·) : CL 7→ Rh×w×3,
parameterized by ψ, which represents the MIMO detection,
demodulation, channel decoding, and source decoding opera-
tions to efficiently approximate the true reconstructed image

x̂ as x̂a = gψ(x̂p). By introducing these learned networks
as proxies, we replace the non-differentiable coding and
modulation operations in standard codecs with differentiable
counterparts and enable efficient end-to-end optimization.

III. DETAILED TRANSCEIVER DESIGN

In this section, we discuss the details and key methodologies
of the proposed SCSC framework, which mainly include
PPEN, PCEN, proxy network, and the procedure of training
and deployment.

A. Preprocessing-Empowered Network (PPEN)

PPEN is proposed as a distortion-aware module, which is
realized via deformable convolutions and non-linear transfor-
mations in our framework, to preserve critical semantic in-
formation for scene parsing and generation of the downstream
task-friendly source image x. The proposed PPEN architecture
is demonstrated in Fig. 2, where the original image xo is
input to two parallel branches. The upper branch uses 1×1
convolutional layers and quantization adaptive layers to realize
nonlinear pixel-level transformation. The lower branch is a
distortion-aware compensation (DAC) module for calibrated
semantic feature extraction [33]. The outputs of the two
branches are added together to form the filtered image x,
which preserves the useful texture and semantic information by
conducting both shallow and deep transforms. In the following,
we will introduce the details of the two key modules, the DAC
module, and the quantization adaptive layer, in detail.

(1) DAC module. The DAC module aims to enhance the
modeling ability of the network for object deformation. As
illustrated in Fig. 3, the input image initially passes through a
standard convolutional layer to capture the overall information.
Then, a deformable convolution module [34] is introduced
to enable flexible sampling with the consideration of object
deformation and distortion information. After that, the strip
pooling module [35] is adopted to effectively capture useful
semantic context information from irregular regions for ma-
chine analysis tasks.

Deformable convolution is adopted in our module to learn
the distortion pattern and achieve better semantic preservation
and protection. It allows for better adaptation to irregular
target shapes, capturing localized features, and enhancement
of the sensory field. Given a set of sampling locations on a
regular grid Υ, the input feature map t, and the weights w
for the kernel, a convolutional layer is applied to produce the
output feature map F in convolution neural networks (CNNs).
Deformable convolution can be defined as

F (p0) =
∑
pn∈Υ

w (pn) · t (p0 + pn +∆pn) , (7)

where p0 is a location on the output feature map F , pn
is a position on the regular sampling grid Υ, and ∆pn
represents the offset corresponding to the position of pn.
In this way, we can obtain distortion-compensated features
after standard convolution. Note that, deformable convolution
can only improve the local feature representation capability.
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Algorithm 1 PCEN.
Input: xp = V1ΛgV

H
g xe, H, noise variance σ2, z1d = 0,

α = 0.95.
Output: {θ,η}.

1: W = [diag((U2H)HU2H)]−1(U2H)H

2: for t = 0, 1, 2, ..., T do
3: rt = ztd + γtW(xp −U2Hztd)
4: zt+1 = ΠM(rt)
5: zt+1

d = αtztd + (1− αt)zt+1

6: end for
7: Update model parameters {θ,η}.

Meanwhile, global context is also important for semantic
information extraction.

Strip pooling selectively extracts contextual information
from feature maps along horizontal and vertical dimensions:

r̄i,c = max
0≤j<w′

ti,j,c,

r̂j,c = max
0≤i<h′

ti,j,c,
(8)

where ti,j,c is a location of the sampling grid on the input
feature map, h′ and w′ represent the kernel size of strip pooling
along horizontal and vertical dimensions, respectively. r̄i,c and
r̂j,c represent the i-th and j-th grids on the feature map of
channel c for horizontal and vertical strip pooling, respectively.
The two feature maps are then added and processed by
element-wise multiplications to focus on texture-rich areas.

Consequently, our DAC network can learn both local and
global information about input images by using several DA
modules and coarse-to-fine semantic information can be ob-
tained through different stages.

