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Abstract—In recent years, the rapid development of machine
learning has brought reforms and challenges to traditional
communication systems. Semantic communication has appeared
as an effective strategy to effectively extract relevant semantic
signals semantic segmentation labels and image features for im-
age transmission. However, the insufficient number of extracted
semantic features of images will potentially result in a low
reconstruction accuracy, which hinders the practical applications
and still remains challenging for solving. In order to fill this gap,
this letter proposes a multi-text transmission semantic communi-
cation (Multi-SC) system, which uses the visual language model
(VLM) to assist in the transmission of image semantic signals.
Unlike previous image transmission semantic communication
systems, the proposed system divides the image into multiple
blocks and extracts multiple text information from the image
using a modified large language and visual assistant (LLaVA),
and combines semantic segmentation tags with semantic text
for image recovery. Simulation results show that the proposed
text semantics diversity scheme can significantly improve the
reconstruction accuracy compared with related works.

Index Terms—Image transmission, semantic communication,
Visual Language Models (VLM), Large Language and Vision
Assistant (LLaVA), image segmentation.

I. INTRODUCTION

ITH the rapid development of communication technol-
W ogy at an ever increasing date rate, traditional syntactic
information compression and propagation have approached the
limitations of Shannon Capacity [1]]. However, the emergence
of semantic communication has brought the communication
system beyond the boundaries of traditional communication,
which focus more on the restoration of semantic information
from the transmitter to the receiver. For instance, when prop-
agating high-quality images, traditional methods will require
a large amount of resource consumption to convey the entire
image. However, using natural language processing and com-
puter vision algorithms to extract semantic features for image
transmission will reduce the resource consumption to a certain
extent and realize the image transmission process.

For semantic communication with image transmission, there
have been a large number of works that have been paid atten-
tion to the joint source and channel encoding design, and there
is an increasing interest in the generative image recovery. In
particular, the language model has received a lot of attention,
which can extract the textual semantic information of images
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and thus reduce the amount of information for transmission.
Current research on textual semantic information for image
recovery can be divided into two categories, one is utilized for
image recovery [2[]-[4]], and the other one supervises the image
recovery [5]. In [2f], large language models was introduced
into semantic communication systems to extract textual infor-
mation and selectively transmit portrait segments of images.
Although this approach can reduce the transmission of infor-
mation to some extent, the system still faces a significant data
burden when dealing with multiple portraits or large objects.
In [3]], a new method was introduced to extract text information
from images using a text-image model. The image was then
reconstructed using this information, and a transformer-based
text encoding and decoding model was designed to improve
the robustness of text transmission over a noisy channel. In [4],
a new cross-modal semantic communication system based on
a visual language model was proposed. This system utilized
the Bootstrapping Language-Image Pretraining (BLIP) model
to extract text semantics at the transmitter and reconstructed
the image using the SD model at the receiver end. Although
the text information can effectively reduce the amount of
transmitted data, relying solely on the plain text will reduce the
accuracy of reconstructed images. On the other hand, in [5],
a new method was proposed to extract both textual and image
semantics at the transmitter, and the image semantics were
used for image recovery and the textual semantics supervised
and selected the most accurate generative image based on the
generation and selection mechanism proposed in [6].

In this letter, we focus on using the textual semantic
information to recover the image. Note that, the reconstruction
accuracy of images is affected by the inherent randomness of
the image generation model, and reducing the randomness is
the focus of the previous works, which, however, is constrained
by the limited textual semantic information. Thus, a nature
question arises on how to explore more textual semantics for
more accurate image recovery. In this regard, we propose a
new scheme by exploring textual semantics diversity from
multiple segmented parts of the image. Specifically, the con-
tributions of this letter is summarized as

o We propose a multi-text transmission semantic commu-
nication (Multi-SC) system, where we adopt the Large
Language and Vision Assistant (LLaVA) model [7] to
extract the text information from the image and transmit
both text and image embeddings to complete the image
transmission process.



—— _—— — — — —_— — — — —_— —_— — —_— — —
Transmitter \ / Reciever
Input Semantic Encoder 1 Channel | I
—— e - Channel ic Decoderl
- —— > (Image feature 3 o~
extraction) Encoderl \ AWGN /{f Decoderl (Recover the image)
I Semantic | I
9 . Recovered ature
Segmentation Input | Semantic Encoder 2 Channel Text DFM.‘.‘"AQ
P (Text feature anne. Channel ic Decoder4 escription
extraction) Encoder2 Decoder4 (Recover the text) Spelling
Noisy
| (Channel I
| <
bcn}z;:\li;cff;:ﬁllcr 5 Channel Channel Semantic Decoders
. Encoder5 l Decoders (Recover the text)
extraction)

—

— — — —— —

Fig. 1. The framework of multi-text enabled image transmission semantic communication system.

