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Abstract—With the development of computer vision, 3D object
detection has become increasingly important in many real-world
applications. Limited by the computing power of sensor-side
hardware, the detection task is sometimes deployed on remote
computing devices or the cloud to execute complex algorithms,
which brings massive data transmission overhead. In response,
this paper proposes an optical flow-driven semantic commu-
nication framework for the stereo-vision 3D object detection
task. The proposed framework fully exploits the dependence of
stereo-vision 3D detection on semantic information in images
and prioritizes the transmission of this semantic information to
reduce total transmission data sizes while ensuring the detection
accuracy. Specifically, we develop an optical flow-driven module
to jointly extract and recover semantics from the left and
right images to reduce the loss of the left-right photometric
alignment semantic information and improve the accuracy of
depth inference. Then, we design a 2D semantic extraction
module to identify and extract semantic meaning around the
objects to enhance the transmission of semantic information in
the key areas. Finally, a fusion network is used to fuse the
recovered semantics, and reconstruct the stereo-vision images for
3D detection. Simulation results show that the proposed method
improves the detection accuracy by nearly 70% and outperforms
the traditional method, especially for the low signal-to-noise ratio
regime.

Index Terms—Semantic communication, 3D object detection,
stereo vision, deep learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

AS a promising research direction of computer vision,
3D object detection has played an important role in

intelligent video surveillance, robot navigation, autonomous
driving [1], [2], etc. Based on the cameras or the laser
radars (LiDARs), it can identify and locate objects in a 3D
environment and provide the detection results for subsequent
decision-making by intelligent agents. However, limited by the
computing power on the sensor side, complex 3D detection
algorithms are sometimes deployed on remote computing
devices or clouds, which brings challenges in data exchange

Zijian Cao, Hua Zhang, Haotian Wang and Shi Jin are with the National
Mobile Communications Research Laboratory, Southeast University, Nanjing
210096, China (e-mail: caozijian@seu.edu.cn; huazhang@seu.edu.cn; hao-
tian wang@seu.edu.cn; jinshi@seu.edu.cn). Zijian Cao is also with the De-
partment of Electrical and Electronic Engineering, Imperial College London,
London SW7 2AZ, UK.

Le Liang is with the National Mobile Communications Research Labo-
ratory, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China, and also with Purple
Mountain Laboratories, Nanjing 211111, China (e-mail: lliang@seu.edu.cn).

G. Y. Li is with the Department of Electrical and Electronic Engi-
neering, Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, UK (e-mail: geof-
frey.li@imperial.ac.uk).

between sensors and remote devices [3]–[5]. Whether it is the
point cloud data required for LiDAR detection methods [6]
or the RGB images needed for monocular [7] or stereo-vision
detection methods [8], transmitting massive sensor data under
limited communication bandwidth has always been a challenge
and thus has become an important area of communication
research. Meanwhile, the distortion of these sensor data will
directly affect the 3D detection accuracy.

To solve this problem, several research focuses on opti-
mizing communication resource allocation between sensors
and remote computing devices [5], [9], [10]. By optimizing
transmission power, bandwidth allocation, beamforming vec-
tors, etc., these studies can improve the transmission efficiency
of the entire system. Meanwhile, another line of research
focuses on compressing the transmission data, hence reducing
the communication payload sizes. For example, the varia-
tional image compression algorithm in [11] compresses the
extracted features from the LiDAR point cloud. Then, the 1D
convolutional autoencoder in [12]–[14] is trained to improve
the detection performance under limited bandwidth. However,
these methods treat all parts of the transmitted data equally
during compression, overlooking that different parts contribute
differently to detection performance. Given this disparity in
contribution, segments with a more significant impact on
detection performance should be subjected to less compression
to preserve critical information. In contrast, segments with less
impact can be compressed at a higher ratio for more signif-
icant data reduction. Besides, various works, e.g., teacher-
student distillation method [12], handshake communication
mechanism [15], ego evaluation cropping method [16], etc.,
are proposed from difference perspectives for performance-
bandwidth trade-off. These works are mainly oriented to
collaborative perception tasks. The methods in [12] and [15]
reduce the overall data transmission by judiciously deciding on
which agent to communicate at each transmission opportunity.
However, they are unable to cope with the challenge in each
scheduled communication link that is tasked with delivering
a large payload. The work in [16] reduces the transmitted
data by cropping the transmitted sensor data based on the
evaluation range of the receiver, i.e., the ego agent. However,
this method requires both agents to have detection capabilities
and overlapping detection areas, which is unsuitable for single
sensor systems since the remote computing device usually
lacks detection capabilities.

To address the above challenges, semantic communication is
introduced to improve the downstream task performance under
limited communication bandwidth. Unlike traditional methods,
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semantic communication considers the meaning or semantics
contained in the transmitted data, i.e., semantic information,
during the transmission process. It attempts to deliver task-
related semantic information over noisy channels rather than
achieving bit- or symbol-level error-free transmission [17]. By
designing specialized semantic and channel codecs, semantic
communication systems can selectively extract and compress
task-related semantic information and effectively overcome
channel impairments to improve communication efficiency
under limited bandwidth. Currently, semantic communication
has achieved outstanding performance in single modal trans-
mission tasks including, e.g., text [18], [19], images [20],
[21], and speech [22], [23], and multimodal transmission
tasks [24], [25]. For the 3D object detection task, the spatial
confidence-aware communication strategy in [26] compresses
and transmits task-related semantic information in LiDAR
point clouds or monocular images, reducing the requirement
for communication bandwidth. The novel semantic commu-
nication architecture in [27] is designed for LiDAR-based
3D object detection tasks in autonomous driving. It can only
extract and compress semantic information related to 3D
detection from the LiDAR point cloud based on a specialized
channel codec network.

However, the above works mainly focus on transmitting
LiDAR point cloud data and are not readily applicable to stereo
vision 3D detection tasks. Unlike LiDAR-based methods that
rely on point cloud data, stereo-vision methods perform 3D
position estimation based on left and right RGB images [8],
[28]. Compared to the LiDAR-based methods, the stereo-
vision methods offer a wider detection range, richer semantic
information, and lower cost [28]. In contrast to monocular-
based methods, stereo cameras provide more precise depth in-
formation through left-right photometric alignment. Therefore,
stereo vision-based detection has a desirable trade-off in costs
and performance and holds significant potential in addressing
3D detection tasks [28]. Motivated by this, we study the
transmission of stereo-vision images for 3D object detection
tasks and propose a semantic communication framework based
on deep neural networks (DNNs) to improve the detection
accuracy under limited communication bandwidth.

