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Abstract—In this paper, we propose a multi-user green seman-
tic communication system facilitated by a probabilistic knowledge
graph (PKG). By integrating probability into the knowledge
graph, we enable probabilistic semantic communication (PSC)
and represent semantic information accordingly. On this basis,
a semantic compression model designed for multi-user downlink
task-oriented communication is introduced, utilizing the semantic
compression ratio (SCR) as a parameter to connect the computa-
tion and communication processes of information transmission.
Based on the rate-splitting multiple access (RSMA) technology,
we derive mathematical expressions for system transmission
energy consumption and related formulations. Subsequently, the
multi-user green semantic communication system is modeled and
the optimal problem with the goal of minimizing system energy
consumption comprehensively considering the computation and
communication process under given constrains is formulated. In
order to address the optimal problem, we propose an alternating
optimization algorithm that tackles sub-problems of power allo-
cation and beamforming design, semantic compression ratio, and
computation capacity allocation. Simulation results validate the
effectiveness of our approach, demonstrating the superiority of
our system over methods using Space Division Multiple Access
(SDMA) and non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) instead of
RSMA, and highlighting the benefits of our PSC compression
model.

Index Terms—Semantic communication, probabilistic knowl-
edge graph (PKG), rate-splitting multiple access (RSMA), wire-
less communication

I. INTRODUCTION

Applications of next generation wireless communication
technology, such as digital twin, extended reality, and self-
driving car technology, require a large amount of data to be
transmitted within a low time latency, which puts higher and
higher requirements on the data transmission rate. Semantic
communication is considered to be a new paradigm with
great potential in the sixth generation wireless communication
(6G) standard [1] to meet the requirements above. Different
from the traditional communication paradigm proposed by
Shannon in [2] that aims to maximize the channel transmission
rate in Shannon’s information theory, semantic communication
is task-oriented and focuses on the semantic information
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required by the specific communication task. Therefore, it
can greatly reduce the amount of the data to be transmitted,
which makes the research on semantic communication very
valuable. Besides, the continuous development of artificial
intelligence (AI) technology provides a strong boost to seman-
tic communication. For instance, the development of natural
language processing (NLP) technology enables computers to
better understand and process human language, and promotes
the continuous improvement of accuracy and completeness
of semantic extraction methods such as text understanding,
speech recognition and video processing. On the other hand,
the development of semantic communication technology also
promotes the advancement of AI systems in applications such
as intelligent assistants, chatGPT and automatic translation.
At the same time, since the wireless communication net-
work environment is constrained by time delay, frequency,
space, energy consumption, user service quality and other
issues, comprehensive consideration of resource allocation
in the multi-user communication transmission process under
a wireless communication resource-constrained environment,
establishing corresponding constrained optimization problems
and obtaining the optimal solution are also topics that are
greatly significant in the research of the new generation of
communication systems.

In 1948, Shannon published [2], marking the birth of infor-
mation theory. The following year, in [3], Shannon explained
the basic problems of communication, gave a general commu-
nication system model and defined the Shannon formula. Shan-
non and Weaver proposed three levels of communication in
[4]: the technical level, how to ensure the correct transmission
of communication symbols; the semantic level, how to convey
the exact meaning of the sent symbols; and the pragmatic level,
how the received meaning affects the system’s behaviors in
the expected way. In the following decades, the development
of communication technology has always revolved around
the basic problem of communication: ”how to increase the
transmission rate as much as possible under the constraints
of the channel”, focusing on the error-free transmission of
symbols at the bit level. However, with the development and
iteration of wireless communication technology and the vigor-
ous development of communication-related fields, data traffic
has grown exponentially, which caused a heavy burden and
brought a huge challenge on the conventional communication.