+« We introduce a semantic segmentation module at the
transmitter, which segments the main body of the image
and performs embedding encoding. The receiver includes
a text processing module to purify the text embed-
ding contaminated by the channel noise (e.g., correcting
spelling errors), thereby reconstructing the image more
accurately.

o« We evaluate the system performance using Bilingual
Evaluation Understudy (BLEU) [8]], Learned Perceptual
Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [9]], and cosine similarity,
with the datasets VOC2012 [10] and Kodak24 from Kag-
gle. The results demonstrate significant improvements
in image transmission compared to existing semantic
communication systems.

The rest of the letter is organized as follows. Section [II]
introduces the system framework, Section m describes the
relevant models, Section [[V] outlines the experimental setup
and results, and Section [V] summarizes the letter.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this letter, we consider an image transmission semantic
communication system assisted by visual language model, and
the system framework is shown in Fig[I} where the transmitter
mainly realizes the process of extracting text and image
features, and the receiver realizes the process of recovering the
features affected by the noise and reconstructing the image by
using the features. The specific steps are described in details
as follows.

A. Transmitter

At the transmitter, the first step is to cut out the main part of
the image to be transmitted through the Fully Convolutional
Networks (FCN) [11] Ngpcn, and the expression of the
process is

(D

where ¢ is the image to be transmitted, and ¢,, is a slice of
the main part of the image, and the slice will be transmitted.
Meanwhile, the image to be transmitted will be divided into
multiple sub-images i,,,n = {1,2, 3, ... }. For example, in this
letter, we divide the image into four sub-images, which will

im = Npon (i),

be delivered to different devices and the LLaVA [7] Fror to
extract text features for the second step. The process is shown
as follows

2)

where ¢ is a fixed query, and e, is the text embedding
of the description text. The device will then transmit the
parameters associated with the text feature to the receiver
via the orthogonal noisy channels. Feature extraction of text
information and a small amount of image information can
reduce a large amount of redundant data transmission and the
possibility of misrepresentation of the subject information.

en = Frar(q,in),

B. Receiver

For simplicity of analysis, we consider the additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel, and the signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) is given by

Psignal

SNR = 10log , 3)

notse

where Pgignq1 is the signal power and FP,,;s is the noise
power.

At the receiver, the receiver will decode the received
information using an image decoder and a text decoder,
respectively, and the decoding process is given by

ty, = Frar(ey,),

“4)

where t/, is the noisy text, e}, is the noisy text embedding.
The receiver will fuse all the received text to form a
complete text feature. For the text features, the channel noise
will cause the text to be misspelled differently compared with
the source text. To this end, Bidirectional and Auto-Regressive
Transformers (BART) [12]Ngagrr is used to correct the
spelling of the text. The spelling correction process is given
by
tn = Nparr(t),),

&)

where t,, is the description text of the image i,, with spelling
correction.

The processed text will be input into Image Prompt Adapter
(IP-Adapter) [13[|Fro; together with the decoded image for



image generation to complete the reconstruction of the com-
plete image, and the reconstruction process given by

stnsy i) (6)

where i,ccon s the reconstruction image, and 4/, is the slice
of the main part of the image with noise. The whole process
is summarized in Algorithm [I]

Z‘Tecon - FTZI(tla t2a R

Algorithm 1 Proposed Multi-Text Semantic Communication
(Multi-SC)

Require:

A image ¢ from dataset I, pretrained LLaVA model
Fror, pretrained IP-Adapter Fror, BART Npagr with
pretrained parameters 0, FCN Npcn with initialized
parameters Opc .

Transmitter:

1. Compute a main object ¢,,, with Npcon and segregate
i, from 7 with ().

2. Divide ¢ into 4 parts 44, %, %c, tq and extract text
embedding e, ey, €, €q With Frop using (2).

3. Transmit %,,,, €4, €p, €¢, €4 through physical channels
with AWGN.

Receiver:

1. Receive i), €, €}, €., €.

2. Recover text t,,, ¢, t., t!, with Fyop according to (4)
and use Npapr to correct the spelling t,, tp, te, tq With

3. Reconstruct image i,¢con using Fror according to @
with i;n, ta, o, te, tg.

III. TRANSCEIVER ARCHITECTURE DESIGN

In this section, we will present the details of transceiver
architecture design as shown in the previous section.

