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FedSem: A Resource Allocation Scheme for
Federated Learning Assisted Semantic

Communication
Xinyu Zhou, Yang Li, Jun Zhao

Abstract—Semantic communication (SemCom), regarded as
the evolution of the traditional Shannon’s communication model,
stresses the transmission of semantic information instead of the
data itself. Federated learning (FL), owing to its distributed
learning and privacy-preserving properties, has received at-
tention from both academia and industry. In this paper, we
introduce a system that integrates FL and SemCom, which is
called FedSem. We have also proposed an optimization problem
related to resource allocation for this system. The objective of
this problem is to minimize the energy consumption and delay
of FL, as well as the transmission energy of SemCom, while
maximizing the accuracy of the model trained through FL.
The channel access scheme is Orthogonal Frequency-Division
Multiple Access (OFDMA). The optimization variables include
the binary (0-1) subcarrier allocation indicator, the transmission
power of each device on specific subcarriers, the computational
frequency of each participating device, and the compression
rate for SemCom. To tackle this complex problem, we propose
a resource allocation algorithm that decomposes the original
problem into more tractable subproblems. By employing convex
optimization techniques, we transform the non-convex problem
into convex forms, ensuring tractability and solution effectiveness.
Our approach includes a detailed analysis of time complexity and
convergence, proving the practicality of the algorithm. Numerical
experiments validate the effectiveness of our approach, showing
superior performance of our algorithm in various scenarios
compared to baseline methods. Hence, our solution is useful for
enhancing the operational efficiency of FedSem systems, offering
significant potential for real-world applications.

Index Terms—Resource allocation, federated learning, wireless
communication, semantic communication, OFDMA, non-convex
optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background and Motivation

In this age where mobile devices and communication sce-
narios are exploding, communication technology constantly
evolves. The advent of the fifth generation (5G) has put more
emphasis on low latency and high transmission rates. However,
with the emergence of augmented reality (AR), virtual reality
(VR), and the notion of Metaverse, the existing communica-
tion technologies are far from meeting the requirements of
these scenarios. Hence, many scholars have looked beyond
the traditional Shannon’s communication model to investigate
other possible communication architectures, such as semantic
communication (SemCom) [1].
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SemCom has been deemed a revolutionary development of
the traditional communication model. Traditional communi-
cation focuses on the technical aspects of data transmission,
particularly maximizing reliable data transfer over a given
channel. In contrast, SemCom provides a different perspective
emphasizing the transmission of meaning and context. This
approach considers not just the efficient transmission of data
but also how the information is interpreted and understood by
the receiver. Usually, in SemCom, there will be a semantic
encoder that encodes the transmitted information to extract
the semantic features of the original input data. Then, a
channel encoder will be used to compress the information for
robustness against noise in the physical channel. Then, the
compressed information will be delivered through the physical
channel. A channel decoder on the receiver will first extract the
semantic features, and a semantic decoder will recover the data
as accurately as possible [2]. This approach is increasingly
promising as communication systems become more intelligent
and able to understand and interpret human language and
intentions.

However, growing concerns about privacy and data security
(e.g., the EU’s General Data Protection Regulation) make
training a SemCom model with collected user data more
challenging than ever. Hence, we consider incorporating feder-
ated learning (FL) into the SemCom system because it offers
a distributed approach to training SemCom models without
the need for data sharing. FL, proposed by Google [3], is
a distributed machine learning paradigm where models are
trained collaboratively across multiple devices without sharing
raw data.

Specifically, the integration of FL and SemCom in this paper
provides several key benefits:

• Privacy Protection: Traditional SemCom training relies
on centralized data aggregation, increasing the risk of data
breaches and compliance issues. FL could mitigate the
above issues by enabling on-device training and provide
privacy-preserving training while aligning with GDPR
and other regulations.

• Improved Generalization: Training a SemCom model
on a centralized data source may limit its ability to
generalize across different data distributions. In this case,
FL allows to leverage of decentralized user data, which
could enhance the global model’s adaptability across
different users and applications.

• Scalability & Efficiency As SemCom applications scale,
centralized training may become inefficient. In this case,
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FL distributes training across devices, reducing server
load and making large-scale deployment more feasible
and resource-efficient, especially in wireless networks and
edge computing scenarios.

FL optimizes network resources and enables scalable model
training, making it ideal for large and diverse communica-
tion environments. Also, considering that data is dynamic
and constantly changing rather than static, it is necessary
to regularly update the model. FL enhances convenience in
this process. Thus, the integration of FL and SemCom can
help the model update more efficiently. FL process can utilize
the local computation resources for training and updating the
model. Thus, the combination of FL and SemCom does bring
several benefits. Nevertheless, as the number of mobile devices
is growing in contemporary society, the generated data is
proliferating, which results in challenges related to bandwidth,
latency, energy consumption, etc. This paper mainly focuses
on the challenges regarding wireless communications.

B. Challenges
In this subsection, the detailed challenges related to wireless

communications are discussed.
First, the energy consumption is a significant concern. Mo-

bile devices such as smartphones and wearable devices have
limited battery life. FL needs to perform local computations
for model training and transmit updates, and SemCom requires
suitable models to understand and transmit meaningful in-
formation, which all demand substantial energy consumption.
The combination will potentially escalate the energy. Second,
time efficiency is another concern. For FL, the latency in
training and updating models can be significant, especially if
the devices have various computational capabilities. SemCom
also needs time to encode and decode semantic information,
which may be substantial.

Third, since optimizing energy and time consumption im-
pacts SemCom model training, balancing model accuracy with
energy and time consumption presents a challenge. In the
context of SemCom, model accuracy depends on selecting
an appropriate compression rate for semantic information
transmission. The compression rate in this paper refers to the
ratio of transmitted information to the original information. A
lower compression rate reduces energy and transmission time
but may degrade the accuracy of the transmitted information.
Similarly, a higher compression rate preserves accuracy but
increases energy consumption and latency. Additionally, in
FL, local training consumes computation resources, while
communication overhead adds further constraints. The inter-
play between these factors introduces a complex optimization
problem, as an aggressive reduction in energy or time may
affect overall system performance. Addressing this challenge
requires an effective resource allocation strategy that dynam-
ically adjusts computational and communication resources to
achieve an optimal trade-off among accuracy, energy and
latency. Besides, we call the system that combines FL and
SemCom, FedSem. The channel access scheme we use is
orthogonal frequency-division multiple access (OFDMA).

The optimization problem is to minimize the total energy
and time consumption and maximize the model accuracy

of the whole FedSem system. Moreover, the optimization
variables include the transmission power, allocated subcarriers
and compression rate of each device. The compression rate
will affect the accuracy of the SemCom model. Intuitively, a
lower compression rate reduces the amount of transmitted data,
lowering energy consumption and latency, but it also leads to
information loss, which affects the accuracy of SemCom. In
contrast, a higher compression rate preserves more semantic
information but requires greater transmission power, increas-
ing energy consumption and delay. To effectively balance
these trade-offs, resource allocation must jointly optimize key
variables such as compression rate, transmission power, the
binary (0-1) subcarrier allocation indicator, and computational
frequency. Therefore, we propose a resource allocation prob-
lem that dynamically adjusts these parameters to achieve an
optimal balance between model accuracy, energy efficiency,
and latency. Additionally, we have incorporated constraints to
ensure that the optimization variables are in a feasible range.

Note that the scenario we discuss in this paper is mainly
about mobile devices. Typically, mobile devices are not plen-
tiful in computing and communication resources. Therefore, if
the computation energy consumption of mobile devices needs
to be minimized, when the joint optimization of communi-
cation energy or latency is not considered, the optimization
problem is merely about how to allocate the CPU frequency,
which must be the smaller, the better. However, for the
operation of the system, this simple and rough allocation is
unreasonable. Thus, we need to consider joint optimization
to optimize latency, energy and accuracy together to ensure
that the system’s resource allocation is more holistic and
reasonable.

C. Contributions

The contributions of this paper are as follows:

• We are the first to propose an optimization problem for
the FedSem system. We not only optimize the total energy
and time consumption of the FL training process, but
also optimize the transmission energy and the accuracy
of SemCom.

• We devise a resource allocation algorithm that decom-
poses the original problem into two subproblems. For
the non-convex problems, we transform them into convex
forms by using convex techniques, ensuring tractabil-
ity and solution effectiveness. Our approach includes a
detailed analysis of time complexity and convergence,
proving the practicality of the algorithm.

• Numerical experiments reveal superior performance of
our algorithm in various conditions compared to baseline
methods. The results validate the effectiveness of our so-
lution in enhancing the operational efficiency of FedSem
systems.

D. Organization

In Section II, we discuss the literature review. In Section
III, we illustrate the system model and some related variables
and equations. Section IV introduces the joint optimization
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problem we formulate, and the corresponding solution is also
provided. Time complexity and convergence are also dis-
cussed. Then, Section V shows the numerical results. Finally,
Section VI summarizes the whole paper.

II. LITERATURE REVIEW

In this section, we discuss the related work in terms of two
aspects: SemCom and FL. We also compare our work with
other related work.

A. Related Work on Semantic Communication

Recently, SemCom has attracted more attention due to
the quest for higher communication efficiency in the next
generation of communication technologies [4], [5]. A number
of works investigated the applications of SemCom on text [6]–
[8], images [9], [10], speech [11] and videos [12]. Specifi-
cally, [6] presented DeepSC, a SemCom system using deep
learning to optimize text transmission at the semantic level,
focusing on sentence meaning rather than traditional error
correction. It also utilized the Transformer model [13], transfer
learning [14] for adaptability, and introduced a ’sentence
similarity’ metric for performance evaluation. [7] developed
an Extended Context-based SemCom (ECSC) system that
improves text transmission by utilizing context information
within and between sentences for better accuracy, employing
attention mechanisms and Transformer-XL at the encoder and
decoder, respectively. R-DeepSC, proposed by [8], introduced
a robust deep learning-based system, which employed a cal-
ibrated self-attention mechanism and adversarial training to
mitigate semantic noise, demonstrating superior performance
over traditional models that only address physical noise.