In recent years, semantic communication technologies based
on wireless networks have developed in a abundent variety [5].
[6] uses the importance of semantic information to construct
and evaluate communication networks. [7] comprehensively
considers process dynamics, signal sparsity, data correlation
and semantic attributes and uses goal-oriented semantic com-
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munication for information generation, transmission and re-
construction, and applies it to real-time source reconstruction
to achieve remote driving scenarios. According to the dif-
ferent semantic source modalities in different tasks, different
deep learning models for semantic communication have been
studied in it. [8] proposed a semantic communication model
(DeepSC) based on deep learning to optimize the mutual
information between the original information and the encoded
signal, which can jointly perform semantic communication
channel coding for text transmission. Based on the DeepSC
model, [9] designed a distributed semantic communication
system (L-DeepSC) for networks with limited device power
and computing power, and used it for low-complexity text
transmission.

The use of deep learning technology to complete the ex-
traction of semantic information is an important aspect of
deep learning for semantic communication. Common seman-
tic information extraction technologies include: word-of-bag-
model [10], representing the collection of texts as a collection
of words and ignoring its order and grammar; word embed-
ding model [11], mapping words into a continuous vector
space to capture the semantic and grammatical relationships
between words.; topic model [12] , used to discover the
hidden topic structure in text, thereby performing semantic
extraction; and deep learning models such as, recurrent neural
network (RNN), long short-term memory network (LSTM),
and Transformer model, used to learn abundant semantic
representations in text.

The development of deep learning technology has driven
the continuous improvement and advancement of knowledge
graphs (KGs) and related technologies. KGs are structured
representations of abstract facts, which contain a variety of
entities and relationships between entities. They have high
information density and are one of the important ways to
represent knowledge in the big data era. In essence, they
can be understood as a large-scale semantic network. This
property makes KGs and semantic communication have a
natural connection. Their development and the continuous
maturity of technology have brought possibilities for semantic
extraction and representation of semantic communication. [13]
proposed an energy method for semantic matching, which
maps the relationship between entities to the vector of the input
layer and relies on neural networks for semantic matching. [14]
proposed embedding entities and relationships in KGs into
dense low-dimensional vector spaces, simplifying downstream
operations while maintaining the inherent structure of KGs.
[15] uses KGs to convert sentences to be transmitted into
triples, sorts them according to semantic importance, and
adaptively transmits content according to channel quality,
allocating more transmission resources to important triples to
enhance communication reliability. [16] proposed to use facts
in the knowledge base for semantic reasoning and decoding,
and used the public WebNLG corpus for simulation, which
demonstrates a good performance.

However, previous studies have shown low cross modal
applicability of communication framework modes, insufficient
consideration of resource constraints in wireless communica-
tion, and insufficient consideration of the increased energy

consumption after introducing computation. For example, both
[6] and [7] have constructed their respective semantic commu-
nication frameworks for transmitting control signals in real-
time control systems as semantic messages. However, the
semantic information in these frameworks cannot represent the
semantics of messages such as text, images, or videos; The
deep learning models in [8], [9], [17]–[20] only work for spe-
cific sources, and a change in the modality of the source means
that the model is no longer applicable. [21]–[24] assume that
all semantic information extracted from the original data can
be transmitted through the network, ignoring the practical
problem of resource constraints in infinite communication such
as bandwidth, power, and latency; At the same time, research
on resource allocation in some existing wireless networks is
not applicable for semantic communication. [13]–[16] did not
fully consider the computational energy consumption brought
about in the creation, use, and updating of KGs. In the face of
massive data and huge energy consumption in communication
systems today, it is not possible to fully utilize the energy input
into the system. Meanwhile, it is unreasonable to directly apply
KGs in the field of communication without any changes.

Semantic communication focuses on the accurate and effi-
cient accomplishment of communication tasks at the semantic
level rather than precise transmission at the bit level, enabling
it to better adapt to communication tasks with increasing
data volume and lower latency requirements. At the level of
semantic information extraction and representation, KG is a
commonly used approach. Based on this, how to consider the
entire process of information transmission more comprehen-
sively and apply more adaptive multi access technology to
make the constructed semantic communication system more
‘green’ is the underlying starting point of this design. In view
of this, this paper conducts research on the construction and
optimization of multi-user semantic communication systems
using probability KGs. The key contributions of the paper are
listed as follows:

• We propose a probabilistic knowledge graph (PKG) aided
semantic communication system model by designing a
semantic compression process consisting of the compres-
sion, transmission and decompression process the seman-
tic information extracted and represented by the PKG
under a multi-user scenario. The parameter semantic com-
pression ratio (SCR) is as well introduced as a variable
that can be mapped to both computational overhead and
communication overhead to jointly consider the energy
consumption of computation and communication process.
Simultaneously given the overlapping nature of tasks
needed to be transmitted for multi-user, we introduce rate-
splitting multiple access (RSMA) to further alleviate the
total energy consumption of the proposed system to make
it more green.