(2) Quantization Adaptive Layer. As illustrated in Fig.
2, the incorporation of the quantization adaptive layer into the
semantic preprocessing module facilitates the adaptive filtering
process by scaling the intermediate features accordingly. Con-
sidering that the standard source compression, such as BPG,

has different compression ratios, i.e., quantization parameters
Q = {Q0, Q1, . . . , Qq−1} with q = |Q|, we introduce the
quantization adaptive (QA) layer in the preprocessing module
to generate the filtered image x for each specific compression
ratio in practical applications. Specifically, a two-layer per-
ceptron is employed to generate the scale vector, represented
by v. Then, given the input feature vector fi, we can obtain
the output feature vector fo = fi ⊙ v, which means the
whole preprocessing module is able to adjust the intermediate
features and ultimately produce a satisfactory filtered image x
according to the given Q values in the standard image codec.

B. Precoder & Combiner-Enhanced Network (PCEN)
The goal of the proposed PCEN module (consisting of PEN

and CEN) is to make the system more compatible with the
discrete signal than the standard precoder, where we formu-
late the finite-alphabet precoding as an integer programming
problem by unfolding the PCEN and adding several trainable
parameters, so as to further increase the throughput in MIMO
systems. One of the standard precoders G ∈ CNt×Ns admits
the SVD G = UgΛgV

H
g , where the power allocation matrix

Λg ∈ CNt×Ns is diagonal and the diagonal entries represent
the power allocation weights for each antenna signal stream.
The matrix Λg can be obtained by applying the water-filling
algorithm [36]. Ug ∈ CNt×Nt and Vg ∈ CNs×Ns are unitary.
The standard precoder design obeys the following rule: i) if
the channel H = U1Λ1V

H
1 is known by the transmitter, then

from [37, Prop. 2], the optimal design satisfies Ug = V1; ii)
Vg is selected from the codebook specified in 3GPP [38] to
maximize the transmission performance. Then, the transmitted
signal after the standard precoder is given by

xp = Sp(xe) = V1ΛgV
H
g xe, (9)

where each entry of xe is assumed to be drawn independently
from the finite-alphabet M.

In the proposed approach, we further process the output of
the conventional precoder through the PEN model at the Tx,
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and the channel output is passed through the CEN module at
the Rx before being fed to the channel combiner. To guarantee
the output of PEN satisfies the input power constraint, we
employ a power normalization layer. We formulate the mean
square error (MSE) between xp and x̂p in Eq. (10) as the
loss function when training PCEN. Different from DL-based
approaches trained by using a huge volume of data, the
proposed method unfolds a set of trainable parameters into
a layer-wise structure, resulting in reduced model complexity
and a smaller parameter count [39]. The loss function is
specified as:

Lpcen ≜ Exp,n

{
∥xp − x̂p∥2

}
= Exp,n

{
∥xp −Qη(HPθ(xp) + n)∥2

}
.

(10)

Note that if we take Pθ(xp) = xp and Qη(y) = y, we recover
the standard precoder. To reduce the complexity at the Rx, we
simplify the design of CEN by modelling it as a single fully
connected layer, i.e., Qη(y) = U2y. Then, Eq. (10) reduces
to

Exp,n

{
∥xp − x̂p∥22

}
= Exp,n

{
∥xp −U2(Hz+ n)∥2

}
= Exp,n

{
∥xp −U2Hz∥2

}
+ ∥U2∥2σ2.

(11)

We employ alternating optimization of θ and η to minimize
the loss function, where at each iteration, we optimize one of
the blocks while the other is fixed.

First, we consider the optimization of U2 for a given z in
an iteration step:

U∗
2 = (Exp

{∥HzzHHH∥}+ σ2I)−1Exp
{HzxH

p }, (12)

which is obtained from the first-order optimality condition of
the unconstrained convex problem in (11).

Remark 1: Although the optimal U2 can be obtained using
(12), the distribution of xp is unknown in a practical system.
Hence, we model it as a fully connected layer η and use
stochastic gradient descent to approximate the optimal value.

Next, we turn to the optimization of z for a given U2, which
can be formulated as follows:

min
z

Exp{∥xp −U2Hz∥22}. (13)

The common alternating direction method of multipliers
(ADMM) framework enables us to rewrite problem (13) in
a consensus form as follows:

min
z,z1

∥xp −U2Hz1∥22 + IM(z)

s.t. z1 − z = 0,
(14)

where IM(z) is the indicator function of M, i.e.,

IM(z) =

{
0, if z ∈ MNt×k,
∞, otherwise. (15)

The augmented Lagrangian of (14) is expressed as

Lr (z1, z,u) = ∥xp −U2Hz1∥22 + IM(z)

+ uH(z1 − z) + γ ∥z1 − z∥22 ,
(16)

where u is the dual variable corresponding to the constraint
z1 − z = 0, and γ is the non-negative penalty parameter. The
problem can be efficiently solved by algorithm 2 in [40], and
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Fig. 5. The structure of the proxy network.

we can obtain the following iterative process:

W = [diag((U2H)HU2H)]−1(U2H)H ,

rt = ztd + γtW(xp −U2Hztd),

zt+1 = ΠM(rt),

zt+1
d = αtztd + (1− αt)zt+1,

(17)

where θ = {γt, αt} are the learnable parameters in PEN.
The aforementioned equations are executed iteratively until
convergence.

