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Abstract
As communication systems transition from symbol transmis-
sion to conveying meaningful information, sixth-generation
(6G) networks emphasize semantic communication. This ap-
proach prioritizes high-level semantic information, improv-
ing robustness and reducing redundancy across modalities
like text, speech, and images. However, traditional seman-
tic communication faces limitations, including static coding
strategies, poor generalization, and reliance on task-specific
knowledge bases that hinder adaptability.
To overcome these challenges, we propose a novel sys-

tem combining scene understanding, Large Language Mod-
els (LLMs), and open channel coding, named OpenSC. Tra-
ditional systems rely on fixed domain-specific knowledge
bases, limiting their ability to generalize. Our open chan-
nel coding approach leverages shared, publicly available
knowledge, enabling flexible, adaptive encoding. This dy-
namic system reduces reliance on static task-specific data,
enhancing adaptability across diverse tasks and environ-
ments. Additionally, we use scene graphs for structured se-
mantic encoding, capturing object relationships and context
to improve tasks like Visual Question Answering (VQA). Our
approach selectively encodes key semantic elements, mini-
mizing redundancy and improving transmission efficiency.
Experimental results show significant improvements in both
semantic understanding and efficiency, advancing the poten-
tial of adaptive, generalizable semantic communication in
6G networks.
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1 Introduction
Communication systems have evolved from transmitting
mere symbols toward conveying meaningful information
to meet the growing demand for high-speed, low-latency,
and reliable data transmission. As the development of sixth-
generation (6G) networks advances, the focus has shifted
from ensuring bit-level accuracy, as per Shannon’s classical
theory [1], to semantic communication [2], [3], [4]. This para-
digm aims to capture, transmit, and reconstruct high-level se-
mantic information relevant to the intended communication
tasks. Semantic communication systems are gaining promi-
nence in various modalities, including text [5], speech [6],
images [7], and video [8], as they significantly reduce data
redundancy and improve transmission robustness by priori-
tizing meaning over exact bit-level replication.

Large Language Models (LLMs) [9], such as ChatGPT [10],
have demonstrated substantial progress in natural language
understanding, offering unprecedented potential for seman-
tic encoding and decoding. By leveraging these models, se-
mantic communication systems can better align transmit-
ted content with the intended meaning, paving the way
for more intelligent and adaptive communication across
various scenarios. Moreover, visual information structured
into scene graphs [11] provides interpretable semantic rep-
resentations, capturing objects and their relationships. In-
tegrating these structured semantics into communication
systems enables improved discrimination and more effective
task-oriented performance, such as image retrieval [12] and
decision-making tasks [13].
Current Issues. Despite these advancements, existing

semantic communication systems face critical limitations: 1)
Lack of Visual Semantic Understanding [14]: Traditional sys-
tems primarily focus on encoding low-level image features,
neglecting the high-level visual semantic information such
as object relationships and contextual meaning. This over-
sight limits the performance of tasks like Visual Question
Answering (VQA) and image retrieval, where understanding
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Figure 1: The Comparison of a semantic communica-
tion framework with visual scene understanding, in-
corporating semantic coding and knowledge-agnostic
channel coding, with traditional semantic communica-
tion approaches [2].

the scene’s semantics is crucial. 2) Static Knowledge Bases:
Most systems rely on static, task-specific knowledge bases
that hinder adaptability and generalization across diverse
tasks and dynamic environments [5, 15–20]. These fixed
structures restrict the system’s ability to handle novel or
evolving communication scenarios, making them less flexi-
ble in the context of 6G networks, which demand adaptive
solutions. 3) Inefficient Coding and Redundancy: Existing sys-
tems often transmit redundant semantic information, leading
to inefficient use of bandwidth and resources. Static encod-
ing strategies, such as fixed-length symbols, fail to adapt
to varying channel conditions, exacerbating the issue of re-
dundant transmission and reducing overall communication
efficiency [21].
Challenges. Addressing the limitations of existing se-

mantic communication systems presents the following key
challenges:

• How to integrate high-level visual semantics (e.g., ob-
ject relationships and context) into encoding for tasks
like Visual Question Answering (VQA) and image re-
trieval?

• How to develop adaptive encoding mechanisms that effi-
ciently compress semantic information and optimize
transmission under varying channel conditions?

• How to enable systems to adapt to dynamic, task-specific
scenarios by leveraging open, shared knowledge in-
stead of static, task-specific knowledge bases?

• How to use structured semantic representations (e.g.,
scene graphs) to improve interpretability and enhance
performance in task-specific applications?

To clearly outline the existing issues in current semantic
communication systems, Figure 1 illustrates the limitations

of traditional semantic communication frameworks. To ad-
dress these issues, we propose a solution that involves design
improvements in both the semantic encoding and channel
coding components. The main goal is to enhance the inter-
pretability of visual scene understanding within the semantic
encoding phase, particularly for visual data, and to overcome
the limitations found in existing research regarding the con-
struction of shared knowledge bases in the channel coding
phase. By focusing on these aspects, we aim to improve the
flexibility and adaptability of semantic communication sys-
tems.