The proposed semantic communication architecture at-
tempts to address two essential requirements of data transmis-
sion in stereo-vision 3D object detection. First, the design of
the transmitter needs to be lightweight enough to be deployed
on the sensor-side equipment. Second, the transceiver needs to
reduce the transmitted data while retaining the image semantic
information to improve 3D detection under limited communi-
cation bandwidth. Specifically, to meet the first requirement,
we only perform semantic information extraction and com-
pression at the transmitter to alleviate the computing pressure
on the sensor side. Afterwards, complex feature extraction,
optical flow-based image reconstruction, and 3D detection
are performed later on the receiver side, which has sufficient
computing resources. For the second requirement, we study the
operations of stereo-vision 3D detection and split it into two
sub-processes. Resembling human eyes, the detection scheme
first performs 2D object detection on a single image and
then uses the photometric alignment [28] between images

to infer depth information. Thus, in the first sub-process, a
2D detection network is introduced to extract the semantic
information related to detected targets on a single image.
In the second sub-process, a convolutional neural network
(CNN)-based extraction network is proposed to jointly extract
global information from the stereo images, which contains
photometric alignment information and is used for depth
inference. The extracted semantics are then compressed by
CNNs to reduce the transmitted data. Correspondingly, two
sets of recovery networks are deployed at the receiver to
recover the semantic information. The first recovery network
consists of residual networks, which recover the target-related
semantics. The second network is driven by an optical flow
module, where optical flow [29] refers to the apparent motion
of objects or features between consecutive frames or views.
This module calculates the optical flow between the stereo
images and further estimates the feature motion caused by
the relative perspective of the binocular camera, enabling the
second network to restore photometric alignment semantic
information based on the estimated motion information. Then,
a CNN-based fusion network is proposed to fuse the recovered
semantics and obtain the restored stereo-images. Moreover,
CNN-based channel codecs are deployed at the transmitter and
receiver to overcome the channel impairments on the semantic
transmission. Our main contributions are as follows,

• We propose a DNN-based semantic communication
framework for stereo vision-based 3D object detection
tasks, in which two sets of semantic codecs are used to
extract and process two types of semantic information,
and a set of CNN-based channel codecs are used to
overcome channel impairments. The proposed framework
can improve the accuracy of 3D detection tasks under
limited communication bandwidth.

• We introduce a 2D detection network to identify the
objects and propose a set of CNN-based networks, collec-
tively referred to as the key area information network, to
extract, compress, and recover the object-related semantic
information, providing accurate 2D information for the
subsequent 3D object detection task.

• We design a CNN-based network, termed global infor-
mation network, to extract semantic information related
to photometic alignment from the stereo images. An
optical flow-driven recovery network is correspondingly
proposed at the receiver to recover the semantic infor-
mation. The proposed scheme can reduce the loss of the
left-right photometric alignment information and improve
the accuracy of depth inference.

• We develop a five-step strategy to train the network with
different loss functions for each step. The proposed five-
step training method can effectively improve training
speed and network performance.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
describes the system model and framework of our semantic
communication system. Section III presents the details of the
proposed semantic network. The training strategy is introduced
in Section IV. Later, simulation results are discussed in Section
V. Section VI concludes this paper.
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II. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Fig. 1, the proposed semantic system for
stereo-vision 3D object detection tasks adopts the classical
architecture similar to [18], where the semantic encoder and
decoder are responsible for extracting and recovering semantic
information, and the channel encoder and decoder are used
to mitigate the impacts of wireless channels. The recovered
stereo-vision images will be input to another well-trained
network for 3D object detection1.
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Fig. 1. Model of the proposed semantic communication system.

The structure of the semantic codec is shown in Fig. 2.
Specifically, the proposed semantic codec includes two sets of
DNNs to extract, compress, and recover two types of semantic
information, i.e., the object-related semantic information for
2D detection and the global semantics containing photometric
alignment information for depth inference. Considering the
object-related semantic information is exclusively linked to
the key area to which objects belong while the second type
of semantic information is associated with the images’ global
information, these two groups of DNNs are referred to as
the key area information network and the global information
network, respectively. Besides, two fusion networks are used
to fuse the recovered semantic information. In the following,
we briefly discuss the functions of the networks in both
semantic and channel encoders/decoders. The structure of
these networks will be presented in detail in Section III.

A. The Semantic Encoder Network
As shown in Fig. 2, the semantic encoder network con-

sists of two groups of semantic extraction and compression
networks, which correspond to the key area and the global
information networks, respectively.

Specifically, for the key area information network, the
semantic extraction networks first use a 2D detection module
to estimate the 2D position of vehicles on the left and right
images, denoted by Il and Ir, respectively. According to the
detected 2D position boxes, the content outside of the boxes
is masked while the content within the boxes is extracted as
semantic features, which are relevant to 2D object detection.
Then, the extracted key area semantic features {Sl, Sr} de-
rived from the left and right images are compressed by the
compression networks as the key area information {Kl,Kr},
given by {

Sl = T l
α (Il),

Sr = T r
α (Ir),

(1)

1In this paper, we restore the original image rather than jointly train
the semantic communication network with a specific 3D detection network,
aiming to enhance the compatibility of the semantic system with various 3D
detection networks.

and {
Kl = T l

β (Sl),
Kr = T r

β (Sr),
(2)

where T l
α and T r

α denote the semantic extraction networks
of the key area information network parameterized by α
while T l

β and T r
β are the compression networks in the key

area information network, parameterized by β, to process
the semantic features extracted from left and right images,
respectively.

Meanwhile, since the key area information only includes
features about the detected objects in a single left or right
image, the global information, including photometric align-
ment information, must also be transmitted to ensure the
accuracy of depth inference critical for subsequent 3D detec-
tion. Therefore, a joint semantic extraction network is used
to jointly extract global semantic features {Fl, Fr} from the
stereo-images, where the left and right features are merged
to exploit the photometric alignment information between the
left and right images. Then, {Fl, Fr} are compressed by the
compression networks of the global information network as
global information {Gl, Gr}, given by

[Fl, Fr] = Tγ (Il, Ir) , (3)

and {
Gl = T l

φ (Fl) ,
Gr = T r

φ (Fr) , (4)

where Tγ denotes the joint semantic extraction network param-
eterized by γ while T l

φ and T r
φ are the compression networks

of the global information network, parameterized by φ.

B. The Channel Encoder and Decoder Networks

After the semantic encoder, the channel codec is used to
overcome the channel noise. At the transmitter, the channel
encoder first encodes the key area and the global information
and transmits the encoded information {XK , XG} over the
wireless channel, which can be expressed as{

XK = Tce (Kl,Kr) ,
XG = Tce (Gl, Gr) , (5)

where Tce denotes the channel encoder network parameterized
by ce. Assuming the transmitted signal undergoes the additive
white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel, the received signal is
given by {

YK = XK +WK ,
YG = XG +WG, (6)

where WK and WG are the AWGN of the channel. More
complicated channel models can be considered as in [27].