• Based on the proposed multi-user green semantic com-
munication system model, we formulate an optimization
problem to minimize system energy consumption by
comprehensively considering computation and commu-
nication. On the basis of solving the power allocation
and beamforming design sub-problem, the senmantic
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compression ratio sub-problem and the computation ca-
pacity allocation sub-problem respectively, we propose an
alternating optimization algorithm to obtain an equivalent
optimal solution to the original problem by iteratively and
alternately optimizing the three sub-problems.

• Simulations on the system energy consumption of the
three sub-problems, respectively, before and after the
optimization process are launched firstly, verifying the
correctness of the solutions to the sub-problems, which
can further ensure the correctness of the solution to the
original optimal problem. Subsequently, in the case of
optimal resource allocation, we compared the total energy
consumption of the system under different communica-
tion environments with or without the introduction of the
semantic compression model to illustrate the effectiveness
of the introduction of the semantic compression process
in reducing system energy consumption. Last but not
least, simulations on the total energy consumption of
the system under different the multiple access modes,
such as space division multiple access (SDMA) and
non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) are carried out
under different communication conditions to illustrate the
adaptability of the multiple access mode to the proposed
semantic communication system.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The specific
design of the green probabilistic semantic communication sys-
tem model is illustrated in Section II. Analysis and algorithm
designs of addressing the formulated optimal problem and
its according three sub-problems are presented in Section
III. Simulation process and outcomes are in the Section IV.
Conclusions are drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL DESIGN

With the gradual development of machine learning technol-
ogy and large language models, great progress has been made
in using triples to represent semantic information. However,
from the perspective of the communication field, how to
use triples representing semantic information to convey the
messages with lower power consumption is an interesting and
meaningful topic. In this section, a green probabilistic multi-
user semantic communication system, as shown in Fig. 1,
is proposed with the goal of alleviating the total system
consumption as much as possible. In Fig. 1, the source data are
first extracted to be semantic information, and then undergo
the process of compression, transmission with RSMA and
recovery with the help of the shared PKG and and then
recovered to output containing the same semantic information
at the receiver . In the rest of this section, we first clarify the
definition of PKG, and the tell the process on how to extract
semantic information, compress them at transmitter, transmit
them and recover them at the receiver side.

A. Probabilistic Knowledge Graph

Before introducing system model design, it is necessary to
firstly clarify the concept of PKG.

It is assumed that the local KG has been extracted in
advance at the base station (BS) with the sample data set SD:

SD = {SD1, SD2, . . . , SDZ}, (1)

where SDi stands for the sample data i used to extract KG
by the BS and Z means there are Z samples in the set
utilized to extract the local KG. The basic elements of the local
KG, which are also the semantic information of the semantic
communication, are the triples [25] in the form of:

εji = (hi, r
j
i , ti), (2)

where ϵji stands for the triple consisting of the entity pair
hi and ti with the relation rji pointing from hi to ti. The
subscript i is used to distinguish among different entity pairs,
while the superscript j is used to distinguish among different
relationships within the same entity pair. What we need to
clarify is that, as Fig. 2 showing, for one specific entity pair
hi and ti, there are maybe Ji relations, from r1i to rJi

i , i.e.,
more than one relation.

Based on the definition of triples, if introduce the
probability-related parameter N into the triples, one quadruple
can be established in the form of:

δji = (hi, r
j
i , ti,N

j
i ), (3)

where N j
i is a number set consisting of the serial number of

data samples that can extract the triple εji . For example, as
shown in Fig. 3, if semantic information εji can be extracted
from sample data SD1, SD4, SD7 and SD23, the number set
N j

i = {1, 4, 7, 23}.
On the basis of the definition of N , the probability of a

triple εji in the KG can be defined as:

κ(εji ) =
card

(
N j

i

)
∑Ji

l=1 card
(
N l

i

) = κj
i ,

(4)

where card(A) stands for the operation of calculating the
number of the elements of set A, Ji demonstrates that there
are Ji relations in total of the given entity pair hi and ti.