SemCom can also extract information from multimedia data
that is more complex than text. For image transmission, [9]
introduced a deep learning-based joint source and channel cod-
ing (JSCC) technique that bypassed traditional compression
and error correction codes, instead directly mapping pixels
to channel symbols using two convolutional neural networks
(CNNs) as encoder and decoder. [10] used a deep neural
network (DNN) for image compression and coding, while
the analog scheme used joint source and channel coding
(JSCC) for direct feature mapping to offer better accuracy
and efficiency under variable channel conditions. [11] pre-
sented DeepSC-S, a deep learning-enabled SemCom system
for speech signals, utilizing a squeeze-and-excitation (SE)
network and an attention mechanism. DeepSC-S was designed
to handle varying channel conditions without retraining. [12]
discussed a semantic video conferencing (SVC) system that
sent key frames of videos, focusing on motions due to static
backgrounds and infrequent speaker changes. It introduced an
enhanced error management system, SVC-HARQ, with a new
semantic error detector and an SVC-CSI for channel feedback,
improving transmission efficiency and performance.

Resource Allocation in SemCom. There are also studies
about resource allocation for SemCom [15]–[17]. [15] pro-
posed an alternating method to calculate semantic information
extraction ratio and computation frequency for minimizing

transmission and computation energy. [16] optimized the over-
all latency for a downlink SemCom system while guaranteeing
the physical-layer security. [17] introduced a resource alloca-
tion scheme to improve the task transmission probability while
promising latency.

B. Related Work on Federated Learning

Due to limited communication and computation resources of
local devices, FL usually takes longer to reach global conver-
gence, affecting energy consumption and model performance.

Resource Allocation in FL. Related studies [18]–[25]
have paid great attention to the resource allocation within
the FL system. Specifically, [18] proposed an alternating
optimization-based resource allocation method to jointly op-
timize the energy and time consumption of an FL system,
considering the transmission power, computational capabil-
ity and bandwidth of local devices. A novel FL algorithm
designed to manage heterogeneous data across diverse user
equipment, FEDL, is formulated by [19]. It optimizes the
trade-off between data privacy and model performance. Fur-
thermore, [20] analyzed the relationship between object detec-
tion accuracy and image resolution, introducing an algorithm
that optimizes energy and time without losing the performance
of the global FL model. Some papers also focused on the
user (i.e., device/edge) association to reduce consumption in
FL. [21] introduced the HFEL framework, which combines
edge association and resource scheduling to improve cost
savings and training performance. Similarly, a joint device
scheduling and resource allocation method is presented by
[22], running parallel stochastic gradient descent on a subset of
the user equipment to optimize the model performance within
a limited time budget. Besides, some works also considered
the impact of user data distribution on resource allocation in
FL, such as [23]. Moreover, [24] formulated a joint learning
and communication framework, optimizing user selection and
uplink resource allocation to improve FL accuracy under
bandwidth limitations. [25] addressed energy-efficient FL by
jointly optimizing computation and transmission resources,
achieving significant energy savings. These studies highlight
the growing focus on FL efficiency in real-world wireless
environments.

FL and SemCom. Most studies [26]–[35] related to the
combination of FL and SemCom focused on devising new
training strategies to improve the SemCom performance. To
further improve the accuracy of SemCom, [26] and [27]
proposed an FL-based audio SemCom network, where a server
and multiple devices collaboratively trained an autoencoder.
Different from [26] and [27], [28] proposed a new mechanism
called FedLol, where the better-performed local models would
be given more weights in aggregation rather than simply
averaging the parameters from all participating models. One
study [29] investigated a new FedSem framework that trained
semantic-channel encoders on local devices with the help of
a semantic-channel decoder on the base station. Moreover,
[30] designed a trustworthy FL-based SemCom framework,
which could authenticate client and server identities, through
presenting a pseudonym generation strategy. [31] proposed
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an asynchronous FL framework to recognize multiple license
plates through SemCom. Besides, an FL-assisted multi-user
deep SemCom system was proposed by [32] with dynamic
model aggregation with the consideration of time-varying
channel conditions. Apart from [32], [33] proposed a SemCom
system assisted by federated distillation for image classifica-
tion while also considering time-varying channel conditions.
[34] devised an FL-assisted vehicular SemCom system and
solved a semantic utility maximization problem by using deep
reinforcement learning. Additionally, [35] designed a robust
FL-assisted image SemCom framework that could defend
against Byzantine attacks.

C. Comparing Our Work with the Literature

The previous related work that combined FL and SemCom
[26]–[33], [35], [36], [37] mainly focused on proposing novel
FedSem models, which is not the focus of this study. These
studies primarily explored the integration of FL with SemCom
systems, focusing on various applications and optimization
strategies. For instance, Tong et al. [26] proposed an FL-
based audio semantic communication model to enhance au-
dio transmission efficiency over wireless networks. Similarly,
Nguyen et al. [28] introduced an efficient FL framework aimed
at training SemCom systems, emphasizing the reduction of
communication overhead during the training process. Wei et
al. [29] focused on federated semantic learning driven by
information bottlenecks to optimize task-oriented communi-
cations. Additionally, Li et al. [30] presented a certificateless
authentication-based trustworthy FL approach designed for 6G
SemCom systems. Xu et al. [37] focused on FL-powered
SemCom for UAV swarm cooperation, highlighting the role
of FL in enhancing collaborative capabilities among UAVs.
While these studies contribute significantly to the development
of FedSem systems, they usually overlook the critical aspect
of resource allocation within these systems. Our research
addresses this gap by developing a novel resource alloca-
tion algorithm specifically designed for FL-enabled SemCom
systems. This approach not only improves communication
efficiency but also ensures optimal utilization of network
resources, thereby improving overall system performance. By
focusing on the intersection of resource allocation and the
FedSem system, our work introduces a unique perspective that
complements and extends the existing literature.

Only [34] considered resource allocation in FL-empowered
vehicular SemCom by focusing on semantic utility maximiza-
tion. However, their approach did not account for essential
factors such as energy consumption and model accuracy. In
contrast, our research presents an optimization strategy for
FL-assisted SemCom systems, aiming to concurrently mini-
mize energy consumption and latency while improving model
accuracy. This holistic approach ensures a more efficient and
effective deployment of the FedSem system.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

In this paper, we consider an FL-based SemCom system for
image transmission. The channel access scheme is OFDMA.
As shown in Fig. 1, there are two stages: (1) Stage 1: The

FL process. (2) Stage 2: The SemCom process. Next, we will
introduce the two stages in detail.

A. Stage 1: The Federated Learning Process

In the FL process, multiple devices work collaboratively to
train a global model, and the model adopts an autoencoder
architecture (i.e., the encoder followed by the decoder). The
encoder is parameterized by a convolutional neural network
(CNN), and the same architecture is mirrored for the decoder.
Between the encoder and the decoder, we add additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) to make the model more robust to
the practical scenario. The loss function utilized on each local
device (i.e., the metric used for assessing the autoencoder) is
the mean squared error (MSE). The FL process is to minimize
the MSE of the reconstructed images of the global model.
Note that the performance of SemCom varies among different
fading channels. However, we assume t ∈ {1, . . . , T} repre-
sents the current timeslot. During the timeslot t, the channel
is considered to exhibit block fading, meaning the channel
state remains constant. The channel state varies across different
timeslots. In this paper, we consider one timeslot t instead
of multiple timeslots, since we aim to establish a baseline
performance to find out the relationship between the baseline
SemCom performance and the compression rate ρ. Focusing
on this baseline scenario allows us to better understand how
compression influences semantic accuracy and transmission
efficiency before introducing additional complexities, such
as dynamic fading effects, into the optimization framework.
Then, we can optimize the resource allocation of the system.
In our paper, we assume that the FL has entered a post-training
stage. The trained model needs to be regularly updated for
fine-tuning.

Assume there are N mobile devices, one base station and
K subcarriers. We denote N := {1, . . . , N} as the set of N
devices and K := {1, . . . ,K} as the set of K subcarriers.
The total bandwidth is B. Besides, assume that one subcarrier
is allocated to one user at most to prevent interference. We
define the transmission power of the n-th MAR device on the
k-th subcarrier as pn,k and the channel gain as gn,k. Hence,
the transmission rate of the n-th MAR device on the k-th
subcarrier is

rn,k(pn,k) = B̄ log2(1 +
pn,kgn,k
N0B̄

), (1)

where B̄ = B
K , and N0 is the noise spectral density. Moreover,

the total transmission rate of the n-th device will be

rn =
∑
k∈K

xn,k · rn,k(pn,k), (2)

where K = {1, 2, · · · ,K}, and xn,k ∈ {0, 1} is the indicator
that whether the k-th subcarrier is allocated to the n-th device.
Also, the total transmission power of the n-th device is

pn =
∑
k∈K

pn,k. (3)

The Energy and Time Consumption: During this FL training
process, the total energy consumption consists of the transmis-
sion energy and local computation energy.
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Fig. 1: The overall system model and the optimization problem formulated in this paper.

For each device n, the transmission time (i.e., delay) is

τn =
Dn

rn
, (4)

where Dn is the size of the model parameters uploaded by
device n. Therefore, the transmission energy becomes

Et
n = pn · τn. (5)

The local computation time refers to the time used for
training the encoder, and it is

tcn = η
cndn
fn

, (6)

where η refers to the number of local iterations, cn means
the CPU cycles per sample, dn is the number of samples on
device n, and fn is the CPU frequency of device n. Then, the
local computation energy is

Ec
n = ξηcndnf

2
n, (7)

where ξ is the effective switched capacitance.
Note that we only consider the uplink process of FL in this

paper. Therefore, the overall time consumption in FL becomes:

TFL = max
n∈N
{τn + tcn}, (8)

where N = {1, 2, · · · , N}.