The above procedure of PCEN in our SCSC framework is
formally summarized in Fig. 4 and Alg. 1. Thanks to its low
complexity and flexibility, PCEN holds a promising potential
to be deployed in practical applications [41]. Unlike con-
ventional designs, which often rely on Gaussian distribution
assumptions, thanks to its data-driven nature, PCEN can adapt
to arbitrary distributions.

C. Proxy Network

In this subsection, we introduce a neural network as a proxy
to mimic the non-differentiable operations of the standard
source codec, channel codec, modulation, and precoding,
which will allow SCSC to be trained in an end-to-end fashion.
Here, we use the JSCC AE approach in [5] as our proxy
network. To make sure that the proxy network can well ap-
proximate the standard codec, the reconstruction quality of the
digital scheme x̂ and the proxy approach x̂a should be similar.
If the discrepancy is too significant, the proxy network cannot
substitute for the conventional codecs, indicating a failure in
training. The proxy network knows the channel realization H.
As illustrated in Fig. 5, the proxy network consists of two
symmetrical structures: i) the encoder transforms the input
image data x into the preliminary processed transmit signal,
and a JSCC encoder is utilized for anti-noise and efficient
wireless transmission; ii) the decoder executes an approximate
inverse function to map the preliminary processed received
signal back to the pixel-level image.

D. Training and Deployment

Our goal is to obtain suitable PPEN and PCEN parameters
to enhance task-oriented communication under the standard
transmission protocols. To realize it, we first choose a pre-
trained JSCC model with suitable parameters to approximate
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Algorithm 2 End-to-End SCSC Training Procedure
Input: Training dataset, trade-off parameters λ1, λ2, λ3,
learning rate α.
Output: The trained SCSC model.
Training of Proxy Network: Based on the fine-tuning proce-
dure Lpro = d(x̂, x̂a), we can obtain several proxy networks
that mimic the standard codec with different settings.
End-to-End Training

1: for each epoch k = 1, 2, · · ·K do
2: for all xo do
3: PPEN: Eξ(xo) → x;
4: Standard codec: x̂, Rt;
5: Downstream task: Dς(x̂) → o;
6: Compute the loss L by (19):

L = λ1Lpcen + λ2Lseg + λ3Lpre;
7: Proxy codec: x̂a, Rp;
8: Gradients computation:

∂L
∂o

· ∂o

∂x̂a
→ gtask ;

gtask · ∂x̂
a

∂x
+

∂L
∂Rp

· ∂Rp

∂x
→ gpro;

gpro ·
∂x̂

∂x
+

∂λ2Lseg

∂x̂p
· ∂x̂p

∂xp
→ gpcen;

gpcen · ∂x
xo

+ gpro ·
∂x

xo
+

∂λ2Lseg

x
· ∂x
xo

→ gppen;

ξ − α · gppen → ξ.

9: end for
10: end for

the digital scheme, then finetune the proxy network by using
the MSE loss

Lpro = d(x̂, x̂a) =
1

h× w × 3
∥x̂− x̂a∥22, (18)

where d(x̂, x̂a) represents the distortion between the recon-
structed image x̂ and the output x̂a from the proxy network.
We train the proxy network for different SNRs and CBRs
to minimize the distortion, so that we can obtain the proxy
network to mimic the traditional codec. We assume that CSI
is known perfectly to both the encoder and decoder. Once the
proxy network is trained, it replaces the standard codec during
the backward propagation stage of SCSC.

Next, we provide more details on the end-to-end training of
SCSC in Algorithm 2. After executing the downstream task,
we can calculate the total loss function L as

L = λ1Lpcen + λ2Lseg + λ3Lpre, (19)

where λ1, λ2 and λ3 are the trade-off parameters among differ-
ent loss terms. Lpcen is defined in Eq. (10), and Lseg denotes
the loss from the specific downstream task. In addition, to
stabilize the training process and evaluate the reconstruction
performance, we consider the MSE loss between the original
image xo and the reconstructed image x̂, denoted by Lpre.