ProposedResearch Solutions. To address the challenges
in developing a semantic communication system with LLMs
and structured semantic encoding, we propose a comprehen-
sive strategy with the following key components: (i) an inno-
vative multimodal semantic communication system that inte-
grates Large Language Models (LLMs) with structured scene
graph encoding, enhancing the representation of complex
visual-textual relationships for tasks such as Visual Question
Answering (VQA). (ii) To optimize transmission efficiency,
we introduce a dynamic open channel coding mechanism
that adapts in real-time to channel conditions, overcoming
the limitations of static knowledge-based systems. (iii) Our
selective scene graph encoding prioritizes critical objects
and relationships, reducing redundancy and improving the
interpretability of semantic representations, enabling more
accurate, context-aware responses. (iv) Finally, through com-
prehensive experiments, we validate our approach, demon-
strating significant improvements in semantic-level under-
standing and transmission efficiency. This strategy enhances
the overall efficiency, accuracy, and adaptability of semantic
communication systems, particularly in complex multimodal
applications like VQA [22–25], and supports the shift from
centralized to decentralized knowledge bases, enabling local
modeling of meaning [2] while incorporating privacy-aware
mechanisms.
Summary of Novel Contributions. Our contributions

are summarized as follows:

• Multimodal Semantic Integration: We use Large Lan-
guage Models (LLMs) with structured scene graph en-
coding. This improves the representation of visual-
textual relationships for tasks like Visual Question
Answering (VQA).

• Dynamic Channel Coding:We introduce dynamic open
channel coding. It adapts to real-time channel condi-
tions and improves transmission efficiency, overcom-
ing static knowledge-base limitations.

• Selective Scene Graph Encoding: Our selective encod-
ing prioritizes relevant objects and relationships. This
reduces redundancy and improves interpretability for
more accurate, context-aware responses.
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• Experimental Validation: Through experiments, the
performances show significant improvements in both
semantic understanding and transmission efficiency,
proving the practical potential of our approach for
real-world applications.

2 Related Work
2.1 Semantic Communications
Since the introduction of semantic communication, it has at-
tracted significant attention from both industry and academia,
and has been identified as one of the core challenges in wire-
less communications [26]. Semantic communication aims
to accurately transmit semantic information between the
sender and receiver [27]. By leveraging advanced AI tech-
niques, it can extract and convey the most relevant infor-
mation, thereby enhancing transmission efficiency, reducing
redundancy, and minimizing delays [28], [15]. Owing to the
development of deep learning in semantic communication,
it exhibits superior performance compared to traditional
communication methods.

For natural language processing, H. Xie et al. [5] proposed
deepSC for text transmission, which aims to maximize the
reduction of semantic errors by restoring the semantics of
sentences. For image processing, Huang et al. [16] proposed
an image semantic communication system that uses Gen-
erative Adversarial Networks (GAN) to extract global im-
age semantics and reconstruct images at the receiver. Yufei
Bo et al. [29] introduced a joint coding modulation (JCM)
framework for digital semantic communication using Vari-
ational Autoencoders (VAE). The transformation probabili-
ties from source data to discrete constellation symbols were
learned. The semantic communication system proposed by
Chen et al. [17] is characterized by achieving “intelligent
flow" through model propagation, introducing the concept
of the Semantic Slicing Model (SeSM).Li et al. [30]proposed
a cross-modal enhancement method for semantic commu-
nication as well as a trustworthy semantic communication
framework.
Semantic communication has shown potential in single-

modal, single-user scenarios, but it still faces certain limita-
tions in multi-modal contexts. Although previous work has
explored some aspects of multi-modal communication, for
instance, Xie et al. [18] investigated a multi-user system for
visual question answering (VQA) that transmits both images
and text. Xie et al. [19] introduced a method for text and
image transmission based on the Transformer architecture
and proposed several deep learning-based frameworks for
tasks such as image retrieval and machine translation. Li
et al. [20] presented a cross-modal paradigm that leverages
complementary information to enhance communication reli-
ability. Luo et al. [31] specifically developed a multi-modal

data fusion scheme tailored to the characteristics of wireless
channels. However, challenges remain, including the diffi-
culty in constructing a shared knowledge base, the loss and
distortion of semantic details during the semantic encod-
ing process, and the issue of generalization across different
domains.

Recent advancements in LLMs have significantly impacted
semantic communication across various fields, offering po-
tential solutions to the aforementioned issues. For example,
Jiang et al. [32] addressed the challenges in semantic com-
munication of image data by incorporating a framework that
includes a knowledge base based on the Segment-Anything
model, attention-based semantic integration, and adaptive
compression techniques. Similarly, proposed a semantic com-
munication framework (LAM-SC) tailored for image data,
utilizing LLMs as the core knowledge base [33]. These ap-
proaches leverage the profound understanding of human
knowledge by LLMs to build robust knowledge bases for
different communication tasks. Shen et al. [34] harnessed
the capabilities of LLM in language understanding, planning,
and code generation, integrating them with joint learning
strategies oriented to tasks and communication-edge. They
proposed an efficient and versatile framework for coordinat-
ing edge AI models to perform edge intelligence tasks.

However, the application of LLMs in channel coding and
decoding for multi-modal semantic communication, as well
as in the construction of multi-modal shared knowledge
bases, remains underexplored.

2.2 Visual Question Answering
The Visual Question Answering (VQA) task involves match-
ing a natural language question posed by a user with a given
image, generating an accurate answer by understanding
the image content and parsing the question. VQA tasks re-
quire learning how to understand image content and answer
related questions from a large dataset of image-question-
answer pairs [35]. In our work, the VQA task differs from tra-
ditional VQA tasks in that it does not require image-question-
answer pairs. Instead, it allows users to pose questions from
four different perspectives, with no restrictions on the length
or style of the questions, making it a more complex VQA
task. This requires a deep understanding of both the image
and the textual context, adding to the challenge of the VQA
task.