Further, if
(
∪A
a=1N a

b

)
∩N j

i ̸= 0 the conditional probability
of εba when known εji can be defined as (5) shows.

κ(εab |ε
j
i ) =

card
(
N a

b ∩N j
i

)
card

[(
∪A
a=1N a

b

)
∩N j

i

] = κj
i,a,b, (5)

where A is the total number of the relations pointing from hb

to tb in the local KG. Otherwise, κj
i,a,b = 0.

By expanding the triples of the KG to quadruples, the
concept of constructing PKG on the basis of conventional
knowledge graph is completed and shared PKG between BS
and users can be generated accordingly.

B. Semantic Information Extraction

Consider the situation in which the BS has already generated
a shared PKG before. The downlink is composed of a single
BS with L antennas and K users each with a single antenna,
and each user k has huge data Dk waiting to be sent by the BS
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Fig. 1: System model design of PSC aided multi-user green semantic communication
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Fig. 3: Schematic diagram of probability-related parameter N

and to receive. The semantic information of each data set Dk

are extracted based on the locally obtained knowledge base.
Source data to be transmitted can be represented as

Dk = {Dk1, Dk2, · · · , DkUk
}, (6)

where Dk is the source data of user k, Dkl represents the
l-th piece of the source data Dk and Uk stands for the fact

that there are Uk pieces of source data in total. After being
extracted by the BS, the data to be received of user k, can be
represented as Sk,

Sk = {εyx| εyx can be extracted from Dk}. (7)

Given the fact that there are triples all users need to receive,
we first compare all triples of the K users, find the triples
shared by every user, and merge them into shared triples,
denoted as U0,

U0 = ∩K
k=1Sk (8)

The rest triples stay still and are denoted as private triples.
For user k, private triple set is Uk,

Uk = Sk − U0 (9)

Shared triples and private triples form the semantic infor-
mation set S need to transmit,

S = ∪K
k=0Uk (10)

C. Semantic Information Compression
Denote the set containing the triples sharing the same entity

pair as one quadruple set,

∆i =

{
hi,
[(
r1i ,N 1

i

)
, . . . ,

(
rJi
i ,N Ji

i

)]
, ti

}
, (11)

where ∆i is the quadruple set with entity pair hi and ti, and
Ji relations between hi and ti.

Assume that there are Φ quadruple sets can be constructed
from the local KG. Utilizing the definitions of the probability,
we first calculate the probability of all the triples and form the
probability matrix with no prior knowledge,

κ =


κ1
1 κ2

1 . . . κJ1
1 . . . 0

...
...

κ1
m κ2

m . . . . . . . . . κJm
m

...
...

κ1
Φ κ2

Φ . . . κJΦ

Φ . . . 0

 ∈ RΦ×Jm , (12)
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where κj
i means the probability corresponding to quadruple

δji in ∆i, and Jm = max{Ji}Φi=1. In order to ensure that each
row of the probability matrix can represent a quadruple set,
the rows corresponding to the quadruples with fewer relations
are padded with zeros.

To reduce the communication overhead, we can omit the
relation of the triple that is most likely to appear in a given
entity pair, and a marker, ϕn, with very little information can
be used to indicate the round n in which the relation of the
triple is omitted. Denote a triple whose relation is replaced by
the marker, as oni ,

oni = (hi, ϕn, ti), (13)

where oni is the triple degraded at round n.
For the semantic information set S in a specific transmission

task, to find the triples which can be degraded, traverse
every triple of the set. If the probability corresponding to
an arbitrary triple εji is the value of the matrix κ and this
value is the maximum value of one row, εji is supposed to
be degraded to oni . After the first round of traversal, some
triples in the set S have completed degradation. Taking the
triples degraded during the first traversal as condition, a one-
dimensional conditional probability matrix can be calculated.
For example, if there are three triples {ε52, ε37} are judged to
be degenerated in the first compression round, and they will
be denoted as {o12, o17}. Taking o12 as the condition, calculate
the conditional probability of each triple in each quadruple set
to obtain κ

o12
1 , which can be expressed as:

κ
o12
1 =



κ1
1,1,2 . . . κJ1

1,1,2 . . . 0
...