A. Semantic segmentation

The FCN is introduced to crop the main object in the image,
which is a deep learning architecture for image recognition
and segmentation. The main contribution of FCN is to apply
CNN to full-image segmentation tasks and to be able to
output segmentation maps with the same resolution as the
input image. The structure of the FCN is to replace the
fully connected layer in the traditional Convolutional Neural
Networks (CNN) with a convolutional layer, which allows the
model to process images of any size and maintain the spatial
dimension of the output. The FCN increases the size of the
feature map by upsampling so that the output has the same
resolution as the input image. In this letter, the FCN model will
be used for image segmentation, that is, the main object in the
transmitted image will be identified and segmented as a part
of the transmitted information. The Negative Log-Likelihood
Loss (NLL) loss function is as follows:

NLL(p(y|r),y) = —logp(y|z), (7

where z is an input sequence, y is a true label, the p(y|x) is
the predicted label distribution of the model.

B. Text extraction

In the semantic encoder, we consider the LLaVA model
for text extraction as shown in Fig. J] LLaVA is a large
multimodal visual language model trained end-to-end, which
connects visual encoding and large language models to achieve
general visual and language understanding. In Fig. 2] the
LLaVA model uses a vision encoder to get the features 7, =
g(X,) from images. Then, we apply a trainable projection
matrix W to convert features Z, into language embedding
tokens H, as H, = W -Z,. The language model embeds text.
The text processed by language model is "<image>\nRelay a
brief, clear account of the picture shown." Then, LLaVA uses
a simple linear layer to align the two embeddings, that is, the
image embedding will be placed in the embedding position
corresponding to "<image>" in the text.
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Fig. 2. The framework of semantic encoder with LLaVA.
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C. Spelling correction

At the reciever, BART is introduced as a spelling correction
model, which is a pre-trained model that combines the charac-
teristics of BART [12]]. BART uses an encoder-decoder struc-
ture based on the standard Transformer architecture, in which
the encoder inherits the bidirectional encoder of Bidirectional
Encoder Representations from Transformers (BERT) and the
decoder inherits the autoregressive decoder of Generative Pre-
trained Transformer (GPT), which enables the algorithm to
understand the text context and the generated coherent text.
BART is trained by destroying the text (such as adding noise,
masking, etc.) and then learning to reconstruct the original text.
Meanwhile, BART is trained using a variety of different noise
methods to reduce the model’s dependence on the structured
information, enhance the model’s understanding of text se-
mantics, and be more conducive to the restoring damaged text.
The Gaussian Error Linear Units (GeLU) activation function
is used in the BART model instead of the default Rectified
Linear Unit (ReLU) in the Transformer.

D. Image Renconstruction

The image reconstruction model, IP-Adapter, is an adapter
specifically designed for pre-trained text-to-image diffusion
models, which allows the model to generate images using
image prompts. IP-Adapter can receive text prompts and image
prompts simultaneously to generate corresponding images, and
the model has a higher degree of freedom and flexibility.
The core design of the IP-Adapter includes an image encoder
and a decoupled cross-attention mechanism, which enables
it to embed image features into a pre-trained text-to-image
diffusion model, thereby enabling the generation of image



prompts. In IP-Adapter, text features are input into the pre-
trained model through the cross-attention. The output of text
cross-attention is given by

. QKT
Zext = Attention(Q, K, V) = Softmaz——=V,  (8)
Vd
where Q = ZW,, K = Wy, V = W, Z is a query
of latent space noise feature map, c; is the text feature and
Wy, Wy, W, is the projection matrix of query, key, value
respectively. The output of image cross-attention is given by

QK™
Vd
where Q = ZW,, K = ¢;Wy, V = ¢;W,, Z is a query of
latent space noise feature map, c¢; is the image feature and
Wy, Wy, W, is the projection matrix of query, key, value
respectively.

Finally, we combine the output of the image cross-attention
with the output of the text cross-attention as Z, ey, = Ztext +
Zimg- Since the cross attention of image and text is decoupled,
the weight coefficient can be used to adjust the weight of each
on the final output as follows

Zimg = Attention(Q, K, V) = Softmax vV, (9

Znew = Zteact + >\Zimga (10)

where A is weight. Note that when ) is equal to 0, IP-Adapter
becomes a normal text-to-image model. The loss function of
IP-Adapter model is given by

(1)

where x( is the real data, ¢ is the step, z; = ayxg + o€ is the
noisy data of t-th steps. oy and oy are calculated in advance
based on hyperparameters.
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IV. SIMULATION

In this section, we will evaluate the proposed multi-text
transmission semantic communication system. The simulation
environment is Tesla V100-SXM2-32GB, and the model is
built with 2.1.2 PyTorch and 3.10 Python on Ubuntu 22.04.