B. Stage 2: The Semantic Communication Process

After the FL process, the second stage is for the devices
to utilize the trained encoders and decoders for SemCom.
Note that the utilized SemCom scheme follows the JSCC
proposed by [9]. The target task of the SemCom stage in this
paper is to transmit an image from a sender to a receiver

through SemCom, and the receiver recovers the image the
same as the original image as possible. Also, the receiver
has an additional task—object detection. The reason that we
adopt object detection is to further validate our FedSem system
in a more practical way. In the context of SemCom, the
process of transmitting an image involves two fundamental
stages: encoding and decoding. The semantic encoder first
extracts the essential semantic features of the original im-
age, and the channel encoder will compress the information.
Subsequently, the compressed representation is sent through
a communication channel to another device. Upon reception,
the channel decoder first extracts the semantic features. The
semantic decoder reconstructs the image from the semantic
information and attempts to restore it to its original state.

However, there are several factors that can contribute to
a reduction in image clarity and, consequently, a decline in
object detection accuracy. They include the noise from the
communication channel and inherent information loss associ-
ated with the compression step (i.e., the encoder compresses
the original image). The noise could corrupt the transmitted
data, and the compression step leads to a loss of some
image details, further diminishing the clarity and fidelity of
the reconstructed image. As a result, the final clarity of the
reconstructed image might be lower than that of the original
one, which influences the object detection accuracy. In this
paper, we focus on the impact brought by the compression
step on object detection accuracy.

1) The Accuracy Function: We define the compression rate
as ρ. The accuracy function is defined as An(·) with ρ as the
variable for each device. Note that we have assumed the FL
has entered a post-training stage. The term An(ρ) reflects the
empirically observed performance of the well-trained model
under varying compression rates ρ. Then, the trained SemCom
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Fig. 2: The accuracy versus ρ.

models achieve a stable performance that can be approximated
as a function of the compression rate ρ. In this paper, we utilize
object detection accuracy as an auxiliary metric to assess the
performance of SemCom. To find the relationship between the
model accuracy and ρ, we run the YOLOv3 [38] algorithm
by using the COCO dataset [39] under different ρ. Note that
for the sake of clarity and reader comprehension, the model
‘accuracy’ we refer to is mAP (mean average precision), which
is a common metric used in the computer vision research
community for assessing the performance of object detection
models.

As shown in Fig. 2, the curve is increasing and con-
cave. Hence, we suppose that the accuracy function is non-
decreasing and concave. Also, we provide this assumption:

Assumption 1. The accuracy function An(ρ) is non-linear,
increasing and concave, ∀ n ∈ N , ρ ∈ [0, 1].

2) The Energy and Time Consumption: For Stage 2, we
exclusively take into account the transmission energy and
latency. As previously mentioned, during Stage 2, we only
assess the impact of compression rate, ρ, whereas changes
in ρ have a relatively minor effect on computation. Hence,
we solely consider the impact of ρ on the communication
overhead for SemCom, as our primary focus is to optimize
the effect that training a SemCom model via FL will have on
subsequent semantic communications. The primary influence
of ρ pertains more to the size of the transmitted compressed
information. Thus, our analysis is primarily centered on its
effect on transmission energy and time consumption.

We assume that there are L rounds of semantic communica-
tions for each device n. Hence, at the l-th round, the SemCom
transmission time of the device n is given as

T sc
n,l =

ρCn,l
rn

, ∀l ∈ {1, . . . , L}, (9)

where Cn,l is the size of semantic compressed information
of each device n at the l-th round. Then, the total SemCom
transmission time for L communication rounds will be

T sc
n =

L∑
l=1

T sc
n,l =

ρCn
rn

, (10)

where Cn =
∑L

l=1 Cn,l.
Besides, the SemCom transmission energy of the device n

at the l-th round is

Esc
n,l = pn ·

ρCn,l
rn

, ∀l ∈ {1, . . . , L}. (11)

The total SemCom transmission energy becomes

Esc
n =

L∑
l=1

Esc
n,l = pn ·

ρCn
rn

. (12)

As for the size (i.e., Cn,l) of semantic compressed in-
formation of each device at the l-th round, we provide an
assumption:

Assumption 2. The size, Cn,l, of semantic compressed infor-
mation is known in advance or the estimation of Cn,l can be
useful for the system design.

The reason that we give this assumption is that Cn,l can
be calculated based on the SemCom model (e.g., the autoen-
coder), which could be utilized in our optimization problem.
Therefore, we assume that the size of semantic compressed
information will be known in advance. Or, our estimation of
Cn,l can be useful for the system design.

IV. JOINT OPTIMIZATION OF ENERGY, TIME AND
ACCURACY

In this section, we formulate an optimization problem to
optimize the weighted sum of FL energy (i.e.,

∑
n∈N Et

n +
Ec

n), SemCom transmission energy (i.e.,
∑

n∈N Esc
n ), and FL

time consumption (i.e, TFL) as well as the model accuracy
(i.e.,

∑
n∈N An(ρ)).

We present the problem as follows.
Problem P1:

min
f ,P ,X,ρ

κ1

∑
n∈N

En+κ2TFL−κ3

∑
n∈N

An(ρ), (13)

Subject to, pn,k ≤ xn,kP
max
n , ∀n ∈ N , ∀k ∈ K, (13a)

pn ≤ Pmax
n , ∀n ∈ N (13b)

fn ≤ fmax
n , ∀n ∈ N , (13c)

N∑
n=1

xn,k ≤ 1, ∀k ∈ K, (13d)

xn,k ∈ {0, 1}, ∀n ∈ N ,∀k ∈ K, (13e)
T sc
n ≤ T sc

n,max, ∀ n ∈ N , (13f)

ρ ≤ 1, (13g)

where f , P , X and ρ are optimization variables, and En =
Et

n + Ec
n + Esc

n ,∀n ∈ N . f := [f1, . . . , fN ] is a vector
containing the computational frequency of each device n.
P := [pn,k]N×K (n ∈ N , k ∈ K) is a matrix where each
entry is the transmission power of the n-th device on the k-
th subcarrier, and X := [xn,k]N×K (n ∈ N , k ∈ K) is the
indicator matrix representing whether the k-th subcarrier is
allocated to the n-th device. ρ is the compression rate of the
SemCom model. Besides, κ1, κ2, and κ3 are non-negative
weight parameters, corresponding to energy, time, and accu-
racy, respectively. The unit of the weight parameter κ1 for
the energy consumption is the inverse of Joule (i.e., J−1),
and the unit of the weight parameter κ2 for the delay is the
inverse of second (i.e., s−1). Also, κ3 of accuracy is just a
unitless value since accuracy is a proportion or percentage.
We can adjust each weight parameter to tune the focus of the
optimization problem. For instance, we could increase κ1 to
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make the optimization problem more focused on optimizing
energy. Constraints (13a) and (13b) set the range of the
transmission power pn,k and pn. Constraint (13c) limits the
range of computational frequency fn. Additionally, constraints
(13d) and (13e) ensure that at most one subcarrier is allocated
to one user and xn,k is either 0 or 1. Constraint (13f) limits
the maximum transmission time of SemCom for each device.
In addition, constraint (13g) sets the range of compression rate
in [0, 1].

Since xn,k is a binary value, the optimization problem
(13) is obviously non-convex. Problem P1 contains a term∑

n∈N Et
n, and the complete form is

∑
n∈N

(
∑

k∈K pn,k)Dn

B̄ log2(1 +
pn,kgn,k

N0B̄
)
,

where pn,k is the optimization variable. Considering the
numerator is non-negative and convex, and the denominator
is positive and concave, Et

n is pseudoconvex (referring to
Theorem 3.2.10 of [40]). However,

∑
n∈N Et

n is a sum-of-
ratios form, which is NP-complete [41], complicating the
non-convex problem. Ideally, we want to find an approach
to find a global optimum for the objective function of P1.
However, since P1 has four optimization variables, and three
of them are multi-dimensional, it is quite difficult to directly
obtain the global optimal solution in its current form. Hence,
we need to transform this problem into a solvable and simpler
form.

First, we add one auxiliary variable T to transform the max
function TFL (8) with the new constraint τn + tcn ≤ T , and
transform the original optimization problem into an epigraph
form. The epigraph form helps to transform the max function
into a linear objective T , which allows us to convert the
max function into a more tractable form. Then, the problem
becomes
Problem P2:

min
f ,P ,X,ρ,T

κ1

∑
n∈N

En+κ2T −κ3

∑
n∈N

An(ρ), (14)

Subject to, (13a)–(13g),
τn + tcn ≤ T , ∀n ∈ N . (14a)

However, the above problem P2 is still intractable due to its
complex form and non-convexity. Hence, we devise an itera-
tive optimization scheme to solve P2 by alternately optimizing
two different sets of variables. Each iteration comprises two
optimization stages below:

• Step 1: Given fixed (P ,X), optimize (f , ρ, T ).
• Step 2: Given obtained (f , g,λ), optimize (p,B).

According to the devised solution above, we are able to fur-
ther decompose problem P2 in each step based on the degree
of association among the variables. Problem decomposition is
necessary when dealing with complex optimization problems
that have multiple variables or constraints. Decomposing the
problem into smaller, more manageable sub-problems also
helps us apply specialized solutions to different parts of the
problem. Given fixed (P ,X), P2 could be reformulated into
P3(f , ρ, T ), expressed as follows:

Problem P3(f , ρ, T ):

min
f ,ρ,T

κ1

N∑
n=1

(Ec
n + Esc

n ) + κ2T − κ3

∑
n∈N

An(ρ),

(15)
Subject to, (13c), (13f), (13g), (14a),

Similarly, given obtained (f , ρ, T ), P2 could be simplified
into the following problem P4(P ,X):

Problem P4(P ,X):

min
P ,X

κ1

N∑
n=1

Et
n + Esc

n , (16)

Subject to, (13a), (13b), (13d)–(13f), (14a).