At the same time, we obtain the corresponding reconstructed
image x̂a and CBR Rp from the proxy network. Based on this
operation, we can use the CBR and reconstructed image from

the standard codec in forward propagation and calculate the
value of loss function while using the gradients of the proxy
network in backward propagation to optimize the weights of
PPEN and PCEN. The backpropagation procedure involves
sequentially computing the gradients of the downstream task
model, PCEN, proxy network, and PPEN, denoted by gtask,
gpro, gpcen, and gppen, respectively. The weights of PPEN and
PCEN are optimized while the weights of the other modules
remain fixed.

For the practical deployment of SCSC, we directly imple-
ment the trained PPEN and PCEN at the base station, where
the remaining standard codecs and wireless transmission are
specified by the current protocol.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, numerical results are provided to validate
the effectiveness of the proposed SCSC framework. We first
describe the simulation setup, and then demonstrate the su-
perior performance in the performance of the downstream
machine vision tasks by comparing the proposed framework
with several recent state-of-the-art schemes. Finally, several
ablation studies are carried out to motivate our architectural
choices, and the computational complexity of the proposed
approach is investigated.

A. Experimental Setups

1) Datasets: In our simulations, a 2 × 2 MIMO system
is considered for the physical layer transmission. For the
transmitted images, we consider the RGB image datasets
Cityscapes [42] and CVRG-Pano [43]. Cityscapes is a dataset
of street scene images captured under similar weather and
lighting conditions in 50 different locations. It consists of
2975 training, 500 validation, and 1525 test images with fine
panoptic annotations. The high-resolution CVRG-Pano dataset
comprises 600 pixel-level annotated panoramic images with
size 1664 × 832 pixels. It covers a wide range of subjects
and contains 20 semantic classes grouped into 7 categories.
Data augmentation is adopted to increase sample diversity, and
improve model generalization ability and robustness, which
encompass random horizontal flips, vertical flips, and random
cropping to dimensions of 256× 256.

2) Downstream Task Module: We consider semantic seg-
mentation as the task to be completed at the receiver and
leverage ERF-PSPNet [44] to implement it. The semantic
loss for semantic segmentation is evaluated by the mean
intersection over union (mIoU) defined as

Lseg ≜ 1− 1

B

B∑
b=1

ob
g ∩ ob

d

ob
g ∪ ob

d

, (20)

where ob
d and ob

g denote the semantic segmentation results of
the reconstructed image x̂ and original image xo, respectively.
B denotes the total number of classes in the original dataset
and b represents a specific class.

3) Metrics: We quantify the image transmission perfor-
mance with the following three metrics: pixel-wise metric
PSNR, perceptual metric multi-scale structural similarity index
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Fig. 6. Comparison of the PSNR metric for our proposed SCSC framework and the other baselines over a 2× 2 MIMO fading channel with CBR R = 1/12
and SNR = 6 dB, respectively.

(MS-SSIM), and semantic segmentation metric mIoU. Overall,
higher PSNR/MS-SSIM/mIoU indicates better performance.

4) Model Deployment Details: We train and evaluate the
whole SCSC model on eight RTX 4090 GPU cards. The
optimizer is AdamW [45] and the learning rate at epoch
n, based on the polynomial function, is denoted as βn =
β0

(
1− n

K

)p
, where the initial learning rate is β0 = 5×10−4,

the power of the polynomial is p = 0.9, and K denotes
the number of epochs that the scheduler decays the learning
rate. To compress the source image according to different re-
quirements, we consider BPG at different compression ratios,
i.e., Q = {28, 31, 34, 37, 41}, where lower Q value means
less compression and better image quality. The weights of
the loss function L in (19) are set as λ1 = λ3 = 0.1,
λ2 = 0.5. For the SCSC framework, we sample the channel
SNR uniformly from the range of [2, 12] dB, combined with
different selected Q values in each training iteration. The
average input power Pz is w.l.o.g. restricted to 1. The weights
of the downstream network ERF-PSPNet are fixed during both
training and testing. For the channel model, unless specifically
indicated, we consider a Rayleigh fading channel. To simulate
practical 5G MIMO transmission scenarios, we also consider a
general non-stationary 5G wireless channel model with MIMO
CSI matrices generated according to [46]. We utilize 1000
MIMO channel matrix samples for training during image
transmission and 200 samples for testing to guarantee robust
performance under realistic channel conditions.

