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Abstract—Joint source-channel coding systems based on deep
neural networks (DeepJSCC) have recently demonstrated remark-
able performance in wireless image transmission. Existing methods
primarily focus on minimizing distortion between the transmitted
image and the reconstructed version at the receiver, often
overlooking perceptual quality. This can lead to severe perceptual
degradation when transmitting images under extreme conditions,
such as low bandwidth compression ratios (BCRs) and low signal-
to-noise ratios (SNRs). In this work, we propose SING, a novel
two-stage JSCC framework that formulates the recovery of high-
quality source images from corrupted reconstructions as an inverse
problem. Depending on the availability of information about the
DeepJSCC encoder/decoder and the channel at the receiver, SING
can either approximate the stochastic degradation as a linear
transformation, or leverage invertible neural networks (INNs) for
precise modeling. Both approaches enable the seamless integration
of diffusion models into the reconstruction process, enhancing
perceptual quality. Experimental results demonstrate that SING
outperforms DeepJSCC and other approaches, delivering superior
perceptual quality even under extremely challenging conditions,
including scenarios with significant distribution mismatches
between the training and test data.

Index Terms—Semantic communications, joint source-channel
coding, inverse problems, diffusion models, invertible neural
networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Shannon’s separation theorem [1] laid the foundations for
modern communication systems. In a typical point-to-point
digital communication system, the encoding process at the
transmitter involves two steps: source coding followed by
channel coding and modulation. The source encoder compresses
the input signal by removing possible inherent redundancies,
while the channel encoder adds structured redundancy to the
compressed bits to correct potential errors caused by the
noisy communication channel. For example, in wireless image
transmission applications, which will be the main focus of this
paper, image compression algorithms such as JPEG or BPG are
used to remove redundancies in the input image, and channel
coding methods like LDPC or polar codes help to compensate
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for errors over the channel. Separation theorem states that
this two-step procedure is without loss of optimality in the
asymptotic infinite blocklength regime for ergodic sources
and channels [2]. However, the theoretical optimality of this
separate design breaks down in practically relevant finite
blocklength regimes as well as in most multi-user setups [3].
In these scenarios, it is well-known that joint source-channel
coding (JSCC) methods that integrate source compression and
channel coding into a single step can potentially provide better
performance, particularly under extreme bandwidth and latency
constraints.

Despite potential gains, designing practical JSCC schemes
has long been a challenge [4]. Recently, JSCC methods that
benefit from modern deep learning (DL) architectures, known
as DeepJSCC [5–11] have demonstrated remarkable results for
a variety of source modalities and channels. DeepJSCC models
the encoding and decoding processes of the communication
system as an autoencoder, allowing it to extract complex
features from the source data and implicitly incorporate the
process of combating bandwidth compression and channel
noise into its encoding process, thereby significantly improving
performance. Additionally, DeepJSCC avoids the cliff effect
and achieves smooth degradation, meaning that even if the
channel quality is below the target SNR, images can still
be decoded within reasonable reconstruction quality. These
characteristics give DeepJSCC significant advantages over
traditional separation schemes, particularly in challenging
channel modeling and estimation scenarios [12].

Standard DeepJSCC methods typically focus on pixel-level
distortion or structural similarity, which fail to account for the
semantic similarity between the input and the reconstructed
images. It has been recently shown that the perceptual quality
of the reconstructed image can be better captured by the
learned perceptual image patch similarity (LPIPS) [13] metric,
which exhibits remarkable parallels with human perception.
This is crucial in semantic communication, especially in
image/video transmission contexts, where the receiver might
be more concerned with specific tasks like classification or
retrieval rather than precise reconstruction of the original
signal. In extreme image compression situations, the receiver
might be more interested in generating outputs that share
similar semantics as the source signal rather than its precise
reconstruction.

In this study, we propose a semantic communication scheme
targeting extreme channel environments. Specifically, this
scheme aims to improve the perceptual quality of existing
DeepJSCC methods under such challenging conditions. We
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focus on extreme channel settings because, under very low chan-
nel signal-to-noise ratios (SNR) and extremely low bandwidth
compression ratios (BCRs), DeepJSCC systems optimized by
minimizing pixel-level distortion often experience significant
degradation in perceptual quality. To address this issue, we
aim to incorporate diffusion models [14], the state-of-the-
art generative models, to achieve high perceptual quality
reconstructions.

The method we propose does not rely on a specific
implementation of the DeepJSCC encoder/decoder and can
enhance the perceptual quality of any JSCC system, achieving
fully zero-shot/unsupervised capability. This is because our
method directly acts on the output of the original DeepJSCC
decoder, treating the restoration of high perceptual quality
from the decoder output as an inverse problem, and employ-
ing unconditional generative diffusion models. If we have
no prior information on the DeepJSCC architecture or the
communication channel, we employ the denoising diffusion
null-space model (DDNM) [15], where we approximate the
nonlinear degradation process caused by DeepJSCC and the
channel as a known linear transformation and construct a
pseudo-inverse based on this approximation to guide the pre-
trained unconditional diffusion model to restore the degraded
output. We call this method SING-Zero as it is a zero-shot
scheme oblivious of the specific DeepJSCC architecture. If
we have partial information about the DeepJSCC architecture
and the underlying channel, we can perform a second stage
method, called SING-INN, to further refine the perceptual
quality. Inspired by the InDigo architecture in [16], we directly
model the non-linear degradation process using an invertible
neural network (INN) combined with the DDNM method to
guide the diffusion process. By employing a more precise
degradation model, the SING-INN method further enhances
the perceptual quality compared to SING-Zero.

We remark that SING does not require any modification of
the underlying physical layer encoding and decoding functions,
and can be deployed at the application layer at the receiver end.
For SING-Zero, all we need is a powerful pretrained diffusion
model for the transmitted images, while SING-INN further
requires a small dataset of transmitted and reconstructed image
pairs for training together with the underlying communication
status.