Note that P3(f , ρ, T ) is easy to solve due to its convexity,
whereas P4(P ,X) is not. Therefore, we will focus on elab-
orating how to solve P4(P ,X). However, before addressing
P4(P ,X), we will first introduce how to solve P3(f , ρ, T ).

A. The solution to P3(f , ρ, T )

For P3, through observation, we could combine constraints
(13f) and (13g) as one:

ρ ≤ ρmax,

where ρmax = min
(
1,

T sc
n,maxrn

Cn
|n∈N

)
.

The subproblem P3(f , ρ, T ) is convex, and thus it is easy to
solve. We can apply Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions
to it. First, we write the Lagrange function:

L1(f , T , ρ,µ,υ) = κ1

N∑
n=1

(ξηcndnf
2
n + pn

ρCn
rn

)

+ κ2T − κ3

N∑
n=1

An(ρ) +

N∑
n=1

µn · (τn + η
cndn
fn
− T )

+

N∑
n=1

δn · (fn − fmax
n ), (17)

where µ := [µ1, . . . , µN ] and δ := [δ1, . . . , δN ] are
non-negative Lagrange multipliers. After applying KKT con-
ditions, we get

Stationarity:
∂L1

∂fn
= 2κ1ξηcndnfn −

µnηcndn
f2
n

+ δn = 0, (18)

∂L1

∂T
= κ2 −

N∑
n=1

µn = 0, (19)

∂L1

∂ρ
=

N∑
n=1

(
κ1pnCn

rn
− κ3

∂An(ρ)

∂ρ
) = 0, (20)

Complementary slackness:

µn · (τn + η
cndn
fn
− T ) = 0, (21)

δn · (fn − fmax
n ) = 0, (22)

Primal feasibility:

(13c), (13f), (13g), (14a),
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Dual feasibility:
µn, δn ≥ 0,∀ n ∈ N . (23)

Additionally, from (20), we could use the bisection method
to find the optimal ρ given ∂An(ρ)

∂ρ is an increasing func-
tion. Based on (20), we define a new function ∆(ρ) =∑N

n=1(
κ1pnCn

rn
− κ3

∂An(ρ)
∂ρ ). Then, the optimal

ρ∗ = min
(
ρ#, ρmax

)
, (24)

where ρ# satisfies ∆(ρ#) = 0. Until now, we have derived
the optimal ρ∗.

From (18), we could conclude that µn > 0 must hold;
otherwise, (18) is not valid.

Therefore, there will be two cases for Lagrange multipliers
µn and δn: 1) µn > 0, δn = 0; 2) µn > 0, δn > 0.

Case 1 [µn > 0, δn = 0]: With the conditions (18) and
(19), it could be derived that

fn = 3

√
µn

2κ1ξ
,

N∑
n=1

µn = κ2. (25)

From (25), we find the relationship between the computation
frequency fn and the Lagrange multiplier µn. Thus, it could
be derived from (21) that

fn =
ηcndn
T − τn

. (26)

We need to make sure that this result satisfies the primary
feasibility. Hence, if (13c) holds, this case is valid. Otherwise,
δn = 0 is not valid, and δn > 0. Then, we could jump to Case
2.

Case 2 [µn > 0, δn > 0]: Since δn > 0, it is derived from
(22) that fn = fmax

n .
From the above two cases, we could summarize that the

optimal f∗ is

f∗
n = min

( ηcndn
T − τn

, fmax
n

)
, n ∈ N . (27)

Up to this step, we still have T left to derive. Given fn =
3

√
µn

2κ1ξ
and

∑N
n=1 µn = κ2 in (25), we could use the bisection

method to calculate the value of T by
N∑

n=1

[
2κ1ξ

(
min

(ηcndn
T − τ n

, fmax
n

))3]
= κ2. (28)

To compute T from (28) by using the bisection method,
we first define a function F (T ) by moving everything to one
side:

F (T ) =
N∑

n=1

[
2κ1 ξ

(
min

( η cn dn
T − τn

, fmax
n

))3] − κ2.

We then find T such that F (T ) = 0. Because each term is
continuous for T > max(τn) (the only complication is the
piecewise nature of the min function, but it does not introduce
jumps), we can apply the bisection method. Specifically, we
choose two points a and b such that F (a) and F (b) have
opposite signs; this ensures that a root lies between them. We
repeatedly halve the interval [a, b] by checking the sign of F
at the midpoint and then narrowing down the sub-interval that
still contains the root. This process converges once the interval
is sufficiently small, and the midpoint of the final interval is
taken as the solution for T .

Therefore, we provide the following theorem to solve P3.

Theorem 1. The optimal solution (f∗, ρ∗ and T ∗) of P3 could
be derived from

f∗
n = min

( ηcndn
T # − τn

, fmax
n

)
, n ∈ N , (29)

ρ∗ = (24),

T ∗ = max
(
τn +

ηcndn
f∗
n

|n∈N

)
, (30)

where T # satisfies (28).

B. The solution to P4(P ,X)

Now, we have yet to resolve problem P4(P ,X), which is
described as follows:

min
P ,X

κ1

∑
n∈N

(
∑

k∈K pn,k) · (Dn + ρCn)
rn

, (31)

Subject to, (13a), (13b), (13d)–(13f), (14a).

Since xn,k is a binary variable, P4(P ,X) is complex and
difficult to solve. Intuitively, we relax xn,k into a continuous
variable in the [0, 1] interval. This relaxation converts the
problem from a mixed-integer programming problem to a
continuous optimization problem, which is generally more
tractable. However, relaxing xn,k to the continuous domain
might weaken the original constraint (13a) (i.e., pn,k ≤
xn,kP

max
n ), making the solution less precise or meaningful.

To address this, a transformation is introduced to tighten the
constraint and ensure it better approximates the original binary
formulation. We then adopt the method from [42] to replace
(13a) by

pn,k ≤ (xn,k)
qPmax

n , ∀n ∈ N , ∀k ∈ K,

where q ≥ 1 and q ∈ N+. Note that if xn,k ∈ {0, 1}, xn,k =
(xn,k)

q; if xn,k is a continuous variable in the interval [0, 1],
xn,k ≥ (xn,k)

q . Thus, constraint (13a) becomes tighter if it is
replaced by the above constraint.

Additionally, to ensure that xn,k ultimately takes on a value
of either 0 or 1, a constraint

∑
n∈N

∑
k∈K xn,k(1− xn,k) ≤

0 is introduced to replace the constraint (13e) (i.e., xn,k ∈
{0, 1}). In light of 0 ≤ xn,k ≤ 1, this constraint ensures that
xn,k = 0 or 1.

In addition, the constraint (13f) can be represented as
rn ≥ ρCn

T sc
n,max

. The constraint (14a) (i.e., τn + tcn ≤ T ) in

P4(P ,X) can be written as rn ≥ Dn

T −tcn
. Hence, we can

combine the two constraints by denoting max{ ρCn

T sc
n,max

, Dn

T −tcn
}

as rmin
n . For easier comprehension and to align with the

meaning of P4(P ,X), the constraints (13f) and (14a) can be
combined and written in the following form:

rn ≥ rmin
n .
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Hence, Problem P4(P ,X) is transformed into

min
P ,X

κ1

∑
n∈N

(
∑

k∈K pn,k) · (Dn + ρCn)
rn

, (32)

Subject to, (13b), (13d),
pn,k ≤ (xn,k)

qPmax
n , ∀n ∈ N , ∀k ∈ K, (32a)∑

n∈N

∑
k∈K

xn,k · (1− xn,k) ≤ 0, (32b)

rn ≥ rmin
n , (32c)

0 ≤ xn,k ≤ 1, ∀n ∈ N , ∀k ∈ K, (32d)

Despite the transformations we have made, Problem (32)
remains challenging to solve. The difficulty of this problem
lies in the fact that the objective function is a sum-of-ratios
problem, which is NP-complete. Each term of the sum has
a concave denominator and a convex numerator. Moreover,
constraints (32a) and (32b) are non-convex, which further adds
to the complexity of the problem.

To better transform the original P4(P ,X), we first address
the non-convex constraints (32a) and (32b). In the constraint
(32a), the non-convex term (xn,k)

q can be approximated by
Taylor expansion with a simpler, differentiable function that
can be more easily optimized. Following the Taylor expansion,
we have the inequality below:

(xn,k)
q ≥ (x

(i)
n,k)

q + q · (x(i)
n,k)

q−1(xn,k − x
(i)
n,k)

Hence, we can replace the constraint (32a) by the tighter
version:

pn,k ≤ [(x
(i)
n,k)

q + q · (x(i)
n,k)

q−1(xn,k − x
(i)
n,k)]P

max
n .

For the constraint (32b), we plan to employ the Successive
Convex Approximation (SCA) method. In brief, this method
iteratively approximates the non-convex function with a con-
vex one, solving the convex function and using the solution
to update the approximation in the next iteration. Note that
the first-order Taylor series can be utilized to approximate the
constraint, which is given by∑

n∈N

∑
k∈K

xn,k(1− xn,k)

≤
∑
n∈N

∑
k∈K

(1− 2x
(i)
n,k)(xn,k − x

(i)
n,k) + x

(i)
n,k(1− x

(i)
n,k),

(33)

where i represents the i-th iteration. To simplify the notation,
we denote

J(X) :=
∑
n∈N

∑
k∈K

(2x
(i)
n,k − 1)(xn,k − x

(i)
n,k) + x

(i)
n,k(x

(i)
n,k − 1).