Correspondingly, at the receiver, the channel decoder re-
covers information

{
K̂r, K̂l

}
and

{
Ĝr, Ĝl

}
from received

signals {YK , YG}, expressed as
{
K̂l, K̂r

}
= Tcd (YK) ,{

Ĝl, Ĝr

}
= Tcd (YG) ,

(7)

where Tcd denotes the channel decoder network parameterized
by cd.
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Fig. 2. Illustration of (a) the proposed semantic encoder and (b) the proposed semantic decoder.

C. The Semantic Decoder Network

Corresponding to the semantic encoder network, the seman-
tic decoder network consists of two sets of semantic recovery
networks: the key area information network and the global
information network, which are responsible for recovering
the key area and global semantic features, respectively. The
semantic decoder network also includes two fusion networks
to combine these two types of semantic features and obtain
the recovered stereo images.

Specifically, for the key area information network, two
recovery networks T l

θ(·) and T r
θ (·), parameterized by θ, are

used to recover key area semantic features
{
Ŝl, Ŝr

}
from

the received key area information
{
K̂l, K̂r

}
, which can be

expressed as  Ŝl = T l
θ

(
K̂l

)
,

Ŝr = T r
θ

(
K̂r

)
,

(8)

where
{
K̂l, K̂r

}
represent the received key area information

that is subject to distortion caused by wireless transmission.
For the global information network, a joint semantic re-

covery network first uses an optical-flow module to calcu-
late the optical flows

{→
O,
←
O
}

based on the received global

information, where
→
O and

←
O represent the optical flows

from left-to-right and right-to-left features. Optical flows can
effectively describe pixel motions between images or feature
maps, assisting in recovering photometric alignment in stereo-
vision images. Thus, guided by the optical flows, two CNN
modules are then used to recover the global semantic features{
F̂l, F̂r

}
, given by

[→
O,
←
O
]
= Tϕ

(
Ĝl, Ĝr

)
, (9)

and  F̂l = T l
χ

(←
O, Ĝl, Ĝr

)
,

F̂r = T r
χ

(→
O, Ĝr, Ĝl

)
,

(10)

where
{
Ĝl, Ĝr

}
represents the received global information,

Tϕ denotes the optical-flow module parameterized by ϕ, T l
χ

and T r
χ are the remaining modules of the recovery networks

in the global information network, parameterized by χ.
After recovering the semantic features, two fusion networks

in the semantic codec are used to fuse the semantic features
and obtain the recovered stereo images

{
Îl, Îr

}
, given by Îl = T l

ν

(
Ŝl, F̂l

)
,

Îr = T r
ν

(
Ŝr, F̂r

)
,

(11)

where T l
ν and T r

ν denote the fusion networks, parameterized
by ν, to recover left and right images, respectively.

The final recovered images are fed into a well-trained
3D detection network to estimate the 3D position of the
objects. In this paper, the Stereo-RCNN [28] is used to verify
the transmission performance of the proposed communication
system, which can also be replaced by other stereo-vision
detection networks, e.g., [8], [30], and [31], if needed.

III. TRANSCEIVER DESIGN FOR PROPOSED SEMANTIC
COMMUNICATION SYSTEM

This section describes the detailed structure of the proposed
3D object detection semantic communication system. Based
on the system model in section II, the structure is comprised
of four parts, the key area information network, the global
information network, the fusion network, and the channel
codec network.
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Fig. 3. Structure of the semantic extraction network.

A. Structure of The Key Area Information Network

As shown in Fig. 3, a pair of stereo-vision images Il, Ir ∈
Rw×h×3 with three RGB channels are first sampled from the
dataset K, where w and h represent the width and height of
the image. Since the 3D object detection task is mainly related
to the image semantics around the object, a 2D detection
network is first used to detect the bounding boxes of the
objects in the left and right images. Each bounding box has
five terms [u1, v1, u2, v2, c], where (u1, v1) and (u2, v2) are
the coordinates of the upper left and lower right corners of
the bounding box, and c is the confidence value, quantifying
the predicted probability that the detected region contains an
object. Due to the lightweight requirements of the transmitter,
this paper uses a low-complexity network, Yolov5n, as the
2D detection network. Based on the 2D detection results,
the information pertinent to 3D detection, i.e., the image
area inside the bounding boxes, is retained while the outside
part is masked with zeros. The masked images are regarded
as key area semantic features Sl, Sr ∈ Rw×h×3. Assuming
that the bounding box parameters are transmitted along with
the semantic data, the receiver can use these parameters to
determine the same mask as the transmitter. Given that the
bounding box data is small in amount yet crucial for semantic
information reconstruction, similar to control signaling in
traditional communication protocols, we assume using a highly
reliable transmission scheme to ensure error-free transmission
of this data. By transmitting only the area inside the bounding
box along with the very few bounding box parameters, the
communication overhead is substantially reduced. This feature
extraction process is concisely represented by operation T l

α(·)
and T r

α(·) in (1).
After semantic extraction, two CNN-based networks are

used for semantic compression and recovery at the transmitter
and receiver, respectively. As shown in Fig. 4, the extracted
semantic features, Sl and Sr, first pass through the sub-
pixel CNN to achieve n× downsampling. The sub-pixel CNN
serves as the backbone of the residual network to achieve n2

times compression. The output from the sub-pixel CNN is
then combined with the results of n× bilinear downsampling,
which acts as the branch of the residual network, obtaining key
area information Kl,Kr ∈ Rw/n×h/n×3. Correspondingly,
the recovery network utilizes two sets of sub-pixel CNNs
to upsample images progressively. The two sets of upsam-
pling have magnifications of n1 and n2, respectively, where

Sub-Pixel 
CNN

down-sampling

Conv

Conv

Inverse pixel-shufflen×

Add

Conv

Pixel-shuffle

Conv

Pixel-shuffle

Conv
Up-sampling 

Add

The semantic 
compression network

The semantic 
recovery network

n×

{ },l rS S

{ },l rK K

{ }ˆ ˆ,l rK K

{ }ˆ ˆ,l rS S

Fig. 4. Structure of the semantic compression and recovery module.

n1×n2 = n. The recovered semantic features can be expressed
as Ŝl, Ŝr ∈ Rw×h×3. The compression processes correspond
to T l

β(·) and T r
β (·) in (2), and the recovery processes are

represented by the operation T l
θ(·) and T r

θ (·) in (8).

Reducing feature 
channels 

Increasing 
feature channels Pixel shuffle

Inverse pixel shuffle

Sub-Pixel CNN (up-sampling)

Sub-Pixel CNN (down-sampling)

Fig. 5. Structure of the sub-pixel CNN.