A. Contributions
Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:
1) We propose a two-stage generative restoration method

for DeepJSCC-based wireless image transmission, ac-
commodating scenarios where prior knowledge of the
DeepJSCC encoder/decoder functions and the commu-
nication channel may or may not be available at the
decoder.

2) In the absence of prior information, we present SING-
Zero, where we adapt the DDNM framework [15] by
approximating the nonlinear degradation induced by
DeepJSCC and the noisy communication channel as
a linear transformation, constructing a pseudo-inverse
to guide an unconditional diffusion model for restoring
degraded outputs and improving perceptual quality.

3) When partial information about the DeepJSCC system
and channel is available, we propose SING-INN, where
we further refine the restoration process using INN-
based modeling inspired by InDigo+ [16]. This approach
enhances perceptual quality by accurately capturing non-
linear degradations due to communications combined
with DDNM guidance.

4) Extensive experiments demonstrate that our method
outperforms traditional DeepJSCC and recent generative
DeepJSCC approaches under varying SNR and bandwidth
conditions, achieving superior generalization without
requiring modifications at the transmitter.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we review related works on JSCC and also provide an overview
of diffusion models. In Section III, we define the image
transmission problem over noisy channels and introduce key
concepts. In Section IV, we describe our novel methodology,
including the use of DeepJSCC, linear approximations, and
INN-guided diffusion models. In Section V, we present our
experimental results, showing the performance improvements
of our method. Finally, we conclude in Section VI.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Overview of DeepJSCC Methods

In recent years, JSCC techniques based on deep learning
have been extensively studied [5–11]. We refer the readers
to [4] for a recent survey on the topic. In [5], deep neural
networks were first used for wireless image transmission in
the context of JSCC. This approach is known as DeepJSCC.
DeepJSCC employs an autoencoder architecture for wireless
communication, where the encoder converts the source image
directly into channel symbols similar to analog communi-
cation. Correspondingly, the decoder is used to reconstruct
the image directly from the channel symbols corrupted by
channel noise. Notably, DeepJSCC has been shown to have
smooth degradation with channel quality, avoiding the cliff
effect while outperforming traditional separation-based dig-
ital communication techniques. DeepJSCC has then been
extended to incorporate feedback [6, 17] and applied to
various communication scenarios such as OFDM [9, 18] and
MIMO [19, 20]. In addition to wireless image transmission,
DeepJSCC has also been extended to video transmission [8, 21].
However, these widely applicable DeepJSCC methods often
focus only on classical pixel-level distortion metrics, neglecting
perceptual quality, which is crucial for next-generation semantic
communication.

Generative models based on neural networks, such as
variational autoencoders [22] (VAEs), generative adversarial
networks [23] (GANs), and diffusion models [14] have demon-
strated powerful capabilities in generating high perceptual
quality data. Some studies have attempted to apply these
generative models to JSCC. For instance, JSCC schemes have
been implemented through VAE [24], adversarial training for
secure JSCC in the presence of eavesdroppers [25], GAN-style
loss for training decoders [9], and diffusion denoising models
to enhance reconstruction quality at the decoder [26].



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 3

In [27], pre-trained generative models are used to address
the classical inverse problem in compressed sensing. Simi-
larly, [28] achieves outstanding performance in single-image
super-resolution by leveraging generative models, highlighting
their effectiveness in solving practical inverse problems. The
similarity between communication systems and inverse prob-
lems indicates the potential for applying powerful generative
models to JSCC, as reflected in recent works such as [25, 29–
31]. Notably, the authors of [30] proposed InverseJSCC, treating
the recovery of high-quality source images from degraded
reconstructions as an inverse problem. By utilizing a pre-trained
StyleGAN-2 generator and the intermediate latent optimization
(ILO) method [32], they achieve notable perceptual quality
results for image reconstruction under extreme channel condi-
tions. In [33], the approach in [30] is extended to a dynamic
generative scenario, where the receiver, rather than relying
on a fixed pre-trained generative model, keeps fine-tuning its
model using the images it has received in the past. This way
the model continuously adapts to the statistics of the images
being transmitted.

Diffusion models have made significant advances in the
field of visual generation. As a result, some studies have
attempted to leverage powerful diffusion models to solve inverse
problems, particularly in image restoration tasks. Among these,
we are particularly interested in zero-shot methods because
they allow us to directly apply diffusion models, trained in an
unconditioned manner, to image restoration tasks without the
need for supervised tuning of the diffusion model to a specific
degradation. For example, [34] guides the diffusion model
outputs to restored images by replacing the low-frequency
components in the denoised output with those from the
reference degraded image. In [35], the authors further extend
the solvers of diffusion models through approximate posterior
sampling, effectively addressing the problem of general noisy
image restoration.

Due to the powerful generative capabilities of diffusion mod-
els, they have also been applied in semantic communications.
In [26], the authors propose a hybrid JSCC scheme that com-
bines traditional transmission methods with a process of adding
noise to input images through diffusion and then transmitting
them via DeepJSCC, achieving high-quality reconstruction
at the decoder. In [36], the authors apply the noise-removal
properties of diffusion models to wireless communication to
help the receiver mitigate the impact of channel noise. In [37],
the authors consider the application of diffusion models in
wireless communication under strict bandwidth constraints.
In this approach, the signal transmission process through the
channel is treated as the forward process in a diffusion model
and a VAE-based upsampling and downsampling pair is used to
reduce the bandwidth requirements by leveraging the advanced
compression capabilities of VAEs. In [38], the authors propose
conditional diffusion using some semantic description of the
image (e.g., text or edge map), and employ a semantics-guided
channel denoising approach allowing dynamic adaptation to
channel conditions.