(34)

This approximation can be incorporated into the objective
function as a penalty term by multiplying a penalty factor
ς , and P4(P ,X) can be iteratively approximated by the

following problem

min
P ,X

κ1

∑
n∈N

(
∑

k∈K pn,k) · (Dn + ρCn)
rn

− ς · J(xn,k),

(35)
Subject to, (13b), (13d), (32c), (32d),

pn,k ≤ [(x
(i)
n,k)

q + q · (x(i)
n,k)

q−1(xn,k − x
(i)
n,k)]P

max
n . (35a)

Until now, the problem is still non-convex due to the frac-
tional summation form

∑
n∈N

(
∑

k∈K pn,k)·(Dn+ρCn)

rn
. Hence,

we first transform the fractional form into an epigraph form
by adding one auxiliary variable σ := (σ1, σ2, . . . , σN ). Let
(
∑

k∈K pn,k)·(Dn+ρCn)

rn
≤ σn, and the problem (35) equivalently

becomes

min
P ,X,σ

κ1

N∑
n=1

σn − ς · J(X), (36)

Subject to, (13b), (13d), (32c), (32d), (35a),
(
∑

k∈K pn,k) · (Dn + ρCn)
σn

− rn ≤ 0, (36a)

where σ := [σ1, . . . , σN ]. The objective function of Problem
(36) is convex now. Nevertheless, we are still one step away;
due to (

∑
k∈K pn,k)·(Dn+ρCn)

σn
, the constraint (36a) is not con-

vex, and the current problem remains non-convex. Motivated
by the method proposed by [43], we can transform

∑
k∈K pn,k

σn

in the constraint (36a) into∑
k∈K pn,k

σn
= (

∑
k∈K

pn,k)
2yn +

1

4ynσ2
n

, (37)

where yn = 1
2(

∑
k∈K pn,k)σn

and yn ∈ R+. The general idea of
this method is to fix the value of yn in each iteration, compute
the new results, and then recalculate yn to proceed to the next
round of computation. Also, it has been proven in [43] that
this alternating method can converge to a stationary point.

We can further simplify the problem by reducing one
constraint. Note that if the solution of pn,k satisfies constraint
(35a), it also satisfies (13b). The reason is as follows:∑
k∈K

pn,k ≤
∑
k∈K

[(x
(i)
n,k)

q + q · (x(i)
n,k)

q−1(xn,k − x
(i)
n,k)]P

max
n

≤
∑
k∈K

(xn,k)
qPmax

n ≤
∑
k∈K

xn,kP
max
n ≤ Pmax

n .

Hence, to simplify this problem and facilitate subsequent
solving, constraints (13b) and (35a) can be reduced to retaining
only constraint (35a).

Hence, the final form of P4(P ,X) is
Problem P5(P ,X,σ):

min
P ,X,σ

κ1

N∑
n=1

σn − ς · J(X), (38)

Subject to, (13b), (13d), (32c), (32d), (35a),(
(
∑
k∈K

pn,k)
2yn +

1

4ynσ2
n

)
· (Dn + ρCn)− rn ≤ 0. (38a)

When yn is fixed, Problem P5(P ,X,σ) is convex. To solve
this problem, we adopt KKT conditions, which are sufficient
and necessary for achieving the optimal solution.
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Then, the partial Lagrange function of Problem (38) is given
below:

L2(X,P ,σ,βk,λ, ι,ν) = κ1

∑
n∈N

σn − ς · J(X)

+
∑
k∈K

βk · (
∑
n∈N

xn,k − 1) +
∑
n∈N

λn ·
(
rmin
n − rn

)
+
∑
n∈N

∑
k∈K

ιn,k · [pn,k−
(
(x

(i)
n,k)

qq(x
(i)
n,k)

q−1(xn,k−x(i)
n,k)

)
Pmax
n ]

+
∑
n∈N

νn ·
[(

(
∑
k∈K

pn,k)
2yn +

1

4ynσ2
n

)
(Dn + ρCn)− rn

]
,

(39)

where βk := [β1, . . . , βN ], λ := [λ1, . . . , λN ],
ι := [ιn,k]N×K (n ∈ N , k ∈ K), and ν := [ν1, . . . , νN ]
are non-negative Lagrange multipliers. According to KKT
conditions, we obtain
Stationarity:

∂L2

∂xn,k
= −(λn + νn)B̄ log2(1 +

pn,kgn,k
N0B̄

)− ς · (2x(i)
n,k − 1)

+ βk − ιn,kq(x
(i)
n,k)

(q−1)Pmax
n = 0, (40)

∂L2

∂pn,k
= −(λn + νn)

xn,kgn,k
(1 +

pn,kgn,k

N0B̄
)N0 ln 2

+ ιn,k

+ 2νn(Dn + ρCn)yn(
∑
k∈K

pn,k) = 0, (41)

∂L2

∂σn
= κ1 −

(Dn + ρCn)νn
2ynσ

−3
n

= 0, (42)

Complementary slackness:

λn·
(
rmin
n − rn

)
= 0, (43)

ιn,k·[pn,k−
(
(x

(i)
n,k)

q+q(x
(i)
n,k)

(q−1)(xn,k − x
(i)
n,k)

)
Pmax
n ]=0,

(44)

βk · (
∑
n∈N

xn,k − 1) = 0, (45)

νn ·
[(
(
∑
k∈K

pn,k)
2yn+

1

4ynσ2
n

)
(Dn + ρCn)−rn

]
=0, (46)

Primal feasibility:

(13b), (13d), (32c), (32d), (35a), (38a).

Dual feasibility:

λn, ιn,k, βk, νn ≥ 0, ∀ n∈N , k∈K. (47)

Through analysis, it is easy to obtain from (40):

pn,k = p̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn), ∀ n∈N , k∈K, (48)

where

p̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn)

:= [2
−ς(2x

(i)
n,k

−1)+βk−ιn,kq(x
(i)
n,k

)q−1Pmax
n

(λn+νn)B̄ − 1]
N0B̄

gn,k
. (49)

For ease of representation, we define the above Eq. (49) as
p̂n,k, representing pn,k as a function of the four Lagrange
multipliers βk, ιn,k, λn, and νn.

Similarly, from (41), we can derive that
xn,k · (ιn,k + 2νnynDn

∑
k∈K pn,k)(1 +

pn,kgn,k

N0B̄
)N0 ln 2

λn + νn
.

(50)

Moreover, given pn,k = p̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn), we could
also represent xn,k by using the four Lagrange multipliers
βk, ιn,k, λn, and νn. Hence, given (48), (49) and (50), we
could define

xnk = x̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn), ∀ n∈N , k∈K. (51)

Additionally, from (42), it could be derived that

σn = 3

√
νnDn

2ynκ1
. (52)

Therefore, σ can be viewed as a function of the Lagrange
multiplier νn, and we thereby denote

σn = σ̂n(νn), ∀ n ∈ N . (53)

Since σn > 0, it could be concluded that the Lagrange
multiplier νn > 0 and cannot be 0. Thus, according to (46),

rn=
(
(
∑
k∈K

pn,k)
2yn+

1

4ynσ2
n

)
Dn (54)

We can only deduce that νn > 0 based on the existing
conditions, but whether the other Lagrange multipliers are 0
or not remains indeterminate at this point. Consequently, we
will proceed with a step-by-step analysis.

C. Discussion of KKT Conditions of Problem P5(P ,X,σ)

In this section, we will analyze the values of Lagrange
multipliers, β, ι, λ and ν. To better analyze the problem, we
have defined several functions in the previous section, namely
p̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn), x̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn) and σ̂n(νn), to
represent pn,k, xn,k and σn (n ∈ N ,k ∈ K), respectively.

Also, to simplify the notations, we also define

xn,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn)

= min
(
max

(
x̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn), 0

)
, 1
)

(55)

to make sure that the range of xn,k is between 0 and 1.
Moreover, for the convenience of the reader, we have

organized the constraints corresponding to each Lagrange
multiplier as follows:

Constraints
βk (13d):

∑
n∈N xn,k − 1 ≤ 0

ιn,k (13b): pn,k≤
(
(x

(i)
n,k)

q+q(x
(i)
n,k)

q−1(xn,k−x
(i)
n,k)

)
Pmax
n

λn (32c): rn ≥ rmin
n

νn (38a):
(
(
∑

k∈K pn,k)
2yn+

1
4ynσ2

n

)
(Dn + ρCn)− rn≤0

Step 1: First, we could analyze the Lagrange multiplier β.
We first calculate x̂n,k(ιn,k, λn, νn|βk = 0) by setting βk = 0.
Hence, there are two cases:

1) If
∑N

n=1 xn,k(ιn,k, λn, νn|βk = 0) ≤ 1, βk = 0 holds
true.

2) Otherwise, we cannot set βk = 0 since it will vio-
late the primal feasibility (13d). Then, βk > 0 and
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∑N
n=1 xn,k(ιn,k, λn, νn|βk > 0) = 1. Given this con-

dition, βk can be represented by other three Lagrange
multipliers as β̂k(ιn,k, λn, νn).

Given these two cases, it could be obtained that

β∗
k =


0, if

N∑
n=1

xn,k(ιn,k, λn, νn|βk = 0) ≤ 1,

β̂k(ιn,k, λn, νn), otherwise.

(56)

Step 2: Next, we analyze the Lagrange multiplier ι. Since
βk is obtained in Step 1, we will omit it in subsequent steps.
By setting ιn,k = 0, we could compute p̂n,k(λn, νn|ιn,k = 0).
Similarly, there will be two cases:

1) If p̂n,k(λn, νn|ιn,k = 0) ≤
(
(x

(i)
n,k)

q +

q(x
(i)
n,k)

q−1
(
xn,k(λn, νn|ιn,k = 0) − x

(i)
n,k

))
Pmax
n ,

ιn,k can be set to 0.
2) Otherwise, ιn,k = 0 will result in (13b) not be-

ing satisfied. Hence, ιn,k > 0, and we could
obtain pn,k(λn, νn|ιn,k > 0) =

(
(x

(i)
n,k)

q +

q(x
(i)
n,k)

q−1(xn,k(λn, νn|ιn,k > 0)−x
(i)
n,k)

)
Pmax
n . Then,

ιn,k can be represented by other two Lagrange multipliers
λn and νn, and we denote it as ι̂n,k(λn, νn).