5) Comparison Schemes: We compare the proposed
scheme with the following baselines.

• SCSC. For the proposed scheme, we consider all possible
combinations of image compression parameters in Q with
LDPC, QPSK, and SVD, and the best-performing digital
transmission scheme is selected. Then, the chosen combi-
nation is regarded as the training baseline for SCSC. The
annotations in the following figures denote the selected
combination of the image compression parameter and
LDPC rate, e.g., (41,1/6). The smaller Q, the better image

quality. Moreover, for the test, we utilize the optimal
parameters for the standard transmission.

• Digital transmission scheme. The baseline employs BPG
for source coding, 1/2 and 3/4 rate LDPC for channel
coding, QPSK for modulation, and SVD for precoding.

• ProxyNet scheme. The CNN-based ProxyNet scheme
represents the proposed PPEN and PCEN modules only
integrated with the proxy network.

• ADJSCC. We adopt the DL-based JSCC (ADJSCC)
scheme proposed in [47] as a baseline, where the MIMO
CSI and SNR are provided to the joint source-channel
encoder and decoder. The ADJSCC model outperforms
the basic JSCC model across diverse SNR and bandwidth
ratios, highlighting its adaptability to various channel
conditions.

• DeepJSCC-MIMO. The vision transformer-based Deep
JSCC scheme [9] for wireless image transmission over
MIMO channels applies SVD to the channel matrix and
uses the gains of the obtained parallel channels instead
of the channel matrix.

B. Experimental Results

1) PSNR Performance: In Fig. 6(a), we investigate the
PSNR performance of the proposed scheme and other base-
lines as a function of the test channel SNR over MIMO fading
channels while maintaining a fixed CBR of R = 1/12. Higher
SNR values imply better channel conditions and more reliable
wireless transmission. We can observe that our SCSC can
generally outperform the traditional digital schemes in all SNR
values and exhibit a significant performance improvement of
around 1.6 dB as SNR increases when compared to ADJSCC.
This gap arises from the unique strengths of the digital-based
SCSC, which combines the benefits of semantic communi-
cation and digital communication. In Fig. 6(b), we plot the
PSNR versus CBR result for the compared schemes at SNR
= 6 dB. It is observed that our proposed scheme outperforms
ADJSCC, ProxyNet, as well as the separation-based baseline
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Fig. 8. Performance of semantic segmentation on CVRG-Pano dataset over a 2 × 2 MIMO fading channel; (a) mIoU performance against SNR with R =
1/12; (b) mIoU performance against CBR with SNR = 6 dB.

over a large range of CBR values, and as the SNR increases,
it gradually approaches and slightly surpasses the DeepJSCC-
MIMO scheme. Taking the case R = 0.04 as an example,
when 96% transmission overhead is saved, the SCSC still
has the ability to reconstruct relatively high-quality images.
Overall, our framework exhibits strong adaptability to varying
channel conditions with different SNRs and CBRs, resulting
in comparable or superior performance to the other baselines.

2) MS-SSIM Performance: Fig. 7(a) indicates that in terms
of the MS-SSIM performance, SCSC achieves better perfor-
mance for all SNR regions compared with digital baselines
under the same conditions. Conventional schemes are inferior
to the DL-based counterparts in the low SNR regime, because
BPG compression is designed mainly for PSNR, and does
not consider perceptual quality. We can note that, compared
with ADJSCC, at the same level of MS-SSIM performance,
our SCSC is able to save the CBR by approximately 33%.
In Fig. 7(b), SCSC scheme achieves relatively satisfying
performances as DeepJSCC-MIMO, ADJSCC, and ProxyNet

schemes, compared to the digital scheme in low CBR region
(R ≤ 0.08). This outcome is attributed to the fact that
noise exerts a more substantial impact on communication
performance at low SNR, and DL-based schemes demonstrate
greater resilience to noise than traditional SSCC.

3) mIoU Performance: Fig. 8 depicts the mIoU perfor-
mance at different channel SNR and CBR values over the
fading channel. Here, we consider the deep learning-based
SSCC scheme proposed in [48] as an additional benchmark,
denoted by DSSCC. DSSCC scheme uses the density in-
formation of features as side information and employs a
variational autoencoder to compress images effectively. The
proposed SCSC scheme demonstrates superior performance at
most SNRs and CBRs compared to the ADJSCC, ProxyNet,
DSSCC, and digital baselines, thanks to its strong adaptability
to diverse channel conditions. While our approach slightly
underperforms compared to the DeepJSCC-MIMO method,
which employs an efficient transformer structure, and freely
optimizes the transmitted signal over the channel, our work
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TABLE I
CLASS-WISE SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION ACCURACY (%) OF DIFFERENT SCHEMES.