In [39], the authors propose CommIN, a JSCC scheme
that treats image reconstruction as an inverse problem, using
INNs and diffusion models to enhance perceptual quality,

outperforming DeepJSCC in extreme conditions. Their INN-
based degradation modeling effectively separates coarse and
detail components, allowing diffusion models to refine recon-
structions. Similarly, in [31], the authors introduce a DeepJSCC
framework with denoising diffusion models, transmitting lower-
resolution images and restoring details at the receiver, achieving
superior perceptual quality. By leveraging range-null space
decomposition, their method reconstructs high-fidelity images
with notable improvements in perception- and distortion-
oriented metrics. Our work is different from [26, 36–38] in
that, our approach can be designed in conjunction with any
JSCC scheme, and does not require any modification of the
underlying channel coding and modulation modules.

B. A Brief Review of Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models

Denoising diffusion probabilistic models (DDPMs) [14]
represent a powerful class of generative models that excel
at learning complex data distributions by progressively refining
noisy inputs. These models operate through two complementary
processes: a forward diffusion process, which gradually corrupts
data by adding noise, and a reverse denoising process, which
reconstructs the original data by removing the noise in a step-
by-step manner.

The forward process in DDPM is designed to transform data
into a tractable distribution, typically a Gaussian distribution.
This transformation occurs over T discrete time steps. Starting
from an initial data sample x0 from the target distribution, at
each time step t, Gaussian noise is incrementally added to
produce the noisy state xt. The process is defined by:

q(xt|xt−1) = N (xt;
√
1− βtxt−1, βtI), (1)

where βt is a variance schedule that controls the noise level
at each time step. Over the sequence of T steps, the data
distribution is gradually morphed into a simple Gaussian
distribution. Remarkably, any intermediate state xt can be
directly sampled from the original data x0 using the expression:

xt =
√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, (2)

where αt = 1 − βt, ᾱt =
∏t

i=1 αi and ϵ ∼ N (0, I) is a
Gaussian noise term. This direct sampling formula is central
to the forward process as it simplifies the generation of noisy
data at any time step.

The reverse process is where the generative power of DDPM
is realized. It aims to invert the forward process, starting from
Gaussian noise and iteratively denoising it back to the original
data distribution. This reverse process is modeled as a learned
sequence of denoising steps. The conditional distribution of
each reverse step can be computed using Bayes’ theorem:

xt−1 =
1

√
αt

(
xt −

1− αt√
1− ᾱt

ϵ

)
+ σtz, (3)

where σt =
√

1−ᾱt−1

1−ᾱt
βt, and z ∼ N (0, I) represents addi-

tional Gaussian noise, ensuring that the reverse step maintains
the stochasticity necessary for generative diversity.

To predict the noise term ϵ at each time step, DDPM
employs a neural network ϵθ(xt, t). The training objective
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Fig. 1: Overview of JSCC-based communication systems.

of this network is to minimize the difference between the true
noise ϵ and the predicted noise ϵθ(xt, t), given by:

∇θ||ϵ− ϵθ(
√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, t)||22, (4)

where x0 represents the original data, and ϵ ∼ N (0, I) is the
noise added during the forward process.

The generative process in DDPM is executed by iteratively
applying the reverse denoising steps, starting from an initial
noise sample xT ∼ N (0, I). As the model progresses through
each time step, it gradually refines the noise into a data
sample resembling those in the training distribution. This
iterative denoising effectively transforms random noise into
a meaningful data sample, thereby showcasing the model’s
ability to learn and reproduce complex data distributions.

III. PROBLEM STATEMENT

We consider point-to-point wireless transmission of images
over a noisy channel (see Fig. 1). As in [5], we model the
transmitter and receiver as two neural networks. Specifically,
the transmitter is the encoder and the receiver is the decoder of
an autoencoder system. The transmitter maps the source signal,
a real vector x ∈ Rm to the complex channel input vector
z ∈ Ck using a parameterised encoding function z = f (x;θ).
Here m represents the source bandwidth and k the channel
bandwidth. We define the bandwidth compression ratio (BCR)
as ρ ≜ k/m channel uses per source sample. This ratio reflects
the compression applied to the signal by the communication
system. We expect the performance to improve as more channel
bandwidth becomes available, i.e., as ρ increases. In the image
transmission problem, m = H ×W × C, where H , W and
C are the height, width and, number of colour channels of
the input image, respectively. The channel input vector must
satisfy the following average power constraint:

1

k
Ez

[
∥z∥22

]
≤ P̄ . (5)

This is achieved by normalising the signal z̃, output of the last
layer of the encoder, as follows:

z =
√
kP̄

z̃√
z̃H z̃

, (6)

where H is the Hermitian transpose. The channel introduces
random corruptions to the transmitted symbols. We consider
a complex AWGN channel so that the received signal can be
expressed as follows:

ẑ = η
(
z, σ2

)
= z+ nC , (7)

where nC is sampled in an independent identically distributed
(i.i.d.) way from a complex Gaussian distribution with variance
σ2: nC ∼ CN

(
0, σ2I

)
. The receiver uses a parameterised

decoding function x̂JSCC = g (ẑ;ϕ) to get the degraded

reconstruction x̂JSCC from ẑ. To represent the condition of the
noisy channel, we define channel SNR as follows:

SNR ≜ 10log10
P̄

σ2
dB. (8)

The encoder and decoder are jointly optimised by minimising:

argmin
θ,ϕ

Ex∼pxEx̂∼px̂|x [d(x, x̂JSCC)], (9)

where d can be any distortion measure.
In our simulations, we will employ the same DeepJSCC

architecture as in [30]. We note that DeepJSCC models
can be optimized directly for any differentiable distortion
metric and can be readily adapted for a range of multimedia
transmission tasks, such as video transmission as demonstrated
in [8]. Following the methodology described in [40], we
adopt a composite loss function, L, to simultaneously optimize
the distortion-perception trade-off [30] for the reconstructed
images, formulated as:

L (x̂JSCC,x) = MSE(x̂JSCC,x)+λ·LPIPS(x̂JSCC,x), (10)

where LPIPS [13] is employed as a perceptual quality metric.
The parameter λ regulates the balance between the LPIPS
and MSE losses. Designed to assess the similarity of distorted
patches, LPIPS calculates the distance in the feature space
of a deep neural network (DNN) model initially trained for
image classification. In contrast to the MSE distortion metric
which operates on a point-wise basis, perception-oriented
distortion metrics like LPIPS [13] and MS-SSIM [41] evaluate
the similarity between the original and reconstructed images
using proxies to human perception.