Here, we could summarize the value of Lagrange multiplier ι
is

ι∗n,k =


0, if p̂n,k(λn, νn|ιn,k = 0) ≤

(
(x

(i)
n,k)

q+q(x
(i)
n,k)

q−1

×
(
xn,k(λn, νn|ιn,k = 0)−x(i)

n,k

))
Pmax
n ,

ι̂n,k(λn,νn), otherwise.
(57)

Step 3: Until now, we have analyzed the values of β and
ι. In this step, we analyze the value of Lagrange multiplier λ.
Note that it corresponds to the constraint (32c). Similarly, we
still set λn = 0. We then compute

r̂n(νn|λn = 0) = rn

(
pn,k(νn|λn = 0), xn,k(νn|λn = 0)

)
.

It could still be divided into two cases to discuss:
1) If r̂n(νn|λn = 0) ≥ rmin

n , λn = 0 is true.
2) If r̂n(νn|λn = 0) < rmin

n , we should set λn > 0 to
make sure r̂n(νn|λn > 0) = rmin

n at least. Thus, given
this condition, λn could be denoted by a function of νn:
λ̂n(νn).

Therefore, the value of λ is summarized as follows:

λ∗
n =

{
0, if r̂n(νn|λn = 0) ≥ rmin

n ,

λ̂n(νn), if r̂n(νn|λn = 0) < rmin
n .

(58)

Step 4: Now, we only have one Lagrange multiplier ν to
analyze. In addition, as shown in Eq. (52), νn > 0. Hence, we
have(∑

k∈K

p̂n,k(νn)
2yn+

1

4ynσ̂(νn)2n

)
(Dn + ρCn)− r̂n(νn)=0.

(59)
We could find the solution ν∗n according to the above equation.
Given the optimal ν∗n, we could use it to calculate λ∗

n (i.e.,

(58)) in Step 3. Then, substitute (ν∗n, λ
∗
n) into (57) in Step 2

to get the optimal ι∗n,k. Finally, given (ν∗n, λ
∗
n, ι

∗
n,k), we could

use (56) to calculate the optimal β∗
k .

Then, from Steps 1–4, we could compute the value
of each Lagrange multiplier. The optimal solution
(P ∗,X∗,σ∗) can be obtained by p̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn)
in (49), xn,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn) in (55) and σ̂(νn) in (53),
respectively.

Theorem 2. The optimal solution (P ∗,X∗,σ∗) of Problem
P5 can be computed by

p∗n,k = p̂n,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn)(i.e., (49))

x∗
n,k = xn,k(βk, ιn,k, λn, νn)(i.e., (55))

σ∗
n = σ̂(νn)(i.e., (53)),

where βk, ιn,k, λn and νn (n ∈ N , k ∈ K) are obtained from
Steps 1–4.

The above steps illustrate how to compute the optimal
solution (P ∗,X∗,σ∗) by analyzing the values of Lagrange
multipliers sequentially. Alg. A1 streamlines those steps. In
Alg. A1, Line 3 is the first initialization of σn. Line 4 is
just a temporary variable for calculating the objective function
(38) in Problem P5. Besides, Line 9 is to update yn for each
iteration, and yn is defined in (37).

Algorithm A1: Find the Solution Set of Problem
P5(P ,X,σ)

1 Given the initial (f , ρ,P (0),X(0)), and the penalty
factor ς .

2 Initialize the iteration number i← 0.

3 σ
(0)
n =

(
∑

k∈K p
(0)
n,k)·(Dn+ρCn)

r
(0)
n

, ∀ n ∈ N .

4 h(0) ← κ1(
∑

n∈N σ
(0)
n )− ς · J(X(0)).

5 repeat
6 i← i+ 1.
7 y

(i)
n ← 1

2(
∑

k∈K p
(i−1)
n,k )σ

(i−1)
n

, ∀ n ∈ N .

8 Find the values of Lagrange multipliers (ν,β, ι,λ)
through Steps 1–4 in Section IV-C.

9 Calculate the solution (P (i),X(i),σ(i)) according
to Theorem 2.

10 h(i) ← κ1(
∑

n∈N σ
(i)
n )− ς · J(X(i)).

11 until |hi − hi−1| ≤ ϵ1 or the maximum iteration
number Imax is reached;

D. Resource Allocation Algorithm

Next, the resource allocation algorithm is provided in
Alg. A2.

First, we will provide the feasible solution set (f , ρ,P ,X)
within the range of each optimization variable. Line 1 is to cal-
culate the objective function (14) in Problem P2. Then, given
(P ,X), we first solve subproblem P3(f , ρ, T ) by calling
Theorem 1. After finding the optimal (f , ρ) in P3(f , ρ, T ),
Alg. A1 is called to obtain the solution set (P ,X). Hence, this
is an iterative process, and the resource allocation algorithm
will stop until it converges.
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Algorithm A2: Resource Allocation Algorithm
Input: The iteration number i← 0, feasible initial

solution (f (0), ρ(0),P (0),X(0)), the weight
parameters (κ1, κ2, κ3).

1 Use the initial (f (0), ρ(0),P (0),X(0)) to calculate

s(0) ← κ1

∑
n∈N

En+κ2T −κ3

∑
n∈N

An(ρ
(i)).

2 repeat
3 i← i+ 1.

/* First, P3(f , ρ, T ) is to be solved.
Note that T is an auxiliary
variable. */

4 Given (P (i−1),X(i−1)), calculate (f (i), ρ(i)) by
using Theorem 1.
/* The calculated (f (i), ρ(i)) will be

used in solving P5(P ,X,σ). σ is
also an auxiliary variable. */

5 With (f (i), ρ(i)), obtain (P (i),X(i)) by calling
Alg. A1.

6 Use (P (i),f (i),X(i), ρ(i)) to calculate

s(i) ← κ1

∑
n∈N

En+κ2T −κ3

∑
n∈N

An(ρ
(i)).

7 until |s(i) − s(i−1)| ≤ ϵ2 or the maximum iteration
number Jmax is reached;

1) Time complexity: We will analyze the algorithm’s time
complexity based on the number of users N and the number
of subcarriers K. Also, the loop section is the main part of
Alg. A1 and A2. Therefore, we will only analyze the time
complexity of the loop section.

Since Alg. A1 will be called in Alg. A2. We first analyze the
time complexity of Alg. A1. The time complexities of lines 6–
7 are O(1) and O(N), respectively. Line 8 follows Steps 1–4
in Section IV-C. Besides, there are N -dimensional and N×K-
dimensional variables. Hence, to find the solution set in Line
8, the time complexity will be O(K +NK + 2N). The time
complexities of Lines 9–10 are O(2NK+N) and O(NK). In
addition, the maximum iteration number is Imax. In summary,
the time complexity of Alg. A1 is O((4NK+3N+K)Imax).

In Alg. A2, the time complexity of Line 3 is O(1). In Line
4, the bisection method is utilized in Theorem 1. However, the
bisection method is independent of N or K, and it is related
to the precision of the solution. The overall time complexity
of Line 4 will be O(N). Line 5 calls Alg. A1, and its time
complexity is O((4NK+3N+K)Imax) as we have analyzed
in the previous paragraph. The time complexity of Line 6 is
O(N). Since this is a loop process, and the maximum iteration
number is Jmax, the time complexity of Alg. A2 will be
O((2N + (4NK + 3N +K)Imax)Jmax).

2) Convergence analysis: In subproblem P3(f , ρ, T ), we
can find the optimal (f , ρ). In subproblem P4(P ,X), we
transform the original P4(P ,X) into Problem P5(P ,X,σ).
We can find the optimal (P ,X) of Problem P5(P ,X,σ) at
each iteration. Therefore, by iteratively solving P3(f , ρ, T )
and Problem P5(P ,X,σ), the proposed resource allocation

algorithm will ultimately converge.
3) Fairness analysis: Our optimization problem is to mini-

mize energy and FL time consumption and maximize accuracy.
The resource allocation algorithm is designed to distribute the
transmission power, bandwidth (i.e., subcarriers), computation
frequency, and compression rate for FedSem across all devices
involved in the system. The optimization framework ensures
that no device’s total FL time (comprising both computation
and transmission times) exceeds a predefined maximum limit,
TFL (or T ). By setting TFL for each device, our resource
allocation algorithm promises that the computation frequency,
transmission power, and bandwidth are allocated within this
limit, thereby preventing resource monopolization by any
single device. This constraint inherently promotes fairness
by guaranteeing that the resource allocation does not favor
any particular device disproportionately. Additionally, for the
SemCom process, we further guarantee fairness by limiting
the SemCom transmission time to T sc

n,max and standardizing
the compression rate across all devices. This univariate com-
pression rate promises that each device experiences the same
level of data compression efficiency, contributing to equitable
performance in the SemCom aspect of our system. Also,
we admit that the performance of each device’s autoencoder,
particularly in terms of accuracy and model-specific metrics, is
beyond the scope of this paper. Our primary focus is allocating
resources and guaranteeing that system-level constraints are
met.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we examine the proposed resource allocation
algorithm from the following perspectives:

1) We investigate the impact of three weight variables on
resource allocation, specifically observing how energy
consumption, time consumption, and model accuracy
fluctuate with changes in weight.

2) Additionally, the impact of the maximum transmission
power Pmax

n on the proposed resource allocation algo-
rithm is also studied.

3) Besides, we also investigate the impact of the number of
users and subcarriers.

4) The impact of different SemCom task workloads on our
proposed algorithm is also studied.

5) We examine the relationship between the weight param-
eter κ3, the compression rate ρ and the model accuracy.

6) Finally, the comparison of the resource allocation al-
gorithm with the approximate exhaustive search is dis-
cussed.

For the default parameter setting, the number of de-
vices N is 10, and the number of subcarriers K is set to
50. The devices are distributed uniformly within a circu-
lar area with a radius of 500 m. The pass loss model is
128.1+37.6 log(distance in km), and this model incorporates
a shadow fading component with a standard deviation of 8 dB.
The Gaussian noise’s power spectral density, denoted as N0, is
measured at 174 dBm/Hz. Each device is tasked with upload-
ing a data size of 2.81 × 104 bits. In addition, every device
contains 500 samples. The number of CPU cycles for each
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TABLE I: The default parameter settings.