Traditional VQA systems use object detection, image fea-
tures, and text descriptions. These systems typically extract
low-level visual features as semantic content [36]. However,
the semantic representation capabilities of these methods
are limited, and they often fail to capture fine details, leading
to errors. In contrast, scene graphs provide a more struc-
tured and comprehensive representation of scene semantics,



Conference acronym ’XX, June 03–05, 2018, Woodstock, NY Zhe Xiang, Fei Yu, Quan Deng, Yuandi Li, Zhiguo Wan

Figure 2: The overall framework of scene understanding-enabled semantic communication with open-channel
coding, consisting of three modules: semantic encoding, open-channel coding (encoding and decoding), and
semantic decoding. The section marked as "Flame" represents the core contribution of this paper, where we
propose a structured semantic encoding method to address challenges in visual information, scene understanding,
and interpretability. By leveraging LLMs, we address the problem of knowledge-agnostic open-channel coding.

enabling better answers to user questions and improved se-
mantic discrimination. Therefore, in our work, we employ
scene graph-based semantic encoding for VQA tasks.

3 System Model
The scene understanding enabled semantic communication
system utilizes structured semantic encoding and open chan-
nel coding to facilitate robust transmission and interpreta-
tion of multimodal data. In this section, we introduce the
overall framework of the multimodal semantic communica-
tions with the structured scene semantic coding and large
language model-based channel coding, as shown in Figure 2.

3.1 Semantic Transmitter
The semantic transmitter is divided into two primary com-
ponents: structured semantic encoding and open channel
encoding.

3.1.1 Structured Semantic Encoding. The structured seman-
tic encoder extracts and encapsulates semantic features from
the input source images. This process can be mathematically
represented as:

𝑎 = 𝑆 (𝐼 ; 𝜁 ), (1)
where 𝐼 ∈ R𝐻×𝑊 denotes the input image with height 𝐻
and width𝑊 , 𝑎 ∈ R𝐿𝑆 represents the extracted structured
semantic features with length 𝐿𝑆 , and 𝜁 signifies the trainable
parameters of the network. This encoder effectively captures
the latent structured semantic information from the images.

3.1.2 Open Channel Encoding. Due to constraints such as
limited channel capacity and the presence of noise, the struc-
tured semantic representation is further processed by the
channel encoder to produce transmitted symbols, expressed
as:

𝑋 = 𝐶 (𝑎;𝛾), (2)
where 𝑋 ∈ C𝐿𝐶 denotes the transmitted complex symbols
with length 𝐿𝐶 , and 𝛾 represents the trainable parameters of
the channel encoder. This encoder compresses the semantic
information, enhancing the robustness of the communication
system against channel variations. The resulting symbols 𝑋
undergo normalization of power before physical transmis-
sion through the wireless channel.

3.2 Semantic Receiver
The semantic receiver consists of two key modules: open
channel decoding and structured semantic decoding.

3.2.1 OpenChannel Decoding. Thewireless channel receives
𝑋 and outputs 𝑌 ∈ C𝐿𝐶 as the received symbols, following
the transmission model 𝑌 = 𝐻𝑋 + 𝑁 , where 𝑁 ∼ N(0, 𝜎2

𝑛)
denotes the independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
Gaussian noise vector, and 𝐻 ∈ C𝐿𝐶 represents the channel
coefficients. In a Rayleigh fading environment, the channel
coefficients are modeled as 𝐻 ∼ N(0, 1).
To recover the transmitted symbols, the linear minimum

mean-squared error (L-MMSE) estimator is applied, yield-
ing the estimated signals 𝑋 ∈ C𝐿𝐶 . The estimated symbols
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are then processed by the channel decoder, which aims to
decompress the structured semantic representations while
mitigating the effects of channel fading and noise interfer-
ence. The reconstruction of the structured semantic features
is given by:

𝑎 = 𝐶−1 (𝑋 ;𝜃 ), (3)
where 𝑎 ∈ R𝐿𝑆 denotes the recovered structured semantic
representation and 𝜃 are the trainable parameters of the
channel decoder.

3.2.2 Scene understanding-oriented LLM-Semantic Decoding.
The structured semantic decoder integrates the recovered
structured semantic information to execute the downstream
intelligent task, mathematically represented as:

𝑞 = 𝑆−1 (𝑎;𝛿), (4)

where 𝑞 represents the task result and 𝛿 denotes the train-
able parameters of the semantic decoder. In this work, we
focus on the downstream task of visual question answering
(VQA) to evaluate the performance and efficacy of the pro-
posed multimodal semantic communication framework. In
a scene understanding-oriented framework, the structured
semantic decoder plays a pivotal role by interpreting the re-
covered structured semantic information and applying it to
downstream intelligent tasks. For Visual Question Answer-
ing (VQA), the structured semantic information encompasses
not only the visual elements of the scene (such as objects, re-
lationships, etc.) but also their semantic connections with the
natural language question. This process is mathematically
represented as:

𝑞 = 𝑆−1 (𝑎;𝛿), (5)
where 𝑞 represents the result of the downstream task, specif-
ically the answer to a visual question in VQA. 𝑎 is the input
to the decoder, consisting of structured features derived from
the multimodal data (e.g., visual and textual information). 𝛿
denotes the trainable parameters of the semantic decoder,
optimized to align with the task requirements for accurate
decoding.
In this framework, scene understanding provides struc-

tured information about the objects, relationships, and spatial
positions in the image, which are crucial for VQA tasks. By
linking visual features from the image to the semantics of the
natural language question, the structured semantic decoder
extracts fine-grained information and generates contextually
relevant answers.

4 Scene Understanding Enabled Semantic
Communication System with LLMs
Assistance

In this section, we design a scene understanding-enabled
multimodal semantic communication framework with open

channel coding, referred to as OpenSC, to perform the VQA
task for Scene Understanding. Figure 2 shows the overall
framework of our proposed OpenSC.