Method mIoU (%) flat construct object nature sky person vehicle
SCSC (BPG+LDPC1/2+QPSK) 56.37 69.49 71.03 23.23 68.15 77.85 9.55 63.70

BPG+LDPC1/2+QPSK 30.62 44.59 39.48 10.99 35.00 48.44 5.81 32.13
ProxyNet 46.83 67.55 60.62 17.71 55.51 68.25 7.84 50.54
ADJSCC 44.56 69.87 57.85 17.11 53.69 67.36 8.47 58.97

DeepJSCC-MIMO 54.24 70.62 68.39 19.63 63.52 74.86 8.93 61.68

(a) Original Image (b) CBR R = 0.053 (c) CBR R = 0.126

Fig. 11. Visualization of resource allocation map for feature vector over different channel bandwidth ratios. The resolution of the left original image is
1664× 832 while that of both the middle and the right feature images is 78× 39.
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Fig. 12. Validation of robustness and generalization. (a) mIoU versus SNR. Comparison of our SCSC (JPEG) and SCSC (JPEG2000) with JPEG and
JPEG2000 codecs. (b) Comparison of SCSC trained for different combinations of coding rate and modulation using BPG for source coding, LDPC codes for
channel coding, and SVD in the Rayleigh fading channel case. (c) mIoU versus SNR. Comparison of the generalization capability to the CLIC2021 dataset.

primarily aims to introduce a framework compatible with
existing systems. Notably, the proposed scheme even surpasses
DeepJSCC-MIMO in high CBR scenarios. The class-wise
segmentation results of different schemes on the CVRG-Pano
dataset at R = 1/6 are presented in Table I. The results indi-
cate that the SCSC scheme not only achieves the best overall
mIoU performance, but also outperforms the other schemes
in six categories of segmentation. This is because the SCSC
approach ensures the restoration of semantic information at
the receiver end, greatly avoiding the loss of key information
for subsequent tasks upon decompression.

4) Visualization Performance: To intuitively demonstrate
the effectiveness of our proposed model, we further provide
examples of transmitted and reconstructed images in Fig.
9. It can be observed that SCSC can achieve comparable
visual quality with no more channel bandwidth cost than other
baselines. Moreover, we also show the visualization result of
downstream semantic segmentation by SCSC, ADJSCC, and
the standard scheme in Fig. 10, and it is evident that the

SCSC scheme improves the downstream task accuracy. For
example, the scene of the reconstructed images produced by
our method in the first row can be correctly parsed while the
corresponding result from the standard scheme failed, which
indicates the superiority of applying semantics for the efficient
data compression and transmission.

Table II presents the BD-CBR and BD-PSNR results, where
BD-CBR is used to measure the percentage of saved CBR
with the same accuracy, and BD-PSNR indicates the image
transmission quality improvement [49]. Here, we set the
standard scheme as the benchmark and the BD-X results of
the other schemes represent the relative value with respect to
the benchmark performance. The results demonstrate that the
proposed SCSC method achieves 29.46% bandwidth savings
at channel SNR of 10 dB, or 1.28 dB gain in average PSNR at
a CBR of 1/12. As previously analyzed, the DeepJSCC-MIMO
scheme shows a 12.19% increase in the bandwidth cost with
1.08 PSNR gains. ADJSCC exhibits suboptimal performance
when applied to high-resolution datasets, leading to a notable
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TABLE II
A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF BD-CBR AND BD-PSNR

PERFORMANCES.

Method BD-CBR BD-PSNR
SCSC(BPG+LDPC1/2+QPSK) -29.46% 1.28

BPG+LDPC1/2+QPSK 0.00% 0
ProxyNet 27.56% 0.15
ADJSCC 48.65% 0.72

DeepJSCC-MIMO 12.19% 1.08

48.65% increase in the bandwidth cost.
5) Resource Allocation Map: We investigate the resource

allocation map to describe the spatial dependencies among the
elements of the filtered image. Fig. 11 plots the visualization
of the bit allocation for the filtered image x over a Rayleigh
fading channel for SNR = 10 dB. It is observed that the
pixels of the same object, e.g., road, sky, and building, have
similar bits, whereas the boundaries and contours between
different objects possess more distinctive bits. In addition, as
the channel bandwidth ratio increases, more bits are allocated
to capture intricate object details, leading to a higher fidelity
in the reconstructed image.