The number of devices N 10
The number of subcarriers K 50
The pass loss model 128.1 + 37.6 log(distance in km)
Gaussian noise’s power spectral density N0 174 dBm/Hz
The number of CPU cycles for each sample cn [1, 3]× 104

The number of samples dn on each device 500
The effective switched capacitance ξ 10−28

The maximum frequency fmax
n 2 GHz

The maximum transmission power pmax
n 20 dBm

The number of local iterations η 10
The total bandwidth B 20 MHz
The maximum SemCom transmission time T sc

n,max 20 s
The size Cn,l of semantic compressed information 4.15× 106 bits
q in the inequality (35a) 2

sample, represented as cn, is randomly selected from a range
between [1, 3] × 104. The effective switched capacitance is
established at 10−28. For all devices, the maximum frequency,
fmax
n , and the maximum transmission power, pmax

n , are set to
2 GHz and 20 dBm, respectively. Furthermore, we default the
number of local iterations, η, to 10. The total bandwidth B
is 20 MHz. We also assume that L = 10, which means there
are 10 rounds of semantic communications for each device.
The maximum SemCom transmission time T sc

n,max is set to
20 s. The size Cn,l of semantic compressed information is
4.15× 106 bits. Besides, q in the inequality (35a) is set to 2.
We also summarize the parameter settings in Table I.

In addition, the default accuracy function An(ρ) utilized in
the optimization problem is obtained from experimental results
rather than being explicitly defined by an analytical formula,
and its derivative ∂An(ρ)

∂ρ is approximated numerically. To
obtain the equation, we evaluate the object detection accuracy
(measured by mAP) at several discrete compression rates ρ by
running YOLOv5 [44] on the COCO dataset. Then, we fit a
concave function utilizing the above points in MATLAB, and
we obtain the function An(ρ) = 0.6356 · ρ0.4025.

A. The Impact of Weight Parameters

In this section, we investigate the impact of the three weight
parameters κ1, κ2 and κ3 on the energy and time consumption,
as shown in Fig. 3. Figs. 3(a)-(c) depict the trends in energy
and time consumption as each weight parameter increases.
Besides, Figs. 3(d)-(e) illustrate the trend of each energy
consumption (i.e., FL transmission energy, FL computation
energy, and SemCom transmission energy) and provides in-
sights into which part of the system consumes more energy
and how the resource allocation algorithm optimizes this.

Fig. 3(a) shows that increasing κ1 would place more em-
phasis on minimizing energy consumption. Accordingly, as
the increase of κ1, the energy decreases while the FL time
consumption increases. Correspondingly, Fig. 3(d) reveals that
as κ1 becomes larger, most components of energy decrease.
The trend in FL transmission energy is not obvious. Also, the
value of FL transmission energy is much less than that of the
other two components, and this may be due to the sufficient
bandwidth. This suggests that the resource allocation algorithm
prioritizes computation and SemCom energy savings over FL
transmission energy.

Besides, Fig. 3(b) reveals that higher κ2 prefers to reduce
the time consumption as the other two weight parameters
remain constant. Hence, the increase in energy and decrease
in time indicates the algorithm’s sensitivity to κ2. Below
Fig. 3(b), Fig. 3(e) illustrates that the change of κ2 has no
impact on FL transmission and SemCom transmission energy.
This is because the FL time optimization does not alter
transmission-related parameters. Specifically, in our decom-
position approach, the optimization of FL time consumption
is handled within P3(f , ρ, T ), which adjusts CPU frequency
fn but does not impact the transmission power allocation
in P4(P ,X). Consequently, κ2 does not contribute to FL
transmission energy. For SemCom transmission energy, it is
only related to SemCom transmission delay, which is only
related to the constraint (13f) and not to κ2. These observations
indicate that while reducing time consumption may improve
overall system responsiveness, it comes at the cost of increased
computation energy, highlighting the challenge of balancing
energy efficiency and latency in resource allocation.

In addition, increasing κ3 would prioritize accuracy over
energy and time. Thus, as shown in Fig. 3(c), the energy
consumption increases along with κ3. Nevertheless, the time
does not change as κ3 changes since the time refers to the FL
time consumption, which is not correlated with SemCom in
our problem (i.e., it is not correlated with ρ, either). This sug-
gests that prioritizing accuracy does not necessarily slow down
the FL process but instead increases communication costs.
However, because κ3 increases, which in turn requires that the
compression rate ρ also increases to improve accuracy, there is
a greater impact on the transmission energy of SemCom (i.e.,
more communication resources are allocated to the device),
and the energy consumption increases as well. Accordingly,
Fig. 3(f) describes the relation between κ3 and each energy. It
confirms our analysis that an increase in κ3 leads to an increase
in the compression rate ρ and thus to an increase in the energy
consumption of the SemCom transmission. Moreover, κ3 has
no effect on the other two energy consumption.

These findings highlight the fundamental interplay between
energy, time, and accuracy in the resource allocation pro-
cess. While prioritizing energy reduces power consumption, it
increases latency. Conversely, minimizing time consumption
requires more energy. Maximizing accuracy, on the other
hand, mainly affects transmission energy without significantly
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Fig. 3: The energy and time consumption under different weight parameters κ1, κ2 and κ3. Note that here when each subfigure
has a varying weight parameter, the other weight parameters are set as 1.

affecting computation time.

B. The Impact of Pmax
n

Apart from weight parameters, we also study the impact of
different maximum transmission power Pmax

n . Our focus is on
two critical metrics: energy consumption and time efficiency.
The algorithm’s performance is benchmarked against four
established baseline methods: Equal Allocation, Communica-
tion Optimization Only, Computation Optimization Only, and
Random Allocation. Here is a detailed description of each
baseline method:

• Equal Allocation: All devices are assigned the same num-
ber of subcarriers and also have the same transmission
power pn. The computational frequency fn of each device
is set to 1 GHz. The compression rate ρ is set to 1.

• Communication Optimization Only: Only the communi-
cation process is optimized, meaning that only the trans-
mission power P and the subcarrier allocation indicator
matrix X will be optimized. However, the computation
process remains unoptimized, with the computational fre-
quency f and the compression rate ρ fixed as constants.
The computational frequency f is set to a random value
between [0.5, 1.5] GHz. The compression rate ρ is set to
1.

• Computation Optimization Only: In this scenario, only
the computation procedure is optimized, whilst the com-
munication process is not enhanced. Since the communi-
cation process is not optimized, the transmission power
P is directly set to its maximum value Pmax

n , and the
subcarrier allocation indicator matrix X evenly assigns
subcarriers to each device equally.

• Random Allocation: The subcarrier allocation indicator
matrix X , the transmission power P , and the compu-
tational frequency f are selected uniformly at random

from the feasible region of our optimization problem P1.
The feasible region can be calculated by using the de-
fault parameter settings listed in Table I. If the random
selection does not satisfy the constraints, we will continue
searching a feasible solution randomly. The compression
rate ρ is set to 1.

As shown in Fig. 4, these sub-plots exemplify the effective-
ness of our proposed algorithm.

Fig. 4(a) depicts that the total energy consumption grows
with Pmax

n for all schemes. This increase occurs because, with
higher transmission power budgets, devices can push for faster
communication, which in turn raises their transmission energy.
Notably, our proposed algorithm still maintains the lowest total
energy usage across all maximum transmit power levels. This
can be attributed to its joint optimization of communication
and computation resources, rather than over-provisioning one
resource at the expense of the other. Thus, it achieves a
balance that avoids unnecessary energy expenditure on either
front. Additionally, the difference in the performance of our
proposed algorithm and Computation Optimization Only is
less obvious. This outcome implies the fact that, with sufficient
bandwidth, further optimizing communication resources alone
may have a diminished marginal benefit compared to optimiz-
ing computation. In other words, once the system has already
achieved efficient communication (due to ample bandwidth
and moderate power), the bottleneck may shift to the compu-
tation side, making purely “Computation Optimization Only”
solutions competitive. Besides, “Communication Optimization
Only” performs worse than “Computation Optimization Only”,
indicating that ignoring computation-related overheads leads to
suboptimal energy usage.

Figs. 4(c) and (d) reveal the breakdown of energy consump-
tion and offer insights into the algorithm’s internal efficiency.
Obviously, for the FL transmission energy, our proposed
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Fig. 4: The energy and time consumption under different Pmax
n , where Pmax

n is the maximum transmission power. Here we
have κ1 = κ2 = κ3 = 1. The compression rate ρ = 1.

algorithm and “Communication Optimization Only” lead the
performance, which demonstrates the effective communication
scheduling. However, for the FL computation energy, Equal
Allocation is the best compared with other strategies, because
it indiscriminately allocates resources in a way that inci-
dentally achieves lower local computation energy than other
strategies. However, “Equal Allocation” fails to account for
the total system overhead, especially for transmission costs,
leading to higher overall energy than the proposed scheme.
Another energy component, the SemCom transmission energy
(Fig. 4(e)), can also been seen improvements from our joint
optimization. As Pmax

n increases, devices can transmit seman-
tic information more rapidly, but only our proposed algorithm
controls both SemCom energy and FL energy to avoid a
disproportionate increase in energy.

In terms of time efficiency, Fig. 4(b) exhibits that the
proposed algorithm has a balance between time consumption
and energy usage.

While higher Pmax
n generally reduces communication la-

tency (and thus total time), it may increase transmission
energy. Our approach navigates this tradeoff by adapting
resource allocations to the system’s current power limits:
whenever more power is available, the algorithm strategically
shortens communication time without exploiting on energy-
hungry transmissions. This synergy is evident in how our
method’s total time remains favorably low across different
Pmax
n .