4.1 Structure Semantic Encoding
Scene understanding is crucial for Visual Question Answer-
ing (VQA), as it provides a structured representation of the
visual environment. We propose Structured Semantic Encod-
ing, which converts raw visual data into scene graph-based
representations, capturing both objects and their relation-
ships as <subject-predicate-object> triples. This is achieved
through a Prototype-based Embedding Network [37], using
Faster R-CNN to extract bounding boxes and feature maps.
The union of bounding boxes represents the relationships
between entities, forming the foundation for semantic de-
coding in VQA tasks.
The structured semantic coding method generates com-

pact and distinctive representations for subjects, objects,
and predicates by combining class-specific prototypes with
instance-specific transformations. For each subject 𝑠 , object
𝑜 , and predicate 𝑝 , linear transformations map them into a
shared semantic space, where both class prototypes (𝑡𝑠 , 𝑡𝑜 ,
𝑡𝑝 ) and instance-specific adjustments (𝑣𝑠 , 𝑣𝑜 , 𝑢𝑝 ) are learned.
This design captures both the unique attributes of each en-
tity and the shared characteristics within each category. The
representations are mathematically expressed as:

𝑠 =𝑊𝑠𝑡𝑠 + 𝑣𝑠 ,

𝑜 =𝑊𝑜𝑡𝑜 + 𝑣𝑜 ,

𝑝 =𝑊𝑝𝑡𝑝 + 𝑢𝑝 .
(6)

where𝑊𝑠 ,𝑊𝑜 , and𝑊𝑝 are learnable parameters, and 𝑡𝑠 , 𝑡𝑜 ,
and 𝑡𝑝 are the class-specific prototypes for the subject, object,
and predicate. The instance-specific components 𝑣𝑠 , 𝑣𝑜 , and
𝑢𝑝 capture the variability within each category.

To align subject-object pairs with corresponding predi-
cates in a shared semantic space, we define the matching
function 𝐹 (𝑠, 𝑜) as:

𝐹 (𝑠, 𝑜) = ReLU(𝑠 + 𝑜) − (𝑠 − 𝑜)2, (7)

where 𝐹 (𝑠, 𝑜) measures the similarity between the subject
and object prototypes, ensuring that the relationship be-
tween them approximates the predicate 𝑝 . This function aims
to align the entities within the semantic space, facilitating
accurate predicate prediction.

To optimize this matching, we introduce Prototype-guided
Learning (PL), which utilizes a loss function to minimize the
discrepancy between the predicted relationships and their
true semantic representations:

𝐿𝑒_𝑠𝑖𝑚 = − log

(
exp(⟨𝑟, 𝑐𝑡 ⟩/𝜏)∑𝑁
𝑗=0 exp(⟨𝑟, 𝑐 𝑗 ⟩/𝜏)

)
, (8)
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where 𝜏 is a learnable temperature hyperparameter, and 𝑟
represents the relationship to be matched. This loss function
encourages the model to align the subject-object pairs with
their correct predicates by leveraging the prototype-based
representations.

Additionally, to address the challenge of semantic overlap
between predicates, we introduce Prototype Regularization
(PR). This regularization term promotes the separation of
predicates in the semantic space, ensuring that each proto-
type maintains its distinct identity:

𝐿𝑟_𝑠𝑖𝑚 = ∥𝑆 ∥2,1 =
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=0

(
𝑁∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑠2𝑖 𝑗

)1/2
, (9)

where 𝑆 is the cosine similarity matrix between predicate pro-
totypes. By maximizing the distinction between prototypes,
PR improves the model’s ability to handle ambiguous cases
where predicates might otherwise be difficult to distinguish.

4.2 Open Channel Condings
In semantic communication systems, addressing the chal-
lenges of traditional joint source-channel coding requires a
shift towards more efficient and adaptable strategies. In this
context, we introduce a novel approach based on structured
scene graph encoding for scene understanding, leveraging
the strengths of LLMs to tackle issues related to the complex-
ity, generalization, and limitations of knowledge bases in
current systems. Our method combines scene understanding
with constellation-based token encoding and modulation
techniques to optimize both semantic encoding and commu-
nication.
The scene understanding module utilizes Scene Graph

Generation (SGG) to extract meaningful semantic informa-
tion from images, represented as tokenized data. This data is
first tokenized using the WordPiece algorithm, a subword to-
kenization method, to break down textual information from
scene graphs into smaller, manageable tokens. The Word-
Piece algorithm, utilizing a vocabulary 𝑉 and sentence 𝑆 ,
splits eachword𝑤 in the sentence into a sequence of subword
tokens𝑤1,𝑤2, . . . ,𝑤𝑛 , as defined by:𝑤 = 𝑤1 +𝑤2 + . . . +𝑤𝑛 .
The tokenization process maximizes the matching of the

substrings with the vocabulary, ensuring efficient segmenta-
tion of the sentence. For each word𝑤 , we aim to maximize
the length of its matched substring from the vocabulary:

Token = arg max
𝑤′⊆𝑤
𝑤′∈𝑉

|𝑤 ′ |. (10)

After tokenizing the scene graph information, the token
IDs are extracted from a pre-trained BERT model. These
token IDs represent specific positions in the predefined vo-
cabulary, which are then converted into𝑚-bit binary strings.
The binary strings are segmented into𝑚/𝑛 substrings, each

representing a QAM (Quadrature Amplitude Modulation)
symbol:

𝑑 =

𝑚/𝑛−1∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑏𝑖 · 2𝑖 , (11)

where 𝑏𝑖 are the bits in the binary string, and 𝑑 is the corre-
sponding decimal value for the QAM symbol.