C. Robustness and Generalization

1) Trained SCSC with Different Codecs: To validate the
robustness and compatibility of our proposed framework with
other digital baselines, we provide more experimental results
in Fig. 12(a). Here, we utilize JPEG and JPEG2000 methods
to replace BPG within the SCSC framework, without any
fine-tuning of the other modules and parameters. Experiment
results show that PPEN and PCEN can save more than 10.2%
and 13.5% channel bandwidth compared with the original
JPEG codec and JPEG2000 codec when evaluated on the ERF-
PSPNet backbone network, respectively.

2) Evaluation of SCSC with Different Combinations of Cod-
ing Rate and Modulation: Additionally, we consider different
combinations of channel coding rate and modulation. Fig.
12(b) shows the result of SCSC trained for different coding
rates and modulation and tested over a range of channel SNR
values. We can observe that the performance gets better at low
SNRs by using a lower rate scheme which is consistent with
the standard codec results.

3) Trained SCSC with Different Datasets: In order to eval-
uate the model generalizability and its independence on source
data, we further evaluate the proposed SCSC framework on a
different dataset (e.g., CLIC2021 dataset [50]) over SNR ∈
[2, 12] dB and R = 1/12. As shown in Fig. 12(c), compared
with the ADJSCC and DeepJSCC-MIMO schemes, SCSC
maintains better task performance across the whole SNR
range. It indicates that when we directly deploy the trained
framework without adjustment to different source datasets,
SCSC is more compatible and robust. The performance gain
mainly comes from the proposed modules and the standard
codecs that are not specifically designed for a particular source
dataset. Moreover, based on the GradCAM [51] method, we
give an example in Fig. 13 to show the effectiveness of

Original Image Preprocessed Image

Fig. 13. Visualization results of the PPEN. The first column is the original
image and the second column is the filtered image after preprocessing. Larger
values are denoted by red color.

our preprocessing module on the Kodak dataset [52]. We
can observe that PPEN preserves the important semantic
information with discarded information mainly distributed in
the background region where higher values represent more
importance for downstream tasks.

4) Evaluation of SCSC with Different Downstream Tasks:
To provide a detailed analysis of the effectiveness and gen-
erality of SCSC on different downstream tasks, we conduct
experiments on object detection and image classification tasks
by leveraging EfficientDet [53] and ResNet50 [54] machine
analysis networks, respectively. We train and test the corre-
sponding SCSC networks for both classification and detection
tasks at SNR = 10 dB, with 2/3 LDPC code and Q = 34.
i) Object detection. For the object detection task, we utilize
the COCO dataset and the mean average precision (mAP)
results as the evaluation metric. As shown in Fig. 14(a), the
SCSC scheme shows a much better performance compared
to ADJSCC, ProxyNet, and digital baselines, while closely
aligning with the performance of DeepJSCC-MIMO scheme
in high CBR values. Specifically, compared with the ADJSCC
scheme, SCSC saves approximately 22.6% channel bandwidth
at the same mAP value.
ii) Image classification. Fig. 14(b) shows the top-1 accuracy
curves from different schemes on the ImageNet dataset. It
is noted that our approach still achieves better task perfor-
mance and saves more than 23% channel bandwidth when
compared with traditional digital schemes by evaluating it
on the ResNet50 model. We can conclude that the non-task-
specific and non-source-specific digital communication system
can allow our SCSC scheme to perform well on other never-
seen tasks for a wide range of channel bandwidth conditions.

5) Evaluations of Different MIMO Channel Modes: To
further evaluate the flexibility and robustness of SCSC, we
analyze the task performance over the practical 5G MIMO
fading channel model [46]. To thoroughly assess the impact
of channel estimation error on the system performance, we
also conduct simulations under imperfect CSI scenario with
channel estimation error following CN (0, 0.1), labeled as
“SCSC (imper)”. As depicted in Fig. 15, the performance
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Fig. 14. Performance of object detection and image classification over MIMO
fading channels; (a) Object detection task performance versus CBR with SNR
= 10 dB; (b) Classification task performance versus CBR with SNR = 10 dB.

of all the schemes increases with SNR. Notably, when SNR =
6 dB, SCSC achieves about 4.4% and 23.9% improvement in
mIoU compared to ADJSCC and SSCC schemes, respectively.
Moreover, we can observe that, even though the performance
of the SCSC system drops with imperfect channel estimation,
it still outperforms conventional communication methods. This
further demonstrates the effectiveness of our system in han-
dling imperfect channel estimation and maintaining superior
performance, which makes it efficient and compatible for
practical applications.