Moreover, it is noticeable that as Pmax
n increases, the

energy increases while the time consumption decreases for
our proposed algorithm. This phenomenon appears because
with the increase of Pmax

n , it is more possible to find a better
solution to minimize FL time, and thus, the energy increases.
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Fig. 5: The energy and time consumption under different sub-
carriers and users. The maximum transmission power Pmax

n

is set to 20 dB. Here we have κ1 = κ2 = κ3 = 1. The
compression rate ρ = 1.

C. The Impact of the Number of Users and the Number of
Subcarriers

In OFDMA, the number of users N and the number of
subcarriers K definitely have an influence on the whole
system. Hence, we also investigate the influence of N and
K on the proposed algorithm.

Fig. 5(a) reveals a direct correlation between energy con-
sumption and the number of subcarriers. As the number of sub-
carriers increases from 20 to 60, energy consumption and time
consumption show a decreasing trend roughly. This decrease
can be caused by the increase in communication resources
(i.e., more subcarriers). More communication resources can
help the proposed algorithm find more optimal solutions to
assign the subcarrier, transmission power and CPU frequency
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Fig. 6: The energy consumption under different SemCom
task workloads (i.e., the size Cn of the semantic compressed
information). Here we have κ1 = κ2 = κ3 = 1.

for each user. Moreover, under the same K, as the number
of users increases, the energy also increases, which can be
attributed to the incremental demand for transmission and
computation. The trend also indicates that additional energy is
required to manage multiple users. Besides, when the number
of users is relatively sparse, for instance, N = 4 and K = 20,
communication resources are more abundant. As K becomes
larger, the changes in energy consumption and delay are
insignificant.

Additionally, Fig. 5(b) shows an overall relation between
FL time and the number of subcarriers. It could be observed
that the increase of subcarriers leads to an overall decrease
in FL time consumption for each user scenario. Also, as the
number of users doubles from 4 to 8, and then to 16, the FL
time also escalates. This trend could be due to the increase in
the number of users and the limited communication resources.
With limited communication resources, as the number of users
increases, the amount of communication resources that can be
allocated to each user decreases, resulting in increased latency.

Both Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) reveal that the performance of
our resource allocation algorithm is sensitive to the number
of devices and the number of subcarriers. Specifically, when
the number of devices or subcarriers is small, the energy
consumption and the FL time consumption are also small. In
contrast, a larger number of devices will introduce significant
communication overhead, which can increase energy and time
consumption.

D. The Impact of the SemCom Task Workloads

To investigate the impact of different SemCom task work-
loads on our proposed algorithm, we set the size Cn of the
semantic compressed information differently. Note that for
the other settings, we follow the default settings stated in the
second paragraph of Section V. Fig. 6 contains two subfigures.
In Fig. 6(a), we divide 10 users into 5 groups and assign
various SemCom task workloads to each group. The task
workloads are categorized into five types:

• Light: the size of transmitted data size during SemCom
is 106 bits. We set this size as the baseline workload C,
i.e., C = 106.

• Slightly light: 2C.
• Medium: 4C.
• Slightly heavy: 8C.
• Heavy: 16C.

It could be observed from Fig. 6(a) that the energy increases as
the task workloads become more heavy. Since only SemCom
task workloads change, there is no apparent variation in the
FL energy. The differences in energy within the same group of
users are due to their different locations, and thus they cannot
consume exactly the same amount of energy.

Besides, we set the task workloads (C, 2C, 4C, 8C, 16C)
of Fig. 6(a) as baseline workloads. Fig. 6(b) investigates the
changes in total energy of all user groups under different
multiples of baseline workloads. It is evident that as the
workload multiples increase, the total energy consumption also
increases.

In conclusion, as shown in Fig. 6, the total energy con-
sumption increases with higher workload multiples. This trend
is primarily due to the increase in communication overhead
that requires more transmission power. In addition, the per-
formance of our resource allocation algorithm varies under
different workload distributions. When workloads are rela-
tively low (e.g., light or slightly light), the algorithm efficiently
allocates resources without significant resource contention.
However, as the workloads increase to slightly heavy or heavy,
resource competition intensifies, which results in higher energy
consumption in task execution.

E. Accuracy

In this section, we investigate how the weight parameter κ3

affects the choice of the compression rate ρ, and analyze the
relation between ρ and the accuracy. The configuration of the
encoder includes a convolution layer (utilizing 5×5 kernel), an
encoding sequence (comprising a hyperbolic tangent activation
function and a convolution layer), a 2× 2 max pooling layer
and a second encoding sequence (replicating the first encoding
sequence and another hyperbolic tangent activation function).
The decoder just mirrors the encoder. For the compression rate
ρ ≤ 0.5, we add one more max pooling layer to reduce the
spatial dimensionality.

Besides, note that the utilized autoencoder primarily serves
to assess the impact of our proposed resource allocation
algorithm on the overall FedSem system performance. The
focus is not on optimizing the model itself or enhancing its
accuracy. In this paper, it is critical to observe the changes
in system performance after the application of the proposed
resource allocation algorithm. Thus, perhaps there exist better
ways of modifying the model to adjust the compression rate
to make the accuracy better, but this is not the focus of this
paper.

Figs. 7 and 8 are both based on the COCO dataset [39],
which is one of the most widely used datasets for object
detection in computer vision. Figs. 7(b)–(d) are reconstructed
images based on the compressed information of the original
image (a) under different ρ. Additionally, Figs. 7(f)–(h) are
reconstructed from the compressed information of (e) based
on different ρ. The effect of different ρ on the quality of image
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(a) Original (b)  = 0.9 (c)  = 0.5 (d)  = 0.2

(e) Original (f)  = 0.9 (g)  = 0.5 (h)  = 0.2

Fig. 7: Samples of reconstructed images under different compression rates ρ.
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Fig. 8: (a) The change of compression rate ρ under different
weight parameters κ3. Here we have κ1 = κ2 = 1. (b) The
accuracy under different compression rates ρ.

recovery can also be seen with the naked eye. As ρ decreases,
reconstrcuted figures become blurrier. In Figs. 7(d) and (h),
where ρ = 0.2, the background appears noticeably noisy,
and the contours of objects are less distinct. This degradation
aligns with our expectation that lower ρ reduce the transmitted
information, leading to blurrier reconstructions. Overall, these
visual results confirm that ρ is a critical parameter: small
changes in the compression rate can have a pronounced
effect on image clarity and richness. This, in turn, has direct
implications for downstream tasks like object detection, as
clarity and detail are key drivers of higher accuracy.

Fig. 8 displays an obvious trend that the model accuracy is
influenced by the change of κ3 and ρ. As shown in Fig. 8(a),
when κ3 is small, the optimization may favor faster or more
energy-efficient SemCom transmission at the expense of image
quality, leading to lower ρ. While when κ3 becomes large,
accuracy is prioritized. It results in larger ρ and thus better

image quality. In Fig. 8(b), the accuracy refers to the object
detection accuracy. We choose the pre-trained YOLOv3 [38]
and YOLOv5 [44], which are widely used models for object
detection, for training under different ρ. As ρ becomes larger,
the accuracy of the two models both increases. It indicates that
a higher compression rate produces higher detection precision.
This pattern directly links to the visual quality trend in Fig.
7. Additionally, as shown in Fig. 8(b), we can fit the points
of each model in two concave functions. These fitting curves
also corroborate our hypothesis that the accuracy function is
concave, not only for models running on a single device but
also applicable to the global model trained through FL. This
concavity is not limited to YOLOv3. YOLOv5 also conforms
to this pattern.

F. Comparison of Our Proposed Algorithm with the Approxi-
mate Exhaustive Search

Ideally, we would compare the solution of our algorithm
with the global optimal solution. However, considering that
the optimization involves variables of various dimensions (e.g.,
f ∈ RN×1,p ∈ RN×k) and some variables are continuous,
the solution searching space is large. This means exhaus-
tively searching all available domains to find the exact global
optimum is impossible. Hence, we propose an approximate
exhaustive search method on a toy example to find a solution
for a fair comparison.

Particularly, we set a toy example with 4 devices and 5
subcarriers. In our approximate exhaustive search method, the
frequency range fn is from 0.1 to 2 GHz, and we traverse it
in increments of 0.1 GHz. The power range pn,k is from 10
to 20 dBm, with intervals of 2 dBm. The compression rate ρ
is searched from 0.1 to 1 in increments of 0.1. Thereafter, the
time complexity of the approximate exhaustive search is:

4 · (2− 0.1

0.1
)4 · (20− 10

2
)5 · (1− 0.1

0.1
) ≈ 1.5× 1010. (60)

Table II presents the comparison results, and we admit that
the approximate exhaustive search outperforms our proposed
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TABLE II: The comparison of the proposed algorithm with
the approximate exhaustive search.

Method Objective function value(
i.e., Eq. (13)

) Runtime (s)

Equal Allocation 8.36 -
Proposed 1.05 2.23

Approximate
exhaustive search 0.29 121.37

algorithm, but the performance gap is not significant. Addi-
tionally, our proposed algorithm has a definite advantage in
terms of solution time and achieves around 54× less runtime.
The advantage of our algorithm in terms of runtime will
be more pronounced when practical scenarios with higher
complexity are considered.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we study how to allocate subcarriers, trans-
mission power and CPU frequency of each mobile device in
the FedSem system. We formulate an optimization problem
that aims to minimize a weighted sum of energy consumption
(i.e., the sum of FL energy and SemCom transmission energy),
total FL completion time and the model accuracy. To solve
the optimization problem, we devise a resource allocation
algorithm to allocate the subcarriers, transmission power and
CPU frequency for each device. Time complexity and conver-
gence analysis are provided. In addition, in experiments, we
investigate our resource allocation algorithm from six aspects:
1) the impact of three weight parameters, 2) the impact of the
constraint—the maximum transmission power, 3) the impact of
the number of users and subcarriers, 4) the impact of different
data samples on our proposed algorithm, 5) the relation
between the compression rate and the model accuracy and
6) the comparison of the resource allocation algorithm with
the approximate exhaustive search. Experiments show that
our resource allocation algorithm achieves robust performance
under different conditions compared to other benchmarks.
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