These QAM symbols are mapped onto a constellation dia-
gram for efficient modulation and demodulation in the com-
munication system. The constellation points correspond to
the symbols, allowing for robust transmission of semantic
information over the communication channel.
Two modes of operation are defined for receiving the

transmitted signals, ensuring the method’s applicability in
various scenarios.

• When Channel State Information (CSI) is available, we
use the Zero-Forcing Linear Minimum Mean Square Er-
ror (ZF-LMMSE) detector. This method combines the ad-
vantages of Zero-Forcing and Linear Minimum Mean
Square Error to eliminate multipath interference while
minimizing noise amplification. The received signal 𝑌
is related to the transmitted signal 𝑋 by: 𝑌 = 𝐻𝑋 + 𝑁 ,
where 𝐻 is the channel matrix, and 𝑁 is the noise vec-
tor. The ZF-LMMSE detection matrix𝑊 is computed
to estimate the transmitted signal:

𝑋 =𝑊𝑌 =

(
𝐻𝐻𝐻 + 𝜎2

𝑛

𝜎2
𝑥

𝐼

)−1
𝐻𝐻𝑌 . (12)

• When CSI is not available, we rely on symbol demodula-
tion by minimizing the Euclidean distance between the
received signal point and predefined symbol points on
the constellation diagram. The likelihood of receiving
a symbol 𝑌 from the signal 𝑋 is given by:

log 𝑃 (𝑌 | 𝑋 ) = −0.5 · (𝑌 − 𝑋 )2

𝜎2
𝑛

− 0.5 · log(2𝜋𝜎2
𝑛). (13)

After demodulating the symbols, we reconstruct the to-
ken IDs and use the pre-trained BERT [9] model to map
these back to the corresponding tokens. The final tokens
are combined to reconstruct the original information, en-
suring that semantic understanding is preserved during the
transmission process. This approach efficiently integrates
scene understanding and semantic communication, optimiz-
ing both the encoding of visual information and the transmis-
sion process, leading to improved performance in tasks like
Visual Question Answering (VQA) under variable channel
conditions.
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4.3 Scene Understanding-oriented
LLM-Semantic Decoding

In this approach, our main idea is to improve the precision
and completeness of the received data, which may be cor-
rupted or incomplete due to transmission issues, by using
LLM. The key idea is to leverage the semantic knowledge
embedded in structured data (such as scene graphs) to cor-
rect errors and supplement missing information, ensuring
a more reliable and accurate representation of the data in a
structured format, such as JSON.

4.3.1 Reconstruction of Initial Information. The first step
involves the conversion of token IDs into readable text. This
is done by using a tokenizer to map the numeric token IDs
back to their corresponding textual tokens. The output of
this step is the reconstructed initial information, which is
expressed as:

X = [In1, . . . , In𝑛], (14)

whereX represents the sequence of tokens that, whenmapped,
form the initial information.

4.3.2 Enhancement with Structured Information. The recon-
structed information may be incomplete or contain errors, so
we supplement it with previously structured knowledge. This
structured information typically includes object attributes
such as quantity, location, and relationships, and is organized
in the form of a Scene Graph. This structured data provides
additional context, allowing the LLM to correct and enrich
the initial information:

p = [PIn1, . . . , PIn𝑚] . (15)

4.3.3 LLM-based Semantic Enhancement. The LLM is re-
sponsible for integrating the initial information with the
structured data. The model processes both inputs, learning
to generate a corrected and enriched version of the data. This
process can be described as a series of operations through
a multi-layer perceptron (MLP), where the inputs are pro-
cessed in multiple hidden layers to produce the final output:

h1 = 𝜎 (𝑊1 [X ; p] + b1), (16)

where𝑊1 and b1 are the weight matrix and bias vector of
the first layer, respectively, and 𝜎 is the activation function
(e.g., ReLU, Sigmoid, or Tanh). Subsequent hidden layers are
computed similarly:

h𝐿 = 𝜎 (𝑊𝐿h𝐿−1 + b𝐿), (17)

where 𝐿 is the number of hidden layers, and𝑊𝑖 and b𝑖 are the
weight matrix and bias vector of the 𝑖-th layer, respectively.
The final information (Final_𝐼𝑛) is then obtained from the
output layer:

Final_𝐼𝑛 =𝑊outh𝐿 + bout, (18)

where 𝑊out and bout are the weight matrix and bias vec-
tor of the output layer, respectively. The final information
(final_information) is a vector containing three elements:
number, location, and relationship, denoted as 𝑛, 𝑙 , and 𝑟 :

final_information = [𝑛, 𝑙, 𝑟 ], (19)

where 𝑛 is the object count, 𝑙 is the location, and 𝑟 represents
the relationships between objects.

4.3.4 Conversion to JSON Format. The final enhanced infor-
mation is converted into a structured JSON format for easy
storage and further processing:

Json_data =


“number" : 𝑛
“location" : 𝑙
“relationship" : 𝑟

 .

This conversion allows for the data to be easily accessed
and utilized in subsequent steps.

4.3.5 Vector Database and Semantic Enhancement Prompt
Generation. Organize objects, relationships, and attributes
into chunks representing specific categories with their quan-
tity, location, and relationships. Embed these chunks into a
high-dimensional vector space to get dense vector represen-
tations. Store these vectors in a temporary database, linking
each to its chunk. During retrieval, find the four closest pre-
computed vectors with the highest cosine similarities to the
query vector. Retrieve the four most relevant chunks and
form a prompt to enhance the LLM’s query processing. Feed
the enhanced prompt into the VQALLM (Visual Question
Answering-Large Language Model)1.