...
κ1
m,1,2 . . . . . . . . . κJm

m,1,2
...

...
κ1
Φ,1,2 . . . κJΦ

Φ,1,2 . . . 0


(14)

where subscript 1 and superscript o12 of κo12
1 mean that it is a

one-dimensional matrix and it takes o12 as the prior knowledge,
respectively. Then traverse the triples that are not degenerate.
If the conditional probability value corresponding to a triple
is in the matrix κ

o12
1 and is the maximum value of a row of

the matrix, replace the relation by the token ϕ2 and record
it as degenerate as well. Then generate new one-dimensional
conditional probability matrices κ

o17
1 based on o17, traverse the

non-degraded triples with the same replacement principle, and
the second compression round is completed.

Subsequently, by constructing two-dimensional probability
matrices, three-dimensional probability matrices and even Q-
dimensional probability matrices, the third, the fourth, and
even the (Q+1)-th round of semantic information compression
can be completed. It is obvious that if there are n1 triples
replaced in the first round, there will be C1

n1
one-dimensional

matrices to be calculated in the second round, and without
loss of generality, if there are nQ triples replaced in the Q-th
round, there will be CQ∑Q

i=1 ni
matrices in Q-dimension to be

calculated in the (Q+ 1)-th round.
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Fig. 4: Mapping relation between Ω and L1(Ω)

While the operation to omit the relation of some triples
can reduce the communication overhead, it will introduce
computational overhead in some degree. Specifically speaking,
according to the compression principles introduced above,
the computational overhead of probability calculation without
prior knowledge and conditional probability calculation is
different, and as the number of compression rounds increases,
the probability matrix that needs to be calculated in each
round will increase nonlinearly. However, the triples that can
be degraded in each round may not increase proportionally.

As a consequence, defining a reasonable parameter that can
describe the number of degenerate triples and can also connect
computation and communication overhead is crucial, and the
parameter is semantic compression ratio (SCR). If denote
uk = card(Uk),∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, where K = {1, 2, . . . ,K},
the SCR can be represented as

Ωk =

∑Q
j=1 dkj∑K
k=0 uk

, (15)

where dkj denotes the number of the degenerate triples in the
j-th round of compression of user k, and k = 0 stands for the
shared information.

On the basis of the characteristic of the semantic infor-
mation compression, we can fit the computational overhead
L1(Ω) using the piecewise function of the colored line in
Fig. 4, and the segmented interval is related to the number
of compression rounds. By local training, the values of com-
pression ratio and computational overhead at the segmentation
points can be obtained, thereby obtaining the slope and inter-
cept of each line segment. Computational overhead is

L1(Ωk) = AsΩk +Bs. (16)

where As and Bs are the determined slope and intercept,
respectively, with given SCR Ωk.

For communication overhead, equal-length coding is used
to encode triples. Given the fact that the relation of a triple
contains a larger amount of information, for εji , half of the
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code word is used to encode rji , and the remaining half of
the code word is used to encode hi and ti. For convenience
of description, denote that hi and ti both contain R bits, and
rji contains 2R. Since the makers can be represented with
very short bits, it can be omitted during the transmission.
Communication overhead L2(Ω) can be expressed as:

L2(Ω) = 2R(2− Ω),Ω ∈ [0, 1]. (17)

After the compression process, we can obtain the output of
semantic information compression model C as shown in Fig. 1.

D. Downlink RSMA Semantic Communication Model

Considering the feature that the triples are divided into
shared ones and private ones, we utilize RSMA for the
semantic information transmission of the multiple users.

Signal x, to be transmitted in the BS, can be written as:

x =
√
p0w0m0 +

K∑
k=1

√
pkwkmk, (18)

where w0 is the transmit beamforming of the shared informa-
tion m0 consisting of the shared triples, wk is the transmit
beamforming of the private information mk consisting of the
private triples of user k, p0 stands for the transmit power
allocated to shared information, and pk stands for the transmit
power allocated to private information of user k.