As shown in Fig. 5, the structure of sub-pixel CNNs
contains two parts, a CNN module for increasing or reducing
the feature channels and a pixel-shuffle module to rearrange
the pixels of different channels. Taking n times upsampling as
an example (the downsampling can be regarded as the inverse
operation of upsampling), for an input of size w × h × c,
the sub-pixel CNN first uses multiple convolutional layers to
increase its feature channels to n2c and then rearrange the
elements in different feature channels to form a new tensor of
size nw×nh× c. Mathematically, the shuffling operation can
be described as follows,

S(T)x,y,z = T⌊ x
n⌋,⌊ y

n⌋,(x mod n)·n+(y mod n)+z·n2 , (12)

where T is the output vector of the multiple convolutional
layers, S represents the periodical shuffling operation, and
⌊·⌋ represents the round-down operation. Compared with tra-
ditional upsampling methods and the transposed convolution
network [32], the sub-pixel CNN has better performance and
can avoid the uneven overlapping problem.
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B. Structure of The Global Information Network

The structure of the global information network is shown
in Fig. 6. At the transmitter, a convolutional residual network
is first utilized to extract features from both the left and
right images. These extracted features are combined through
direct channel concatenation, which further passes a set of
convolutional layers. From the fused features, two sets of
convolutional layers with different parameters are then used to
separate the left and right semantic features, thereby achieving
joint semantic extraction from the left and right images. The
extracted global semantic features are written as Fl, Fr ∈
Rw×h×f , where f represents the number of feature channels.
The semantic features are compressed by the sub-pixel CNN
and augmented with the residual information, i.e., the m times
downsampling of the original images, obtaining the global in-
formation Gl, Gr ∈ Rw/m×h/m×3. The feature extraction and
compression processes are concisely represented by operation
Tγ(·), T l

φ(·) and T r
φ(·) in (3) and (4).

At the receiver, the optical flow method is introduced to
utilize the correlation between left and right features for
semantic recovery. The optical flow, first proposed by Gibson
[29], describes the projection of a 3D pixel’s motion onto a
2D image plane. By calculating the optical flow between two
images or feature maps, the relative motion information of the
pixels between the images or feature maps can be estimated.
Based on the estimated motion information, it can effectively
achieve feature alignment between images or feature maps
[33]. Thus, many optical-flow-driven methods are proposed
in video super-resolution recovery [33] and object tracking
tasks [34]. Based on this idea, the receiver adopts the optical
flow to align the left and right features and enhance semantic
recovery. Besides, a well-trained network, called SpyNet, [35]
is introduced to perform optical flow calculations.

The received global information is first input into the

Conv_ResNet

Conv_ResNet

Received left global 
information

Conv_ResNet

Conv_ResNet

Left to right
optical flow

Right to left
optical flow

Features 
warping

Features 
warping
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Left features 1 ,1l̂F Right features 1 ,1r̂F
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O


O


Fig. 7. Structure of the optical-flow-driven semantic recovery module.

SpyNet to estimate the left-to-right and right-to-left optical
flow

{→
O,
←
O
}

. Afterward, as shown in Fig. 7, the optical-
flow-driven recovery module is used to recover the global
semantic features, which corresponds to the global infor-
mation decoder network in Fig. 6 (excluding SpyNet). Two
sets of convolutional residual networks process the received
global information Ĝl, Ĝr, obtaining feature maps F̂l,1, F̂r,1 ∈
Rw/m×h/m×3. The feature maps are then warped by the
optical flow to align the features, which can be expressed as
follows,

F̂l,2 = Fwarp

(
F̂r,1,

←
O
)

, (13)

and
F̂r,2 = Fwarp

(
F̂l,1,

→
O
)

, (14)

where Fwarp represents the warping operation and F̂l,2, F̂r,2 ∈
Rw/m×h/m×3 are the warped left and right feature maps.
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Note that after optical warping, left features are warped to
right features and vice versa. After the warping, right features
F̂r,2 is concatenated with the received global information Ĝr

in the feature channels and input into convolutional residual
networks, obtaining new feature map F̂r,3. Meanwhile, new
left feature map F̂l,3 can be obtained from Ĝl and F̂l,2 in the
same way. Finally, feature maps

{
F̂l,1, F̂l,3

}
and

{
F̂r,1, F̂r,3

}
are fused by multiple convolutional layers respectively and
recovered by the sub-pixel CNN. The direct upsampling
global information is added to the recovered feature maps
as the residuals, obtaining recovered global semantic features
F̂l, F̂r ∈ Rw×h×3. The optical-flow module corresponds to
Tϕ(·) in (9), and the recovery modules are represented by
operation T l

χ(·) and T r
χ(·) in (10).

C. Structure of The Fusion Network

After the recovery network, the fusion networks combine
the key area and the global semantic features to generate
stereo-vision images, as shown in Fig. 8. The residual network
architecture of the fusion networks fuses semantic features
through multiple convolutional layers and adds features as
residuals, obtaining the stereo-vision images. The recovered
images are finally input into stereo RCNNs for 3D detection.
The fusion networks correspond to T l

ν(·) and T r
ν (·) in (11).

Conv Layer

Conv Layer

Recovered 
left image

Recovered 
Right image

Residual 

Add

Add

Recovered 
left key area 

semantics

Recovered 
left global 
semantics

Recovered 
right global 
semantics

Recovered 
right key area 

semantics

ˆ
lS

l̂F

ˆ
rS

r̂F

l̂I

r̂I

Fig. 8. Structure of the fusion network.

D. Structure of The Channel Codec Network

Multiple convolutional layers form both the channel encoder
and the channel decoder, with an exemplary network structure
given in Table IX in Appendix A. The input layer dimension
of the channel encoder is consistent with the compressed
information dimension while the output layer dimension is
adjustable to match the desired channel coding rate. Cor-
respondingly, the channel decoder’s input and output layer
dimensions are in correspondence to those of the channel
encoder. Besides, the dimensions of the intermediate layers of
the channel codec are determined by the design requirements.

IV. TRAINING STRATEGY

We propose a five-step training method to train the whole
network. The first four steps are used to train the semantic

codec network and the last step trains the channel codec
network along with the overall end-to-end fine-tuning.

Step 1 trains the global information network and the fusion
network. The training images are sampled from the stereo-
vision 3D object detection dataset and pass through the global
information network and the fusion network sequentially.
Since the key area information network is not trained yet, the
recovered key area semantics input into the fusion network
are temporarily replaced by all-zero tensors. Besides, a pre-
trained SpyNet is used and frozen at the beginning of the
training process to train the other part of the global information
network. The parameter of the SpyNet is obtained from [35].
After several epochs of training, the parameter of the SpyNet is
unfrozen, and the whole global information network is trained.
In Step 1, the Charbonnier loss is used and can be expressed
as

Lchar(I, Î) =

√∥∥∥I− Î
∥∥∥2 + ϵ2, (15)

where I and Î represent the input stereo-vision images and the
output recovered images, respectively, and ϵ2 is a constant. The
pseudocode of the Step 1 is provided in Algorithm 1.