4.4 Training Algorithm
The training process of the proposed system involves three
modules: visual structured semantic representation, open
channel coding, and VQA-oriented LLM-semantic decod-
ing. Only the structured semantic representation module,
which generates scene graphs from visual data, requires
pre-training. Channel encoding and decoding use a large
language model with constellation diagram tokens, enabling
semantic transmission without additional training. Thus,
only the structured semantic encoding at the transmitter
requires training, as outlined in Algorithm 1.
The training time complexity is 𝑂 (𝑁 · (𝐻 ×𝑊 ×𝐶 × 𝐿 +

𝑃)), where 𝑁 is the dataset size, 𝐻 ,𝑊 , and 𝐶 are the image
dimensions, 𝐿 is the encoder depth, and 𝑃 is the number of
parameters. The complexity is driven by image size, encoder
depth, and model parameters.

1Utilize existing multimodal large language models to answer our Visual
Questions, with the ability to switch out this component as needed to
accommodate different requirements, named VQALLM.
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Algorithm 1 The taining algorithm of Semantic Encodings
in our proposed OpenSC.
1: Initialization: The training dataset K .
2: Structured Semantic Encoder Training:
3: Input: Sample mini-batch of input images from the

training dataset K .
4: Extract structured semantic features from images

using the encoder: 𝑎 = 𝑆 (𝐼 ; 𝜁 ).
5: Train 𝜁 using gradient descent with the encoder loss.

6: Compute encoder Loss: 𝐿 = 𝐿𝑟_𝑠𝑖𝑚 + 𝐿𝑒_𝑠𝑖𝑚 .
7: Return: Trained structured semantic encoder 𝑆 (·; 𝜁 ).

5 Experiments
In this section, we compare the proposed OpenSC with tradi-
tional source and channel coding methods, as well as main-
stream approaches like DeepSC [5], in three digital modula-
tion schemes. We also conduct an ablation study to assess the
contribution of each component in the OpenSC framework
and evaluate the average number of symbols transmitted
and the computational complexity of our method.

5.1 Implementation Details
5.1.1 Dataset Description. In the experiments, we use the
open source dataset (AUG dataset [38]), which contains 400
aerial view images of the city. On average, each image in-
cludes 63 objects and 42 relationships. Each image has a pixel
dimension of 6,000 by 4,000 pixels, which is approximately
24 million pixels (24Mpx). This provides a wealth of detail in
each image, making them suitable for high-resolution image
analysis and processing, especially in scenarios that require
precise identification and analysis of objects within the im-
age. The objects in these images are small and more densely
packed, covering 77 object categories and 63 types of rela-
tionship. On average, each image includes 63 objects and 42
relationships.

5.1.2 EvaluationMetrics. Unlike traditional VQA tasks, which
involve a fixed question and corresponding ground truth an-
swer, our approach allows for open-ended questions about
the real objects, quantities, locations, and relationships in
an image. To evaluate model performance, we use two met-
rics: recall rate and F1-score. Recall measures the ratio of
correctly described real objects, quantities, locations, and
relationships in the model’s answers. F1-score combines re-
call and precision to assess the balance between correct and
incorrect object, quantity, location, and relationship descrip-
tions provided by the model.

5.1.3 Implementation Setting. The SGG model uses Gen-
eralizedRCNN [39] with an R-101-FPN backbone [40] and

ResNet [41] module, setting the output channel to 256, with
32 groups and a group width of 8. The Region Proposal Net-
work (RPN) [42] is configured with FPN, anchors of sizes (32,
64, 128, 256, 512), and strides of (4, 8, 16, 32, 64), with aspect
ratios (0.2323, 0.6337, 1.2848, 3.1509). During training, 12,000
candidate regions are selected pre-NMS, and 2,000 post-NMS.
Testing uses 6,000 pre-NMS and 1,000 post-NMS regions. The
RPN has a middle channel size of 256. The ROI Heads section
has a positive sample ratio of 0.5, IoU threshold of 0.3, and a
batch size of 256. The ROI Box Head has a pooling resolution
of 7, scales of (0.25, 0.125, 0.0625, 0.03125). The number of
categories is 77, and the MLP head dimension is 4,096. The
training sets a base learning rate to 0.001, weight decay to
0.0001, warmup factor to 0.1, momentum to 0.9, and gradient
clipping to 5.0. Learning rate decay occurs sets the 90,000
and 120,000 iterations.

5.2 Baselines
For performance comparison of our proposed OpenSC, we
consider the following baselines selected from both tradi-
tional communication and semantic communication perspec-
tives2.
Traditional Communication:

• Text-based Transmission. The image’s textual descrip-
tion is converted into pure text. The system uses 5-
bit encoding, RS encoding for transmitting text and
question information, answering the question at the
terminal.

• Text-based Transmission with Huffman Encoding. The
image’s textual description is converted into pure text.
Huffman coding, combined with RS encoding, is used
to propagate text and question information, providing
answers at the terminal.

• Image Compression with LDPC and Lossless Text Trans-
mission. The original image is processed using JPEG
compression and LDPC encoding. After transmission,
the image is reconstructed at the receiver, assuming
lossless transmission of the question text, used for an-
swering at the terminal.

Semantic Communication:

• Scene Graph Transmission with DeepSC. Scene graph
structure information, extracted via semantic encod-
ing, is converted into plain text. The text and questions
are encoded and transmitted using the DeepSC frame-
work, providing answers at the terminal.

• MJCMSC Framework for Multimodal Transmission. Us-
ing source image and question text data, JCMSC [43] is

2In this comparative experiment, VQALLM uses the Qwen-plus model for
all instances.
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applied for single-modal image recovery. A new multi-
modal framework, MJCMSC, is created by adding text
transmission capabilities.