A. Simulation Settings

The datasets used in the simulation are VOC2012 and Ko-
dak24. Due to the limited computing resources in the simula-
tion environment, we make the LLaVA model lightweight and
replace the language model with a smaller model, Qwenl1.5-
0.5B. In this simulation, we select some samples for prediction
comparison in Table[l] The accuracy of lightweight is not much
different from the original model, and the text generated by
the lightweight model is reduced by 4 times, which is more
suitable for our scenario. In addition, lightweight runtime is
more appropriate for our current resource conditions, which
saves 2 times the computing resources and speeds up by nearly
4 times on the training time.

Regarding the training of the BART model, we reconstruct
a new training set based on the scenario in this letter. We

TABLE I
MODEL LIGHTWEIGHT COMPARISON

Model BLEU Text length training time
Qwenl.5-0.5B 0.1485 42 5 hours (with 4 V100)
Vicunal.5-7B 0.1451 190 20 hours (with 8 V100)

put all the images in the image dataset into the pretrained
LLaVA model to generate the corresponding text, since the
text generated by Vicuna is longer, which is more conducive
to the training of the BART model. However, due to the limited
number of images and the small amount of text, we split the
image into multiple pieces to generate the corresponding text.
Finally, these text data are combined and randomly sampled
to generate a training set.

B. Performance Analysis

In the simulation, we compare the proposed model Multi-
SC with several methods: BPG-LDPC, deep Joint Source-
Channel Coding (deep JSCC) [14], and Vision-Language
Model-based Cross-modal Semantic Communication (VLM-
CSC) [4] with stable diffusion. In addition, we include a
single-text framework for comparison. BPG-LDPC is a method
that combines the classic image compression using Better
Portable Graphics (BPG) [[15] with Low-Density Parity-Check
(LDPC) codes [16].
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Fig. 3. The results of cosine similarity and LPIPS compared with BPG-

LDPC, deep JSCC, VLM-CSC, single text-SC and Multi-SC on Kodak24
under AWGN.
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Fig. 4. The results of cosine similarity and LPIPS compared with BPG-
LDPC, deep JSCC, VLM-CSC, single text-SC and Multi-SC on VOC2012
under AWGN.

The proposed Multi-SC achieves a much better performance
regarding the cosine similarity, which indicates that the recon-
structed image has a better match with the source image. When



there is no correlation between the two images, the cosine
similarity score is 0. As shown in Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 4(a), BPG-
LDPC is essentially unable to complete the image transmission
when the SNR is below 3 dB, resulting in severely damaged
received images. In Fig. 3(a), when the SNR reaches 9
dB, the traditional image transmission system can transmit
images with less damage. At this point, the cosine similarity
scores of Multi-SC and BPG-LDPC are similar, indicating that
our model can effectively transmit semantic information and
reconstruct the source images. Since the test images contain
fewer extracted text details, the VLM-CSC model, which relies
solely on the text transmission, exhibits significant randomness
in the image reconstruction, leading to a poor performance,
with the cosine similarity maintained between 0.6 and 0.7.
The results of cosine similarity demonstrate that extracting
the main subject from the image can effectively reduce the
randomness of the generated image, thereby enhancing the
robustness of the model.

The lower the LPIPS score, the better the performance.
When there is no similarity between the features of the two
images, the LPIPS score is 1. For example, in Fig. 3(b), the
LPIPS score of the BPG-LDPC model with less than SNR
= 3 dB is very close to 1, indicating that the image quality
transmitted by the traditional image transmission model is
poor in a noisy environment. As shown in Fig. 3(b), our
method achieves significant improvement compared to other
methods: under training SNR = 19 dB, an 18% improvement
over deep JSCC, an 8% improvement over VLM-CSC, a 7%
improvement over BPG-LDPC, and a 2% improvement over
single-text SC, respectively. In Fig. 4(b), when the SNR is 12
dB, the LPIPS score of BPG coincides with that of our method.
However, overall, our method still shows a 2% improvement,
demonstrating that the image reconstructed by our method
is very similar to the source image. This indicates that our
method can achieve a better performance.

V. CONCLUSION

In this letter, we propose a VLM assisted multi-text se-
mantic communication system by exploring multiple textual
semantics, which greatly reduces the transmission amount of
semantic features and realizes image transmission under low
SNR conditions. We extracte the text and image features by
VLM and FCN, respectively, and then use BART to correct
spelling errors for reducing the impact of noise on the text.
Finally, the image is reconstructed by combining the image
features and texts to finish a complete image transmission
process. Simulation results show that text features plus a small
number of image features can complete the image transmission
robustly, and a small number of image features can effectively
limit the randomness of the generated images.
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