Step 2 successively trains the key area information network,
where the 2D detection module, i.e., the YOLOv5n network,
is pre-trained and frozen. In this step, the training images are
sampled from the same dataset as Step 1 and only pass through
the key area information network. Similarly, the Charbonnier
loss is used and can be expressed as

Lchar(Smask, Ŝmask) =

√∥∥∥Smask − Ŝmask

∥∥∥2 + ϵ2, (16)

where Smask and Ŝmask represent the masked extracted
semantic features at the transmitter and the masked output
recovered semantic features at the receiver. The mask is cre-
ated based on the position boxes of 2D detection to emphasize
the neural network’s ability to focus on key areas, where the
images or features outside the 2D detection boxes are deemed
irrelevant. The pseudocode is shown in Algorithm 2.

In step 3, the fusion network is trained with the frozen pre-
trained global and key area information networks. The training
dataset is the same as the first part and the loss function is the
hybrid masked Charbonnier loss given by

Lhmc = Lchar

(
Imask, Îmask

)
+ λLchar

(
I, Î

)
, (17)

where Imask and Îmask represent the masked input stereo-
vision images and the masked output recovered images. λ is
a weight used to balance the recovery of the key areas and
global areas and is set to 0.5 in the subsequent simulations.

In Step 4, the whole semantic codec except the 2D detec-
tion module is trained end-to-end for fine-tuning. During the
initial epochs, the training function uses the hybrid masked
Charbonnier loss, focusing on recovering key areas. In the final
epochs, the training function switches to the Charbonnier loss,
emphasizing global recovery.

In Step 5, the channel codec is trained with the semantic
codec over the AWGN channel. The training process con-
tains two parts. In the first part, only the channel codec is
trained over the AWGN channel with inputs created by the
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Algorithm 1 Training the global information network
1: Input: The 3D vehicle detection dataset K1.
2: Initialize parameters: γ, φ, ϕ, χ, ν.
3: Load and freeze the pre-trained SpyNet.
4: repeat
5: Sample from dataset K1, obtaining the stereo-vision

images I := [Il, Ir]
6: Extract the semantic features: [Fl, Fr] = Tγ (Il, Ir)
7: Compress the semantic features:

Gl = T l
φ (Fl) , Gr = T r

φ (Fr)

8: Extract the optical flow:
[→
O,
←
O
]
= Tϕ

(
Ĝl, Ĝr

)
9: Recover the semantic features:

F̂l = T l
χ

(←
O, Ĝl, Ĝr

)
, F̂r = T r

χ

(→
O, Ĝr, Ĝl

)
10: Fuse the semantic features:

Îl = T l
ν

(
0, F̂l

)
, Îr = T r

ν

(
0, F̂r

)
11: Optimize γ, φ, χ, ν with loss Lchar using gradient

descent.
12: until Reach the preset number of repetitions.
13: Unfreeze the SpyNet.
14: repeat
15: Sample from dataset K1, obtaining the stereo-vision

images I := [Il, Ir]
16: Extract the semantic features: [Fr, Fl] = Tγ (Ir, Il)
17: Compress the semantic features:

Gl = T l
φ (Fl) , Gr = T r

φ (Fr)

18: Extract the optical flow:
[→
O,
←
O
]
= Tϕ

(
Ĝl, Ĝr

)
19: Recover the semantic features:

F̂l = T l
χ

(←
O, Ĝl, Ĝr

)
, F̂r = T r

χ

(→
O, Ĝr, Ĝl

)
20: Fuse the semantic features:

Îl = T l
ν

(
0, F̂l

)
, Îr = T r

ν

(
0, F̂r

)
21: Optimize γ, φ, ϕ, χ, ν with loss Lchar using gradient

descent.
22: until The loss function converges
23: Return: Network parameters: γ, φ, ϕ, χ, ν.

well-trained semantic encoder, where the loss function uses
the mean-squared error (MSE) loss [22], [27]. The second
part jointly trains the channel codec and the semantic codec
in an end-to-end fashion, where the loss function uses the
Charbonnier loss.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we experimentally evaluate the performance
of the proposed semantic communication design for stereo-
vision 3D object detection. All methods are evaluated on the
KITTI 3D object detection dataset [36], where 7481 training
images are split into training and validation sets with roughly
the same amount. The cars in the images are divided into
three regimes with different levels of difficulty: easy, moderate,
and hard, according to their 2D box height, occlusion, and
truncation levels.

For the first set of experiments, three average compression
ratios are simulated, namely 10×, 30×, and 50×, to verify
the network performance at low, medium, and high compres-
sion ratios. Perfect communication is assumed between the

Algorithm 2 Training the key area information network
1: Input: The 3D vehicle detection dataset K1.
2: Initialize parameters: β, θ.
3: Load and freeze the 2D detection module.
4: repeat
5: Sample from dataset K1, obtaining the stereo-vision

images I := [Il, Ir]
6: Extract the key area semantic features:

Sl = T l
α (Il) , Sr = T r

α (Ir)
7: Compress the key area semantic features:

Kl = T l
β (Sl) ,Kr = T r

β (Sr)
8: Recover the key area semantic features:

Ŝl = T l
θ

(
K̂l

)
, Ŝr = T r

θ

(
K̂r

)
9: Optimize β, θ with Lchar using gradient descent.

10: until Reach the preset number of repetitions.
11: Return: The network parameters: β, θ.

transmitter and receiver to focus on performance evaluation
of semantic encoding/decoding designs. These three compres-
sion schemes have different global and key area information
compression levels2. The 10× scheme compresses the global
information 36× while keeping the key area information
uncompressed. The 30× method compresses the global in-
formation 36× and the key area information 4×. The 50×
compression technique compresses the global information 64×
and the key area information 16×. Correspondingly, the model
parameters of the proposed network will also be adjusted. For
the second set of experiments, the 30× source compression
scheme is adopted to evaluate the proposed channel codec
under AWGN and Rayleigh channels at different SNR levels,
ranging from 6 to 18 dB. For the third set of experiments,
the proposed semantic communication system is compared
with other source-channel coding algorithms over AWGN
channels with varying SNRs to evaluate the joint performance
of semantic coding and channel coding in the proposed system.

The following benchmarks are investigated for performance
comparison.

• Benchmarks for the first set of experiments: We use
standard image compression algorithms as benchmarks,
including JPEG, JPEG2000, the Super-Resolution Convo-
lutional Neural Network (SRCNN) [37], and the Epipolar
Cross-Attention Stereo Image Compression (ECSIC) net-
work [38]. All neural network outputs (except for ECSIC)
are quantized to 8-bit and maintain average compression
ratios of 10×, 30×, and 50× by adjusting the output
dimensions.