In the following section, we introduce our JSCC schemes
SING-Zero and SING-INN, which leverage diffusion models
at the receiver to effectively reduce the semantic distortion
between the source signal and its reconstruction, in order to
improve the perceptual quality.

IV. METHODOLOGY

A. DeepJSCC as an Inverse Problem

We aim to improve the perceptual quality of the images
reconstructed by the DeepJSCC encoder-decoder pair by
formulating the reconstruction process as an inverse problem.
Specifically, we interpret the received degraded signal x̂JSCC

as degraded measurements y = A(x) in a conventional inverse
problem, where the forward operator A encapsulates the entire
DeepJSCC communication chain, including the encoder, noisy
channel, and decoder. Formally, A is expressed as:

y = A(x, η) = gϕ
(
η
(
fθ(x), σ

2
))

= x̂JSCC, (11)

representing a non-linear stochastic process with AWGN, η.
Figure 2 depicts the employed DeepJSCC encoder and decoder
architectures, which can be substituted with other DeepJSCC-
based or traditional source/channel coding techniques.

With the forward model in place and given measurements
of y, one typically seeks to restore the original signal x by
simultaneously imposing a fidelity constraint and a proper prior
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Fig. 2: Encoder architecture of our method (top), which is used to encode the input image x at the transmitter. Decoder
architecture of our method (bottom), which is used to reconstruct the input image from the noisy channel output ẑ.

... ...++

Fig. 3: Overview of the SING-Zero with null-space-based image restoration procedure.

on x. The fidelity constraint is the MSE between the output
of A and the measurements y:

MSE(A(x),y) = ∥A(x)− y∥22. (12)

For the prior, we adopt diffusion models, which offer a highly
effective way to model the underlying structure of x.

This approach involves two main challenges: (1) the non-
linear nature of the degradation process, which lacks a closed-
form expression, and (2) the computational complexity of
incorporating a diffusion model as a prior. To tackle these
challenges, we propose a two stage scheme depending on the
availability of prior knowledge of the coding system and the
channel. When no information about the DeepJSCC architecture
or communication channel is available, we approximate the
degradation process as a known linear transformation. When
partial information about the DeepJSCC system and channel
is available—evidenced by the received degraded images—we
directly model the non-linear degradation process using INNs.
This approach allows us to capture and leverage the non-linear
properties of the system more effectively. In both cases, we
utilize pre-trained unconditional diffusion models to signif-
icantly reduce computational complexity while maintaining
reconstruction quality.

B. SING-Zero: Approximating the Forward Process as a Linear
Transform for Fully Blind Semantic Communications

Inspired by DDNM [15, 31], we approximate the forward
process A(x, η) as a known linear transformation, denoted by
A ∈ Rd×m. The approximation above can be expressed as

x̂JSCC ≈ Ax. (13)

The degradation matrix A can be any linear operator, such as
decolorization or mean-pooling-based downsampling [15]. An
ideal A should reduce the amount of transmitted information
so that x̂JSCC can be effectively recovered at the receiver with
lower reconstruction error, while also preserving perceptual

Algorithm 1 SING-Zero: Null Space Sampling

Require: The received degraded image x̂JSCC, degradation operator
A, and its pseudo-inverse A†.

1: xT ∼ N (0, I)
2: for t = T, . . . , 1 do
3: z ∼ N (0, I) if t > 1, else z = 0
4: x0,t =

1√
ᾱt

(xt −
√
1− ᾱtϵθ(xt, t))

5: x̂0,t = x0,t −A† (Ax0,t − x̂JSCC)

6: xt−1 =
√
αt(1−ᾱt−1)

1−ᾱt
xt +

√
ᾱt−1βt

1−ᾱt
x̂0,t + σtz

7: end for
8: return x0

quality, enabling the restoration of x̂JSCC into a consistent and
high-quality image x̂.

Given A, we denote with A† its pseudo-inverse. For
example, A† is the upsampling matrix for a downsampling-
based degradation operator A. Given a received degraded
image x̂JSCC, the image restoration aims to produce x̂ with
minimal distortion while enhancing perceptual quality. To
achieve this, we impose a consistency constraint Ax̂ ≡ x̂JSCC

and ensure the perceptual quality by requiring x̂ to follow the
distribution of ground truth images. We employ the zero-shot
image restoration method DDNM to achieve that.

We use the neural network in DDPM, denoted by ϵθ, trained
via a progressive denoising task with T-step forward and
backward processes. The forward process adds noise to the
data, while the reverse process generates samples from this
noise. At timestep t, the noise in xt is predicted by the neural
network ϵθ as ϵt = ϵθ (xt, t). DDNM uses and guides the
pretrained DDPM ϵθ to improve image quality and consistency
without additional training [15].

Specifically, the sample x is decomposed using the range-
null space decomposition: x ≡ A†Ax+ (I− A†A

)
x. Here,

A†Ax is the range component and (I− A†A
)
x is the null

space component. Let x0,t denote the estimated x0 at diffusion
timestep t. For a received degraded image x̂JSCC, we form
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Fig. 4: The key insight of SING-INN is to simulate the
degradation process of the communication pipeline (top) with
a conditional INN (bottom), which can transform the input
original signal x into the simulated degraded observation x̂′

JSCC

and estimated lost details d under a certain channel SNR. At
testing stage, d is estimated using a diffusion model.

a solution for x̂ that fulfills the consistency constraint: x̂ =
A†x̂JSCC +

(
I−A†A

)
x0,t, where x0,t is refined iteratively

using the method shown in Algorithm 1. The hyperparameter ᾱ
defines the noise schedule. This process ensures that modifying
x0,t does not break the consistency constraint, allowing us to
enhance perceptual quality while preserving the transmitted
image’s consistency with DeepJSCC decoder’s output. Finally,
x̂ is unflattened back to its original dimensions of H×W ×C.