• LLM-SC Framework with Semantic Encoding. Semantic
encoding-extracted scene graph information is con-
verted to plain text, alongside question text data. The
LLM-SC [44] framework is used for transmission, an-
swering questions at the terminal.

5.3 Experimental Results and Analysis
5.3.1 Performance of Different Methods Under Varying Chan-
nels. Figure 3 to Figure 8 display the performance of different
methods across four VQA question types (Category, Quan-
tity, Location, Relationship). Unlike traditional VQA tasks
with one-to-one question-answer pairs, our approach allows
for four question types, evaluating performance for each.
The experimental results show that DeepSC shows poor
performance, with BLUE (1-gram) and Sentence Similarity
values under 0.1 across SNRs from 0 to 18 dB (Table 1). This
indicates that DeepSC struggles to recover semantic content
when propagating text derived from scene graph structures.
Additionally, its poor generalizability limits its application
outside of the European Parliament dataset.

Table 1: Average BLEU (1-gram) scores under different
SNR conditions on the AUG dataset using the Deep-SC
method.

SNR 0dB 3dB 6dB 9dB 12dB 15dB 18dB
BLEU (1-gram) 0.0190 0.0222 0.0221 0.0240 0.0223 0.0212 0.0215

Sentence Similarity 0.0198 0.0230 0.0235 0.0268 0.0244 0.0231 0.0218

Figure 3 and Figure 4 compare our method with others
under AWGN channel conditions, showing consistent outper-
formance across SNR levels. Specifically, for location-related
questions, methods like MJCMSC, LLM-SC, Huffman, and
5bit score zero, as they lack a mechanism for location descrip-
tion. In contrast, our method calculates object center points
and maps them to image regions, embedding structured data
into high-dimensional vectors for semantic retrieval and
enhancement. Traditional methods like Huffman and 5bit
struggle at low SNRs and underperform at high SNRs due
to their reliance on pure text, which lacks semantic depth.
The JPEG+LDPC method, focused only on image data, fails
to enable effective VQALLM-based question answering.

For the Rayleigh channel Figure 7 and Figure 8), ourmethod
outperforms others acrossmost SNR levels.While JPEG+LDPC
performs well for Category and Quantity questions at low
SNR (0-3 dB), and LLM-SC leads around 9 dB, our approach
consistently excels for Location and Relationship questions.

5.3.2 Performance of Different Modulation Methods. Fig-
ure 5 and Figure 6 show the performance comparison of

our method in terms of Recall and F1-score under different
modulation schemes (BPSK, 4QAM, 16QAM). It can be seen
that our performance is quite similar across the three mod-
ulation methods, indicating that changing the modulation
scheme does not affect the robustness of our system.This
indicates that different modulation schemes and encoding
lengths can be selected based on varying channel condi-
tions, and the encoding length can be adjusted according to
different modulation methods. Furthermore, we have also
conducted experiments with the three different modulation
methods within the MJCMSC framework, and in all four
types of questions, our approach has an advantage.

5.4 Ablation Experiments
To validate the effectiveness of the proposed Scene Under-
standing Enabled Semantic Encoder module, the Open Chan-
nel Codingmodule, and the large languagemodel (LLM) used
at the receiver end for the VQA task, we designed three ab-
lation experiments. These experiments focus on evaluating
the individual contributions of each module to the overall
performance.

5.4.1 The Ablation Study of Semantic Encoder and Open
Channel Coder. The ablation study underscores the critical
importance of both the Structured Semantic Encoder (SSC)
and Open Channel Coder (OCC) in achieving high VQA
performance. Removing OCC and using the Deep-SC ap-
proach significantly degraded the system’s ability to recover
semantic information, as reflected in the sharp drop in recall
rates for “Category," “Quantity," and “Relationship" questions
(Table 2). Furthermore, when both SSC and OCC are ablated

Table 2: Performance comparison across different
Large Language Models for each attribute.

VQA LLM SSC OCC Performance Metrics (Recall)

Category Quantity Location Relationship

✓ × ✓ 0.4408 0.1452 - 0.1378
✓ × × 0.1158 0.0644 0.0308 0.0015
✓ ✓ × - - - -
✓ ✓ ✓ 0.6401 0.3255 0.3227 0.1398

and the JCMSC method was used for image transmission
and recovery, performance worsened even further. Without
structured semantic encoding, the VQALLM (Visual Ques-
tion Answering-Large Language Model) model struggles to
extract meaningful semantic details from raw image data. In
contrast, when both SSC and OCC are retained, recall rates
improved significantly across all question types, demonstrat-
ing that combining structured semantic encoding with open
channel coding is essential for preserving semantic informa-
tion and enhancing VQA performance.
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Figure 3: Recall performance evaluation under different SNR levels in anAWGNchannel using a 16QAMmodulation
scheme. The MJCMSC system represents our constructed JCMSC multimodal system, where 5-bit + RS Huffman +
RS JPEG + LDPC all use 16QAM. The performance is evaluated for four types of questions: Category, Quantity,
Location, and Relationship.

Figure 4: F1-score evaluation for four types of questions (Category, Quantity, Location, Relationship) under
different SNR levels in an AWGN channel using a 16QAMmodulation scheme.

Figure 5: Recall performance evaluation for four types of questions (Category, Quantity, Location, Relationship)
under different SNR levels in an AWGN channel, using BPSK, 4QAM, and 16QAMmodulation schemes.

Figure 6: F1-score evaluation for four types of questions (Category, Quantity, Location, Relationship) under
different SNR levels in an AWGN channel, using BPSK, 4QAM, and 16QAMmodulation schemes.
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Figure 7: Recall performance for four types of questions (Category, Quantity, Location, Relationship) under
different SNR levels in a Rayleigh channel using a 16QAMmodulation scheme.