• Benchmarks for the second set of experiments: Based
on the semantic codec network with a 30× compression
ratio, we compare the proposed channel codec network
with two traditional transmission schemes, i.e., the 2/3
rate LDPC code with a 64QAM modulation and the 1/2
rate LDPC code with 256QAM modulation. Please note
that these two traditional schemes will deliver the same

2Various combinations of compression ratios for key areas and global
information are tested during the simulations. The combination with the best
detection performance is adopted here.
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number of source bits and we also adjust the network
dimensions of the proposed method such that they all
have the same channel uses for fair comparison.

• Benchmarks for the third set of experiments: We adopt
the same settings as the second set of experiments for the
proposed method. The comparison approaches employ
JPEG, JPEG2000, and ECSIC with 30× compression
as the source coding methods, along with two channel-
coding and modulation schemes: 2/3 rate LDPC code
with 64QAM modulation and 1/2 rate LDPC code with
256QAM modulation.

Additionally, Appendixes A and B provide more details
on network parameters and training settings for the proposed
network.

A. Performance Metrics

The peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) and structural simi-
larity (SSIM) metrics are utilized to evaluate the image recov-
ery performance. The PSNR and SSIM of the images inside
and outside the key area boxes are calculated, respectively.
The 2D average precision (AP) and the 3D AP metrics are also
compared in the experiments to assess the detection accuracy
of the proposed approach. These metrics are described in detail
subsequently.

The PSNR calculates the MSE between two images to
measure their difference. A higher PSNR indicates higher
image similarity. Given an original image I and a recovered
image Î , the PSNR is defined as

PSNR = 20 · log10

 Fmax (I)

Fmse

(
I, Î

)
 , (18)

where Fmax (I) is the maximum pixel value of the image,
Fmse

(
I, Î

)
represents the MSE between the original and

recovered images.
The SSIM metric [39] is more focused on capturing edge

and texture similarities, which are essential for mimicking
human perception. It calculates the SSIM score by segmenting
the image into smaller blocks and evaluating each block’s
luminance, contrast, and structure scores. The SSIM score can
be expressed as

SSIM =
1

N

∑N

n=1
Sl,n × Sc,n × Ss,n, (19)

where N is the total number of blocks, and Sl,n, Sc,n, Ss,n

represent the luminance, contrast, and structure scores of the
nth block, respectively, and can be expressed as

Sl =
2µxµy

µ2
x+µ2

y
,

Sc =
2σxσy

σ2
x+σ2

y
,

Ss =
σxy

σxσy
,

(20)

where x and y represent the blocks of the original and
recovered images, µx and σx represent the average and the
variance of x, and σxy represents the covariance of x and
y. The SSIM score ranges from 0 to 1, with higher values
indicating better image recovery.

Furthermore, 2D, 3D, and bird’s-eye view (BV) AP metrics
are adopted to evaluate the system’s performance in object
detection. According to the system model, after the stereo-
vision image pairs are recovered, they are fed into a well-
trained 3D detection network, i.e., Stereo-RCNN, for 2D and
3D detection. Based on the recovered image pairs, basic 2D
detection is first conducted for each image by the Stereo-
RCNN, and the 2D detection results from each image are
then combined to estimate the 3D bounding boxes of objects,
achieving 3D detection. By comparing the output detection
results of Stereo-RCNN with the ground-truth boxes, the 2D,
3D, and BV AP metrics are calculated. It is worth noting
that, in 2D detection, only the 2D detection boxes, whose
maximum intersection over union (IoU) with the ground-
truth boxes is larger than the preset threshold, are considered
true positives [28]. However, in 3D detection, the estimated
3D box will be regarded as true positives only if the left
and right detection boxes meet the IoU threshold conditions
simultaneously and the selected left and right ground truth
boxes belong to the same object [28]. For 2D, 3D, and BV
detection, AP ranges from 0 to 100. A higher AP indicates
higher detection accuracy. In this simulation, we set the IoU
threshold to 0.5 and use the official program approved by
KITTI to calculate the detected AP value3.

B. Simulation Results

TABLE I
RECOVERY PERFORMANCE UNDER DIFFERENT COMPRESSION RATIOS

Method PSNRg↑ PSNRk↑ SSIMg↑ SSIMk↑
Proposed Method (10×) 27.01dB 45.12dB 0.83 0.99

JPEG (10×) 28.45dB 29.09dB 0.89 0.93

JPEG2000 (10×) 28.31dB 27.52dB 0.86 0.87

SRCNN (10×) 29.03dB 28.32dB 0.89 0.90

Proposed Method (30×) 26.75dB 27.21dB 0.83 0.92
JPEG (30×) 26.17dB 25.50dB 0.81 0.84

JPEG2000 (30×) 26.07dB 24.93dB 0.78 0.78

SRCNN (30×) 25.84dB 23.56dB 0.79 0.76

Proposed Method (50×) 25.30dB 23.23dB 0.77 0.81
JPEG (50×) 25.27dB 23.05dB 0.75 0.76

JPEG2000 (50×) 25.05dB 21.92dB 0.73 0.72

SRCNN (50×) 24.26dB 20.93dB 0.74 0.69

g: the PSNR or SSIM score for the global area.
k: the PSNR or SSIM score for the key areas.

For the first set of experiments, Table I shows the average
PSNR and SSIM scores for different compression ratios across
the evaluated methods, where the scores of the key areas (the
areas inside the semantic boxes) and the global areas (the
whole images) are presented, respectively. All methods use
the same validation dataset and transmit similar amounts of
data on average. The table shows that the proposed method
performs best in key area recovery under the three compression
ratios, especially in the SSIM metric. Regarding global per-
formance, the proposed compression scheme performs closely

3https://www.cvlibs.net/datasets/kitti
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Fig. 9. Image recovery results of the proposed method in different areas under different compression ratios.
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Fig. 10. Image recovery results of different methods under 50× compression ratio.

to other algorithms and is slightly better for the medium and
high compression ratios.

The image recovery results of the proposed method for
different compression ratios in key and global areas are shown
in Fig. 9. The area marked by a solid red box represents the
sampled key region, whereas the area enclosed by a dotted red
box is considered the sampled other region. By comparing
the selected samples from the key and other regions, it can
be seen that objects in the key areas retain more distinct
outlines and details, although all image qualities decrease as

the compression ratio gets higher. Besides, Fig. 10 presents an
example of the recovered images for various methods under
the 50× compression ratio.