C. SING-INN: Modelling the Forward Process using INNs

While DDNM-based approach is effective for semantic
communication, the assumption that A is linear limits its perfor-
mance in communication settings, as the JSCC encoder/decoder
operations are typically highly non-linear. Inspired by our recent
work CommIN [39], we further improve our approach using
INNs and generative diffusion models. The key insight here is
that INN splits the signal (typically an image) into a coarse
version c and details d. In [16], the forward part of the INN is
trained to mimic the degradation process in an inverse problem
so that c is very close to the degraded image. In this paper,
instead, we treat the communication process composed of the
transmission, corruption with channel noise and reconstruction
as the degradation process and mimic it using an INN (see Fig.
4).

Specifically, building upon the CommIN framework [39],
we introduce a conditional INN, where the channel SNR serves
as the conditioning input. However, contrary to CommIN,
this design allows a single INN to model the degradation
process across various SNRs in a unified manner, thereby
eliminating the need to train separate models for each channel
condition. Consequently, our method extends the advantages
of CommIN—effective modeling of the communication degra-
dation process—while significantly enhancing its usability and
efficiency in real-world scenarios.

As illustrated in Fig.4, we train a conditional INN, where
the channel SNR is used as a conditioning input, to simulate
the degradation process. Under a given channel SNR, the INN
decomposes the original signal x into the estimated degraded
observation x̂′

JSCC (≈ x̂JSCC) and the lost details d. Due to
the invertibility of the INN, under the same channel SNR, it

Algorithm 2 SING-INN: Null Space Sampling with INN

Require: The received degraded image x̂JSCC, the degradation
operator A, and its pseudo-inverse A†, and the pre-trained INN,
and the certain channel SNR.

1: xT ∼ N (0, I)
2: for t = T, . . . , 1 do
3: z ∼ N (0, I) if t > 1, else z = 0
4: x0,t =

1√
ᾱt

(xt −
√
1− ᾱtϵθ(xt, t))

5: x̂0,t = x0,t −A† (Ax0,t − x̂JSCC)

6: x̂t−1 =
√
αt(1−ᾱt−1)

1−ᾱt
xt +

√
ᾱt−1βt

1−ᾱt
x̂0,t + σtz

7: ct,dt = INNForward(x̂0,t, SNR)
8: x̃0,t = INNInverse(x̂JSCC,dt, SNR)
9: xt−1 = x̂t−1 − ζ∇xt∥x̃0,t − x̂0,t∥22

10: end for
11: return x0

Fig. 5: General architecture of conditional INN in this work.

is possible to perfectly recover the original image x if one
has access to both x̂′

JSCC and d. By incorporating the SNR
as a condition, a single INN can be used to handle varying
channel conditions in a unified manner, thereby simplifying
the training and inference processes. During inference, the pre-
trained conditional INN guides the diffusion process, ensuring
integration of observed measurements x̂JSCC and preservation
of intricate details.

The basic architecture of our conditional INN is shown in
Fig. 5. The original image is split into two parts by a splitting
operator. Then, the Prediction Network (PNet), conditioned on
the coarse part and channel SNR, aims to predict the detail
part. Meanwhile, the Update Network (UNet), conditioned on
the detail part and channel SNR, is used to adjust the coarse
part to make it smoother. The PNet and UNet are applied
alternatively to generate the coarse and detail parts, c and d,
respectively. Notably, PNet and UNet can be any complex
non-linear functions without compromising the invertibility of
the INN. In our implementation, each PNet/UNet is composed
of j CondBlocks, each of which can be described as

α = FC(SNR), (14)

xj+1 = Conv2

(
ReLU

(
Conv1(xj)

))
⊙ α+ xj , (15)

where ⊙ indicates channel-wise multiplication.
To model the degradation process, we impose that c

resembles x̂JSCC. Given a training set
{
xi, x̂i

JSCC

}N

i=1
, which

contains N high-quality images and their low-quality counter-
parts recovered by DeepJSCC, we optimize our INN with the
following loss function:

L (Θ) =
1

N

N∑
i=1

∥∥ci − x̂i
JSCC

∥∥2
2
, (16)
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(a) PSNR versus SNR (higher better)

(b) LPIPS versus SNR (lower better)

Fig. 6: Performance comparison in terms of PSNR and LPIPS
for ρ = 0.0052.

where Θ denotes the learnable parameters of our INN. Once
we constrain one part of the output of INNForward(x) to be
close to x̂JSCC, due to invertibility, the other part of the output,
d, will inevitably represent the detailed information lost during
the degradation process. We note that to train our INN model,
we do not need to have access to DeepJSCC architecture but
only to a set of original and degraded image pairs.

In Algorithm 2, we show how DDNM and INN are
combined to improve the quality of the received image x̂JSCC.
Specifically, given x̂JSCC as defined in (11), we first apply the
main steps of DDNM in line 4-6, then, given x̂0,t which is a
preliminary estimate consistent with x̂JSCC under a linear
degradation model, we improve the consistency by using
INN in steps 7-9 (in blue). In these additional steps, given
a channel SNR, we decompose the intermediate result x̂0,t

with INNForward into coarse ct and detail part dt, and replace
the coarse part ct with the received degraded image x̂JSCC.
The INN-optimized x̃0,t is generated by the inverse process
INNInverse. Thus, the INN-optimized x̃0,t is composed of the
coarse information x̂JSCC and the details generated by the
diffusion process. To incorporate the INN-optimized x̃0,t into
the DDNM algorithm, we update xt with the guidance of the
gradient of ∥x̃0,t − x̂0,t∥22 as shown in step 9. With the help
of INN, our algorithm effectively estimates the details lost in
the non-linear degradation of the communication process and
does not require the knowledge of the closed-form expression
of the degradation model.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

To evaluate the performance of our proposed approach, we
compare our two-stage method SING-Zero and SING-INN

(a) PSNR versus SNR (higher better)

(b) LPIPS versus SNR (lower better)

Fig. 7: Performance comparison in terms of PSNR and LPIPS
for ρ = 0.0013.

with the state-of-the-art JSCC methods: DeepJSCC [8] and
InverseJSCC [30]. For fair comparisons, we use the same pre-
trained DeepJSCC for all three approaches. We utilize the
512× 512 CelebA-HQ dataset [42] following [30], comprising
30 000 high-resolution celebrity images, divided into training,
validation, and testing sets with a ratio of 8 : 1 : 1.