D. Ablation Study

For SCSC, we employ 1/2 rate LDPC code with Q = 37,
R = 1/12, QPSK modulation, and SVD. The results of SCSC
without PPEN (“SCSC w/o PPEN”) and SCSC without PCEN
(“SCSC w/o PCEN”) are presented in Fig. 16 to verify the
benefits of the proposed modules, where the other modules
are already optimized without fine-tuning. Compared to the
purely digital scheme, the collaborative integration of PPEN
and PCEN brings notable performance gains and achieves
20.5% savings in channel bandwidth. Moreover, the results
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Fig. 15. Comparisons of the task performance over a practical fading channel
sampled from practical 5G MIMO channel model with R = 1/12.
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Fig. 16. Performance of different ablation schemes to validate the effective-
ness of proposed QA layers, PPEN, and PCEN.

indicate the effectiveness of PPEN for preserving semantics,
and PCEN for efficient transmission, both of which contribute
significantly to the improvement of segmentation performance.
Furthermore, our proposed PPEN module is quantization-
adaptive and can be used for the standard BPG codec with
different quantization values which can be reflected in the
CBR value. Here, we conduct an ablation study called “SCSC
w/o QA” to validate the effectiveness of QA layers, where
we remove the quantization adaptive layers and train a set
of different PPEN modules for different Q values. We can
observe the trend that SCSC exceeds SCSC w/o QA scheme,
illustrating the performance gain brought by QA layers. In
this way, the proposed modules are verified effective during
the wireless MIMO image transmission.

E. Running Time and Complexity

The number of parameters of our PPEN module is 12.68M.
For any 2048 × 400 images, the inference time of our
PPEN module is only 6.32ms, which means it brings little
computational complexity increase to the existing digital trans-
mission framework. On the other hand, the PCEN inherits the
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TABLE III
EVALUATION OF SYSTEM THROUGHPUT.

Method Throughput
SCSC (BPG+LDPC2/3+QPSK) 125.8

BPG+LDPC2/3+QPSK 6.7
ProxyNet 147.3
ADJSCC 225.6

DeepJSCC-MIMO 318.8

superiority of the iterative precoder and DL-based optimization
to achieve its improved performance at the expense of a
slight increase in computational complexity compared to the
standard precoder. The SCSC framework can effectively con-
serve resources and reduce transmission time while ensuring
the quality of panoramic image transmission and downstream
task performance. To better evaluate the benefits of SCSC
in terms of its processing speed, we evaluate the system
throughput to measure the inference speed, which is defined
as the number of images that are transmitted and processed
at the receiver per second. As shown in Table III, SCSC
scheme significantly outperforms the digital communication
scheme due to the algorithm optimization and structural de-
sign. Since ProxyNet and ADJSCC are thorough CNN-based
frameworks, the inference speed can be much faster than the
traditional digital schemes. Due to the fact that the DeepJSCC-
MIMO scheme adopts the transformer backbone, it exhibits
superior experimental performance while also having a more
complicated structure and tolerable extra computation costs.
In practical deployments of SCSC, the application of parallel
computing and GPU acceleration techniques can significantly
enhance the implementation efficiency of the system.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a standards-compatible semantic
communication framework called SCSC for better downstream
task performance. We propose the PPEN module to achieve a
better trade-off between coding bitrate and the performance
of machine vision tasks. Additionally, the PCEN module
enables compatibility with finite-alphabet finite-blocklength
signals, increasing the throughput over the MIMO system.
Our framework considers existing compression and channel
coding modules as non-trainable blocks, and treats them as
part of the channel. We propose a proxy network to deal
with the non-differentiability of standard codecs, and to enable
gradient backpropagation for the end-to-end training of PPEN
and PCEN modules. Numerical results demonstrate significant
improvements in performance in terms of both the reconstruc-
tion quality of the image and the segmentation task, compared
with the state-of-the-art models across a wide range of SNRs.
We have also carried out extensive experiments to show the
robustness and flexibility of the proposed framework. The re-
sults show that the superior performance of SCSC generalizes
to unseen tasks and datasets, and it can be combined with
other compression and coding schemes.
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