Continuing with the first set of experiments, the 2D and 3D
detection performance in terms of the AP metic with different
compression ratios across the evaluated methods is presented
in Table II. From Table II, when compression rates are low, i.e.,
10× compression, the detection performance of all methods is
close to that of using the original image directly. This suggests
that excessive clarity does not necessarily lead to improved
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TABLE II
DETECTION PERFORMANCE UNDER DIFFERENT COMPRESSION RATIOS

2D object detection 3D object detection
AP on left images ↑ AP on right images ↑ AP on bird’s-eye view ↑ AP for 3D detection ↑Method

Easy Mode Hard Easy Mode Hard Easy Mode Hard Easy Mode Hard
Original Image 99.88 90.89 81.80 99.72 90.58 81.38 73.33 47.26 40.94 65.72 45.60 39.39

Proposed Method (10×) 99.85 90.88 81.75 99.66 90.57 81.36 73.22 47.16 39.98 64.94 45.20 39.01

JPEG (10×) 99.79 90.87 81.78 99.68 90.58 81.38 73.20 47.15 39.43 64.31 45.18 38.74

JPEG2000 (10×) 99.78 90.87 81.73 99.68 90.58 81.34 73.26 47.19 39.13 64.46 44.67 38.51

SRCNN (10×) 99.85 90.87 81.74 98.80 89.52 80.46 73.20 47.18 40.80 64.54 45.45 39.06

ECSIC (10×) 99.86 90.88 81.78 99.70 90.58 81.37 73.30 47.20 40.81 65.44 45.53 39.26
Proposed Method (30×) 99.79 90.86 79.71 99.61 90.56 79.35 71.06 46.72 39.28 64.60 44.38 37.12

JPEG (30×) 90.89 89.76 72.69 90.71 89.25 72.21 65.26 45.80 35.22 61.07 39.60 33.49

JPEG2000 (30×) 90.79 81.67 72.55 89.48 79.98 71.93 63.84 40.76 34.25 55.06 37.56 31.76

SRCNN (30×) 90.73 81.35 63.40 88.24 77.28 60.28 65.18 42.60 35.47 55.77 34.89 28.33

ECSIC (30×) 99.74 90.78 79.58 99.54 90.37 79.09 68.82 44.28 37.39 62.68 43.49 35.41

Proposed Method (50×) 99.67 81.88 72.66 99.13 80.85 71.71 65.25 42.79 35.87 60.95 40.24 33.33
JPEG (50×) 71.58 62.74 53.78 70.38 61.19 52.37 40.49 26.60 25.66 36.92 24.50 19.59

JPEG2000 (50×) 81.05 71.78 62.73 77.65 67.78 59.01 45.37 30.14 24.56 35.44 22.46 17.42

SRCNN (50×) 80.14 62.40 53.43 76.35 57.99 49.37 42.26 25.11 20.09 30.99 19.53 15.51

ECSIC (50×) 99.65 81.83 72.62 99.14 80.07 71.60 64.33 42.56 35.63 60.18 39.89 32.64

detection accuracy. For medium and high compression rates,
the proposed method outperforms all others in 2D and 3D de-
tection metrics, including 2D AP on the left and right images,
AP on the bird’s eye view, and 3D AP. When the compression
rate is 30×, the image recovered by the proposed method
has a detection performance similar to the original image
for objects in easy and moderate regimes. For objects under
the hard regime, the proposed algorithm outperforms other
algorithms significantly in 3D detection. Despite achieving
a compression ratio of 50 times, the proposed method can
still perform similarly to the uncompressed case for objects
in easy regimes in terms of 2D AP. Moreover, the proposed
algorithm shows slight advantages over the ECSIC method
while significantly outperforming other algorithms.

For the second set of experiments, based on the 30×
compression semantic codec, the proposed channel codec is
compared with traditional channel coding and modulation
schemes over AWGN and Rayleigh fading channels. In the
Rayleigh fading scenario, perfect channel estimation and the
zero-forcing equalization algorithm are assumed. Fig.11 and
Fig.12 show the 3D AP results of all methods for different
difficulty regimes over AWGN and Rayleigh fading channels,
respectively. The traditional schemes use the 2/3 rate LDPC
code with 64QAM modulation and the 1/2 rate LDPC code
with 256QAM modulation. The output of the semantic codec
is quantized to 6-bit. To ensure a fair comparison, the av-
erage amount of transferred data remains consistent across
all methods. The figures show that the proposed channel
codec significantly outperforms the conventional approaches
at various SNRs in detection performance over AWGN and
Rayleigh fading channels, especially in the low SNR regime.

For the third set of experiments, we evaluate the per-
formance of the proposed semantic communication system

compared with other source-channel coding algorithms un-
der AWGN channels at varying SNR levels. The proposed
method uses the same settings as in the second set of experi-
ments. The comparison schemes adopt 30× compressed JPEG,
JPEG2000, and ECSIC as source encoding methods, along
with two channel coding and modulation methods: the 2/3 rate
LDPC code with 64QAM modulation and the 1/2 rate LDPC
code with 256QAM modulation. For consistency, all methods
transfer the same amount of data. Fig. 13 illustrates the perfor-
mance results of the proposed system and comparison methods
across different difficulty regimes. The results demonstrate that
the proposed semantic communication system offers superior
performance over traditional source-channel coding methods
at various SNR levels.

C. Ablation Study

We conduct an ablation study on the proposed network to
evaluate the impact of the key area and global information
networks on the object detection results, where two networks
are separated and work independently. The network separation
is simulated by setting the output of the inactive network to
zero. For instance, when the global information network is set
to work, the output of the key area information network is zero,
and vice versa. Besides, the key area and global information
are compressed to the same amount to ensure fairness in the
experiment. The simulation results of the ablation study are
shown in Table III.

The table indicates that both key area and global informa-
tion networks play a significant role in improving detection
performance. Removing any processing network will result
in a substantial loss in overall network performance. The
results of the ablation experiment verify the rationality of
our network design. The global information network provides
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Fig. 11. The 3D AP results versus SNR on the AWGN channel for (a) easy, (b) moderate and (c) hard regimes.

Fig. 12. The 3D AP results versus SNR on the Rayleigh fading channel for (a) easy, (b) moderate and (c) hard regimes.

Fig. 13. Performance comparison between the proposed semantic communication system and other source-channel coding methods on the AWGN channel
for (a) easy, (b) moderate, and (c) hard regimes.

TABLE III
THE DETECTION RESULTS FOR THE ABLATION STUDY

2D object detection 3D object detection
AP on left images ↑ AP on right images ↑ AP on bird’s-eye view ↑ AP for 3D detection ↑Method

Easy Mode Hard Easy Mode Hard Easy Mode Hard Easy Mode Hard
Network A+B 99.67 81.88 72.66 99.13 80.85 71.71 65.25 42.79 35.87 60.95 40.24 33.33

Network A1 83.61 67.45 51.96 81.36 65.06 50.17 38.57 25.27 24.35 27.63 20.72 16.46

Network B2 90.68 81.06 63.27 89.25 78.40 61.21 63.77 40.92 33.73 55.07 34.29 27.84

1 Network A denotes the key area information network.
2 Network B denotes the global information network.
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left-right photometric alignment to support depth inference,
while the key area information network captures object feature
details essential for 2D detection, all required for the 3D object
detection task.