Figure 8: F1 score for four types of questions (Category, Quantity, Location, Relationship) under different SNR
levels in a Rayleigh channel using a 16QAMmodulation scheme.

5.4.2 Performance Comparison of Different Large Language
Models for VQA at the Receiver End. In the ablation study, we
evaluate the performance of four different large VQALLM
models—Llama-3.1, Claude-3.5, GPT-4o, and Qwen-plus—at
the receiver end for VQA tasks, with the SNR fixed at 18
dB. The results shown in Table 4 reveal that the choice of
VQALLM model causes only minor fluctuations in perfor-
mance, with no significant impact on overall recall or F1-
scores across the attributes of Category, Quantity, Location,
and Relationship.

5.5 Average Number Of Transmitted
Symbols

To assess the efficiency of different image transmission and
semantic encoding methods, we compare the average num-
ber of transmitted symbols for each approach. A lower sym-
bol count indicates more efficient data transmission, which
is vital in bandwidth-limited or efficiency-focused scenarios.
This comparison highlights how our method reduces data
overhead while maintaining semantic integrity.
Table 3 presents a comparison of the average number

of transmitted symbols across various methods. All meth-
ods utilize 16QAM modulation to ensure fairness, and the
JPEG+LPDC method employs an LPDC coding rate of 1/2.
The results show that methods involving Scene Graph Gen-
eration (SGG) information, such as Huffman+RS, LLM-SC,

Table 3: Average Number of Transmitted Symbols for
Different Methods

Methods Average Number of
Transmitted Symbols Ratio (%)

Ours / JPEG-LDPC 4,160 / 16,242,744 2.6 × 10−4
Ours / Huffman+RS 4,160 / 1,549 2.6856 × 102
Ours / 5bit+RS 4,160 / 4,288 9.7015 × 101
Ours / MJCMSC 4,160 / 6,472 6.4277 × 101
Ours / LLMSC 4,160 / 4,220 9.8578 × 101

and our method, transmit significantly fewer symbols than
traditional methods like MJCMSC and JPEG+LPDC. Notably,
our method requires only 4160 symbols, which is approx-
imately 2.6 × 10−4% of the symbol count needed by JPEG-
LDPC, due to its highly compact semantic encoding and the
efficient OpenSC method. This demonstrates the superior
efficiency of our approach in reducing transmission costs
without compromising the quality of the transmitted seman-
tic information.

5.6 Complexity Analysis
The complexity analysis is crucial to assess the computa-
tional efficiency of the proposed OpenSC method in com-
parison to other existing approaches. While our previous
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Figure 9: Visualization comparing the differences between our method and other methods.

experiments highlighted its performance, understanding the
computational cost is essential for practical applications.

Table 4: Performance Comparison Across Different
Large Language Models for Each Attribute.

VQA LLM SSC OCC Category Quantity
Recall F1 Score Recall F1 Score

llama-3.1 [45] ✓ ✓ 0.6239 0.7056 0.3089 0.3141
Claude-3.5 [46] ✓ ✓ 0.6380 0.6943 0.3162 0.3036
GPT-4o [47] ✓ ✓ 0.6332 0.7011 0.3367 0.3348

Qwen-plus [48] ✓ ✓ 0.6401 0.7042 0.3255 0.3281

VQA LLM SSC OCC Location Relationship
Recall F1 Score Recall F1 Score

llama-3.1 [45] ✓ ✓ 0.3018 0.2947 0.1244 0.1266
Claude-3.5 [46] ✓ ✓ 0.3241 0.3373 0.1187 0.1210
GPT-4o [47] ✓ ✓ 0.3184 0.3044 0.1371 0.1204

*Qwen-plus [48] ✓ ✓ 0.3227 0.3219 0.1398 0.1281
*Our proposed OpenSC utilizes Qwen-Plus for VQALLM. The main

experiments in this paper use Qwen-Plus for VQALLM.

Table 5: Average Processing Time (ms/Item) for Differ-
ent Methods

Method DeepSC MJCMSC LLMSC OpenSC (Ours)
Time (ms/Item) 35.99 1,210.23 143.97 158.43

Table 5 compares the average processing time per item
for OpenSC and other methods. OpenSC requires 158.43
ms, slightly more than LLMSC (143.97 ms) but much faster
than MJCMSC (1,210.23 ms). DeepSC is the fastest at 35.99
ms. The higher runtime of OpenSC is mainly due to the

large number of parameters in the LLM, though it benefits
from eliminating the need for local knowledge base setup.
With advancements in computing power, the processing time
for OpenSC is expected to further decrease, improving its
efficiency.

5.7 Visualization
The visualization is conducted to highlight the superiority of
ourmethod in both VQA tasks and detailed image description
generation. As shown in Figure 9, our method produces a
comprehensive image description with only three minor
errors, while other methods exhibit more significant errors
and semantic loss. This demonstrates the effectiveness of
our approach in preserving the full semantic context of the
image. Additionally, the integration of RAG [49] enhances
the precision and detail of our responses, allowing for more
accurate and diverse interpretations compared to traditional
VQA methods.

6 Conclusion
In conclusion, our propose semantic communication system
enhances 6G networks by integrating Large Language Mod-
els (LLMs) with structured semantic encoding through scene
graphs. This approach improves interpretability, reduces
redundancy, and adapts to channel variations in real-time,
optimizing transmission efficiency. By focusing on critical
objects and relationships, it boosts performance in tasks
like Visual Question Answering (VQA). Experimental results
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validate significant improvements in both semantic under-
standing and transmission efficiency, advancing multimodal
semantic communication and providing a foundation for
future adaptive communication systems.
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