A. Implementation Details

We apply standard hyperparameters for our method that are
commonly used in the literature to train DeepJSCC [5, 7].
Specifically, we use a learning rate of 1× 10−4, a batch size
of 32, and an average power constraint of P̄ = 1.0 (refer
to Eq. (5)). For all the methods analyzed, PyTorch Adam
optimizer [43] is utilized to minimize the training loss described
in Eq. (4). During training, the network is subjected to channel
noise n determined by a uniformly sampled SNR ranging from
−5 to 5 dB. Our INN is composed of 4 pairs of PNet/UNet, and
each PNet/UNet consists of J = 2 CondBlocks. For training
INN, we use a learning rate of 5× 10−5 and a batch size of
32 on CelebA-HQ training dataset.

We assume perfect channel knowledge at the en-
coder and the decoder. We experiment on channel
SNRs of {−5,−3,−1, 1, 3, 5} dB and BCR values ρ =
{0.0013, 0.0052}, which correspond to highly challenging
communication scenarios. Empirically, we set T = 1000
and step size ζ to 0.3, 0.4, and 0.5 for SNR = {−5,−3}
dB, {−1, 1} dB, and {3, 5} dB respectively. We analyze the
performance of the proposed scheme using both the widely used
pixel-wise metric PSNR and the perceptual metric LPIPS [13].
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(a) Ground Truth.

(b) DeepJSCC at SNR=−1 dB.

(c) SING-Zero at SNR=−1 dB.

(d) SING-INN at SNR=−1 dB.

(e) DeepJSCC at SNR=5 dB.

(f) SING-Zero at SNR=5 dB.

(g) SING-INN at SNR=5 dB.

Fig. 8: Original and reconstructed CelebA-HQ images by DeepJSCC and our proposed SING-Zero and SING-INN for ρ = 0.0013
and SNR={−1, 5}.
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(a) Ground Truth.

(b) DeepJSCC at SNR=1 dB.

(c) InverseJSCC at SNR=1 dB.

(d) SING-Zero at SNR=1 dB.

(e) SING-INN at SNR=1 dB.

Fig. 9: Original and reconstructed CelebA-HQ images using DeepJSCC trained on TinyImageNet, along with results from
InverseJSCC, SING-Zero, and SING-INN under ρ = 0.0052 and SNR=1 dB.
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(a) Ground Truth.

(b) DeepJSCC at SNR=5 dB.

(c) InverseJSCC at SNR=5 dB.

(d) SING-Zero at SNR=5 dB.

(e) SING-INN at SNR=5 dB.

Fig. 10: Original and reconstructed CelebA-HQ images using DeepJSCC trained on TinyImageNet, along with results from
InverseJSCC, SING-Zero, and SING-INN under ρ = 0.0052 and SNR=5 dB.
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B. Results and Analysis

Figs. 6 and 7 present the performance comparison of
DeepJSCC, trained and tested on the CelebA-HQ dataset, with
the proposed two-stage methods SING-Zero and SING-INN,
in terms of PSNR and LPIPS as functions of channel SNR
(dB). Specifically, Fig. 6 presents results for ρ = 0.0052,
while Fig. 7 focuses on a more constrained channel bandwidth
of ρ = 0.0013. In both cases, higher PSNR indicates better
image quality, whereas lower LPIPS reflects superior perceptual
similarity between the ground truth and restored images.

For a bandwidth compression of ρ = 0.0052, both SING-
Zero and SING-INN slightly improve PSNR. While SING-Zero
achieves a modest enhancement in LPIPS, SING-INN further
boosts perceptual quality by explicitly modeling non-linear
degradations. Under more extreme degradation conditions, such
as ρ = 0.0013, the fully zero-shot SING-Zero struggles to
improve LPIPS due to the difficulty of approximating severe
non-linear degradations as linear transformations. In contrast,
SING-INN effectively models non-linear degradations, signifi-
cantly improving LPIPS compared to DeepJSCC and achieving
superior perceptual quality. Fig. 8 provides visual comparisons
of reconstructed images alongside their corresponding original
and DeepJSCC outputs at ρ = 0.0013 for SNR=−1 dB
and SNR=5 dB. These results demonstrate that our methods
effectively restore perceptual details lost under extreme channel
conditions in DeepJSCC.

Compared to [30], we place greater emphasis on LPIPS
during training of the baseline DeepJSCC, resulting in a
better baseline LPIPS relative to [30]. This increased focus on
perceptual metrics further amplifies the challenge of improving
performance using generative models. Under this new baseline,
StyleGAN-2 based InverseJSCC fails to improve both pixel-
level PSNR and perceptual quality represented by LPIPS. To
further demonstrate the robustness of our proposed methods and
to enable a direct comparison with the latest inverse-problem-
based JSCC method, InverseJSCC, we introduced an even
more challenging setting under extreme channel conditions.
Specifically, we trained the baseline DeepJSCC model on
TinyImageNet, a dataset with only 100,000 natural images (less
than 1% of the 14,000,000 images in standard ImageNet) and a
resolution of just 64x64. We then tested this model on the same
high-resolution 512x512 CelebA-HQ dataset used in previous
experiments. This substantial distributional mismatch between
training and test data significantly amplifies the difficulty of
this inverse problem.