Additionally, we perform two ablation studies to assess
the effectiveness of the proposed training strategy4. The first
study introduces four comparative strategies to evaluate the
advantages of the step-by-step training approach. The first
comparison strategy combines training steps 2 and 3 of the
proposed method. After training the global information net-
work (with its parameters frozen), the key area information
network and the fusion network are jointly trained using
the hybrid masked Charbonnier loss. In the second strategy,
training step 3 is omitted, and joint training is performed after
independently training both the global information and key
area information networks, utilizing both the hybrid masked
Charbonnier loss and the Charbonnier loss. The third strategy
jointly trains of all networks following the training of the
global information network with two loss functions. Finally,
in the fourth strategy, the entire network is trained from the
beginning. The 3D detection performance for each strategy is
presented in Table IV.

TABLE IV
THE 3D DETECTION RESULTS FOR THE ABLATION STUDY 1 OF THE

TRAINING STRATEGY

Network
3D object detection

AP for bird’s-eye view ↑ AP for 3D detection ↑
Easy Mode Hard Easy Mode Hard

Proposed strategy 71.06 46.72 39.28 64.60 44.38 37.12
Comparison strategy1 70.66 46.61 39.10 63.80 43.96 36.23

Comparison strategy2 70.98 46.66 39.17 64.47 44.16 37.01

Comparison strategy3 70.59 46.60 39.04 63.78 43.99 36.15

Comparison strategy4 67.88 44.02 36.89 61.92 42.97 35.05

The table shows that the performance of the proposed
strategy is slightly better than the first to third comparison
strategies and significantly better than the fourth comparison
strategy, which adopts whole-network training. Additionally,
since the proposed method employs a module-by-module
training strategy, it can reduce the training time for each
epoch. Table V presents the number of training epochs and
the average training time for each step using an Intel Core i5-
12400F CPU @ 2.50 GHz and an NVIDIA GeForce GTX
3060. The results demonstrate that the proposed strategy
provides the best overall performance with the shortest training
time.

We also conduct a second study to assess the necessity of
the two loss functions. Two comparison strategies are designed
following the same five-step training structure as the proposed
approach. The Charbonnier loss is applied to all steps in the
first comparison strategy, while the second strategy utilizes the
hybrid masked Charbonnier loss throughout. The simulation
results in Table VI show that the performance of the proposed

4Since training step 5 follows a standard method for training channel
codecs, our ablation studies focus on the training strategy for semantic codecs,
i.e., training steps 1 to 4.

TABLE V
THE TRAINING TIME FOR THE ABLATION STUDY 1 OF THE TRAINING

STRATEGY

Strategy Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Step 4

Proposed strategy
12 ep 10 ep 6 ep 10 ep

61 min/ep 12 min/ep 32 min/ep 78 min/ep

Compression strategy1
12 ep 16ep 10 ep -

61 min/ep 39 min/ep 78 min/ep -

Compression strategy2
12 ep 10 ep 16ep -

61 min/ep 12 min/ep 78 min/ep -

Compression strategy3
12 ep 26 ep - -

61 min/ep 78 min/ep - -

Compression strategy4
38 ep - - -

78 min/ep - - -

1 “ep” denotes the epoch.

method is better than the performance of two comparison
strategies, which use either loss function individually.

TABLE VI
THE 3D DETECTION RESULTS FOR THE ABLATION STUDY 2 OF THE

TRAINING STRATEGY

Network
3D object detection

AP for bird’s-eye view ↑ AP for 3D detection ↑
Easy Mode Hard Easy Mode Hard

Proposed strategy 71.06 46.72 39.28 64.60 44.38 37.12
Comparison strategy1 68.91 44.65 37.81 62.91 43.67 36.05

Comparison strategy2 67.96 44.11 37.05 62.03 43.11 35.37

D. Complexity Analysis

Table VII shows the floating-point operations (FLOPs) and
parameter counts of neural networks at both the transmitter
and receiver. Compared with performing 3D detection at the
transmitter, i.e., directly deploying stereo RCNN at the trans-
mitter, or deploying complex feature extraction and optical
flow alignment operations at the transmitter, i.e., adding a
network close to the scale of “Net B” at the transmitter, the
proposed transmitter has lower time and space complexity
and is more lightweight, and hardware-friendly. Meanwhile,
the previous results show that the proposed semantic com-
munication system can ensure detection accuracy with low
communication overhead.

The proposed method achieves a trade-off between com-
munication and computation for specific scenarios. Compared
with the traditional methods, the semantic-level signal pro-
cessing in the proposed framework increases the transceiver’s
computational complexity and computational latency. How-
ever, the system also effectively compresses transmitted data
and reduces communication latency. This trade-off strategy is
particularly suitable for scenarios with limited bandwidth but
abundant computing resources at the receiver, such as cloud-
car cooperative autonomous driving and cloud-road coopera-
tive monitoring systems.
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TABLE VII
THE COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSED NETWORK

Network Total FLOPs (G) Total Parameters (K)

Transmitter (Net A)1 0.9 2.2

Transmitter (Net B)2 176.1 686.5

Transmitter (Total) 177 688.7
Receiver (Net A)1 0.5 1.6

Receiver (Net B)2 241 6895.6

Receiver (Net F)3 178.9 113.1

Receiver (Total) 420.4 7010.3
stereo RCNN 4 448 108432.4

1 Net A is the key area information network.
2 Net B is the global information network.
3 Net F is the fusion network.
4 Stereo RCNN is the 3D object detection network.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a framework for semantic commu-
nication for the stereo-vision 3D object detection task that
improves 3D detection accuracy under limited communication
bandwidth by mainly transmitting the semantic information
related to 3D detection. Through the DNN-driven semantic
extraction and compression modules, the proposed transmitter
can extract two types of semantic information related to 3D
detection and compress the semantics at different compression
rates to reduce the transmission data. Correspondingly, the
receiver also focuses on recovering these two types of semantic
information based on the semantic characteristic to reduce the
loss of semantic information and maintain the performance
of 3D detection tasks. Besides, a CNN-based channel codec
is designed to overcome the channel impact of the wireless
channel. The simulation results show that the proposed method
is more effective in achieving accurate 3D detection but with
less data transmission than traditional transmission schemes at
various SNRs, especially for the low SNR regime.

APPENDIX A
THE PARAMETERS OF THE PROPOSED NETWORK

This section provides an example of network parameters
(Table VIII-X) with a 30× compression rate. The compression
rate can be adjusted by modifying the parameters of the sub-
pixel CNN in the model.

APPENDIX B
THE SETTINGS OF THE PROPOSED TRAINING STRATEGY

The detailed parameter settings of the proposed training
strategy are shown in Table XI, where ”Network A” represents
the key area information network and ”Network B” represents
the global information network. The optimization algorithm of
all steps adopts the Adam algorithm.
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