We compare DeepJSCC, StyleGAN-2-based InverseJSCC,
and our proposed SING-Zero and SING-INN methods under
the baseline where DeepJSCC was trained on TinyImageNet
and tested on CelebA-HQ, as shown in Fig. 11. For fairness,
the generative priors—StyleGAN-2 and DDPM—were both
trained on the FFHQ dataset. We can observe that while
InverseJSCC achieves better LPIPS than DeepJSCC across
all channel SNR values, it sacrifices PSNR performance. Our
fully zero-shot SING-Zero method significantly outperforms
InverseJSCC in LPIPS across all SNR levels while maintaining
comparable PSNR performance. The SING-INN approach
further enhances perceptual quality, especially at lower SNR

(a) PSNR versus SNR (higher better)

(b) LPIPS versus SNR (lower better)

Fig. 11: Performance comparison when DeepJSCC is trained
on TinyImageNet in terms of PSNR and LPIPS for ρ = 0.0052.

values, where improvements in LPIPS over InverseJSCC
become increasingly pronounced. Fig. 9 and Fig. 10 provide
visual comparisons of reconstructed images when DeepJSCC is
trained on TinyImageNet alongside their corresponding original
and DeepJSCC outputs for SNR=1, 5 at ρ = 0.0052.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced SING, a novel two-stage JSCC
scheme for wireless image transmission that formulates the
reconstruction of received corrupted images as an inverse
problem. Depending on whether partial information about the
DeepJSCC system and the channel is available, the degradation
introduced by the channel and DeepJSCC can either be
approximated as a linear transformation or modeled using an
INN. Both the linear approximation and INN modeling enable
integration of diffusion models into the reconstruction process.
SING delivers image reconstructions with perceptual quality
surpassing both DeepJSCC and InverseJSCC, particularly in
extreme scenarios with very low BCRs and SNRs. Even in
more challenging cases where there is a significant distribution
mismatch between the training and testing dataset of DeepJSCC,
SING demonstrates remarkable performance.

REFERENCES

[1] C. Shannon, “A mathematical theory of communication,”
The Bell System Technical Journal, vol. 27, no. 3, pp.
379–423, 1948.

[2] S. Vembu, S. Verdu, and Y. Steinberg, “The source-
channel separation theorem revisited,” IEEE Transactions
on Information Theory, vol. 41, no. 1, pp. 44–54, 1995.



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 12

[3] D. Gunduz, E. Erkip, A. Goldsmith, and H. V. Poor,
“Source and channel coding for correlated sources over
multiuser channels,” IEEE Transactions on Information
Theory, vol. 55, no. 9, pp. 3927–3944, 2009.

[4] D. Gündüz, M. A. Wigger, T.-Y. Tung, P. Zhang, and
Y. Xiao, “Joint source-channel coding: Fundamentals and
recent progress in practical designs,” Proceedings of IEEE,
2024.

[5] E. Bourtsoulatze, D. B. Kurka, and D. Gündüz, “Deep
joint source-channel coding for wireless image transmis-
sion,” IEEE Transactions on Cognitive Communications
and Networking, vol. 5, no. 3, pp. 567–579, 2019.

[6] D. B. Kurka and D. Gündüz, “Deepjscc-f: Deep joint
source-channel coding of images with feedback,” IEEE
Journal on Selected Areas in Information Theory, vol. 1,
no. 1, pp. 178–193, 2020.

[7] T.-Y. Tung, D. B. Kurka, M. Jankowski, and D. Gündüz,
“Deepjscc-q: Constellation constrained deep joint source-
channel coding,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in
Information Theory, 2022.

[8] T.-Y. Tung and D. Gündüz, “Deepwive: Deep-learning-
aided wireless video transmission,” IEEE Journal on
Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 40, no. 9, pp.
2570–2583, 2022.

[9] M. Yang, C. Bian, and H.-S. Kim, “OFDM-guided deep
joint source channel coding for wireless multipath fading
channels,” IEEE Transactions on Cognitive Communica-
tions and Networking, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 584–599, 2022.

[10] D. B. Kurka and D. Gündüz, “Bandwidth-agile image
transmission with deep joint source-channel coding,”
IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 20,
no. 12, pp. 8081–8095, 2021.

[11] J. Xu, B. Ai, W. Chen, A. Yang, P. Sun, and M. Rodrigues,
“Wireless image transmission using deep source channel
coding with attention modules,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, vol. 32, no. 4,
pp. 2315–2328, 2021.

[12] J. Xu, T.-Y. Tung, B. Ai, W. Chen, Y. Sun, and D. Gündüz,
“Deep joint source-channel coding for semantic communi-
cations,” IEEE communications Magazine, vol. 61, no. 11,
pp. 42–48, 2023.

[13] R. Zhang, P. Isola, A. A. Efros, E. Shechtman, and
O. Wang, “The unreasonable effectiveness of deep features
as a perceptual metric,” in Proceedings of the IEEE
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR), 2018, pp. 586–595.

[14] J. Ho, A. Jain, and P. Abbeel, “Denoising diffusion
probabilistic models,” Advances in neural information
processing systems, vol. 33, pp. 6840–6851, 2020.

[15] Y. Wang, J. Yu, and J. Zhang, “Zero-shot image restoration
using denoising diffusion null-space model,” The Eleventh
International Conference on Learning Representations,
2023.

[16] D. You and P. L. Dragotti, “Indigo+: A unified inn-guided
probabilistic diffusion algorithm for blind and non-blind
image restoration,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in
Signal Processing, 2024.

[17] H. Wu, Y. Shao, E. Ozfatura, K. Mikolajczyk, and

D. Gündüz, “Transformer-aided wireless image trans-
mission with channel feedback,” IEEE Transactions on
Wireless Communications, 2024.

[18] H. Wu, Y. Shao, K. Mikolajczyk, and D. Gündüz,
“Channel-adaptive wireless image transmission with
OFDM,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 11,
no. 11, pp. 2400–2404, 2022.

[19] H. Wu, Y. Shao, C. Bian, K. Mikolajczyk, and D. Gündüz,
“Deep joint source-channel coding for adaptive image
transmission over MIMO channels,” IEEE Transactions
on Wireless Communications, 2024.

[20] K. Zhou, G. Zhang, Y. Cai, Q. Hu, G. Yu, and A. L.
Swindlehurst, “Feature allocation for semantic commu-
nication with space-time importance awareness,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2401.14614, 2024.

[21] X. Zhou, D. Huang, Z. Qi, L. Zhang, and T. Jiang, “A
multi-scale spatial-temporal network for wireless video
transmission,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2411.09936, 2024.

[22] D. P. Kingma and M. Welling, “Auto-encoding variational
bayes,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1312.6114, 2013.

[23] I. Goodfellow, J. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu,
D. Warde-Farley, S. Ozair, A. Courville, and Y. Bengio,
“Generative adversarial networks,” Communications of the
ACM, vol. 63, no. 11, pp. 139–144, 2020.

[24] K. Choi, K. Tatwawadi, A. Grover, T. Weissman, and
S. Ermon, “Neural joint source-channel coding,” in
International Conference on Machine Learning, 2019,
pp. 1182–1192.

[25] T. Marchioro, N. Laurenti, and D. Gündüz, “Adversarial
networks for secure wireless communications,” in IEEE
International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP), 2020, pp. 8748–8752.

[26] X. Niu, X. Wang, D. Gündüz, B. Bai, W. Chen, and
G. Zhou, “A hybrid wireless image transmission scheme
with diffusion,” in IEEE 24th International Workshop on
Signal Processing Advances in Wireless Communications
(SPAWC), 2023, pp. 86–90.

[27] A. Bora, A. Jalal, E. Price, and A. G. Dimakis, “Com-
pressed sensing using generative models,” in International
conference on machine learning, 2017, pp. 537–546.

[28] S. Menon, A. Damian, S. Hu, N. Ravi, and C. Rudin,
“Pulse: Self-supervised photo upsampling via latent space
exploration of generative models,” in Proceedings of
the ieee/cvf conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, 2020, pp. 2437–2445.

[29] E. Erdemir, P. L. Dragotti, and D. Gündüz, “Privacy-aware
communication over a wiretap channel with generative
networks,” in ICASSP 2022-2022 IEEE International
Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing
(ICASSP). IEEE, 2022, pp. 2989–2993.

[30] E. Erdemir, T.-Y. Tung, P. L. Dragotti, and D. Gündüz,
“Generative joint source-channel coding for semantic
image transmission,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas
in Communications, vol. 41, no. 8, pp. 2645–2657, 2023.

[31] S. F. Yilmaz, X. Niu, B. Bai, W. Han, L. Deng, and
D. Gündüz, “High perceptual quality wireless image
delivery with denoising diffusion models,” in IEEE
Conference on Computer Communications Workshops,



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 13

2024, pp. 1–5.
[32] G. Daras, J. Dean, A. Jalal, and A. G. Dimakis, “Inter-

mediate layer optimization for inverse problems using
deep generative models,” in International Conference on
Machine Learning, 2021.

[33] S. Tang, Q. Yang, D. Gündüz, and Z. Zhang, “Evolving
semantic communication with generative modelling,” in
2024 IEEE 35th International Symposium on Personal,
Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications (PIMRC),
2024, pp. 1–6.

[34] J. Choi, S. Kim, Y. Jeong, Y. Gwon, and S. Yoon, “Ilvr:
Conditioning method for denoising diffusion probabilistic
models. in 2021 ieee,” in CVF international conference
on computer vision (ICCV), vol. 1, 2021, p. 2.

[35] H. Chung, J. Kim, M. T. Mccann, M. L. Klasky, and J. C.
Ye, “Diffusion posterior sampling for general noisy inverse
problems,” in The Eleventh International Conference on
Learning Representations, 2023.

[36] T. Wu, Z. Chen, D. He, L. Qian, Y. Xu, M. Tao,
and W. Zhang, “CDDM: Channel denoising diffusion
models for wireless semantic communications,” IEEE
Transactions on Wireless Communications, 2024.

[37] L. Guo, W. Chen, Y. Sun, B. Ai, N. Pappas, and
T. Quek, “Diffusion-driven semantic communication for
generative models with bandwidth constraints,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2407.18468, 2024.

[38] M. Zhang, H. Wu, G. Zhu, R. Jin, X. Chen, and
D. Gündüz, “Semantics-guided diffusion for deep joint
source-channel coding in wireless image transmission,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2501.01138, 2025.

[39] J. Chen, D. You, D. Gündüz, and P. L. Dragotti, “Commin:
Semantic image communications as an inverse problem
with INN-guided diffusion models,” in IEEE International
Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing
(ICASSP), 2024, pp. 6675–6679.

[40] F. Mentzer, G. D. Toderici, M. Tschannen, and E. Agusts-
son, “High-fidelity generative image compression,” Ad-
vances in Neural Information Processing Systems, vol. 33,
pp. 11 913–11 924, 2020.

[41] Z. Wang, E. P. Simoncelli, and A. C. Bovik, “Multiscale
structural similarity for image quality assessment,” in The
Thrity-Seventh Asilomar Conference on Signals, Systems
& Computers, 2003, vol. 2. Ieee, 2003, pp. 1398–1402.

[42] T. Karras, T. Aila, S. Laine, and J. Lehtinen, “Progressive
growing of GANs for improved quality, stability, and
variation,” in International Conference on Learning
Representations (ICLR), 2018. [Online]. Available:
https://openreview.net/forum?id=Hk99zCeAb

[43] D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, “Adam: A method for stochastic
optimization,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.6980, 2014.

https://openreview.net/forum?id=Hk99zCeAb

	Introduction
	Contributions

	Related Work
	Overview of DeepJSCC Methods
	A Brief Review of Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models

	Problem Statement
	Methodology
	DeepJSCC as an Inverse Problem
	SING-Zero: Approximating the Forward Process as a Linear Transform for Fully Blind Semantic Communications
	SING-INN: Modelling the Forward Process using INNs

	Experimental Results
	Implementation Details
	Results and Analysis

	Conclusion