For user k, the received information can be written as:

yk = hH
k x+ nk, (19)

where hk stands for the channel gain between the BS and user
k, and nk is the Gaussian noise with the power σ2. Then the
rate of user k to decode the shared information is

sk = Blog2

(
1 +

p0|hH
k w0|2∑K

j=1 pj |hH
k wj |2 + σ2

)
, (20)

where B is the bandwidth of BS. To ensure all the users can
decode the shared information successfully, the rate of the
shared information is supposed to be set as [26]:

s0 = min
k∈K

sk. (21)

Note that in addition to shared information and private
information of user k, other messages are interference to user
k, the rate of user k to decode the private information can be
presented as:

qk = Blog2

(
1 +

pk|hH
k wk|2∑K

j=1,j ̸=k pj |hH
k wj |2 + σ2

)
. (22)

According to the coding rules of RSMA strategy [27],
at receiver side, users first decode the received messages
with successive interference cancellation (SIC) technique and
obtain the received semantic information C′.

With the help of artificial intelligence generated content
(AIGC) model employed in user side, the received semantic
information C′ can generate the source data output D′.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND ALGORITHM DESIGN

In this section, we first formulate the problem on minimiz-
ing the system energy consumption comprehensively consider-
ing the communication and computation during transmission.
Then, an alternative algorithm is proposed by optimizing sub-
problems of joint power allocation and beamforming design,
computation capacity allocation and semantic compression
ratio. The joint power allocation and beamforming design
problem can be approximated by a convex problem and then
solved by existing convex optimization toolbox. Computation
capacity allocation sub-problem can be proven to be convex af-
ter some processing. Semantic compression ratio sub-problem
can be derived to obtain its optimal closed-form solution.

A. Problem Formulation

For a transmission task involving K users and one BS,
assume that there are u0 shared triples and uk private triples
of user k. After certain rounds of compression, assume the
SCR of shared triples is Ω0 and the SCR of private triples
of user k is Ωk, which consist the compression vector Ω =
[Ω0,Ω1, . . . ,ΩK ]T .

Define f = [f0, f1, . . . , fK ]T , where fk is the computation
capacity allocated for user k, and f0 is the computation
capacity allocated for compressing shared information. For
user k, jointly consider the compression for the semantic
information in the BS and transmission from the BS to user
k, and the time delay can be presented as:

τk =
L1(Ωk)

fk
+

ukL2(Ωk)

qk
. (23)

For shared information, its time delay can be described as:

τ0 =
L1(Ω0)

f0
+

u0L2(Ω0)

s0
. (24)

In order to ensure that semantic information has a satisfying
accuracy between the transmitter and the receiver, the semantic
accuracy parameter A(S,S ′) is introduced [28]:

Ak(Sk,S ′
k) =

∑I
i=1 min {σ(Sk, εi), σ(S ′

k, εi)}∑I
i=1 min {σ(Sk, εi)}

, (25)

where I means the total number of the different triples in
the semantic information set Sk is I , S ′

k is the semantic
information received and recovered by user k, and σ(S, εi)
is the number of occurrences of εi in S.

The total computation energy consumption includes the
energy consumption caused by the compression of both shared
information and each user’s private information, i.e.,

E1 =

K∑
k=0

ξL1(Ωk)fk
2, (26)

where ξ is a constant coefficient to measure the effective
switched capacitance.

For communication part, the total communication energy
consumption have both shared part and private part. If define
p = [p0, p1, . . . , pK ]T , where p0 is the power allocated to
sent the shared information, pk is the power allocated to sent
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the private information of user k, total communication energy
consumption is

E2 =
u0L2(Ω0)

so
+

K∑
k=1

ukL2(Ωk)

qk
. (27)

If assume W = [w0,w1, . . . ,wK] is the matrix rep-
resenting the beamforming of the users, where wk is the
beamforming vector of user k, based on (26) and (27), we
can construct the following joint optimization problem with
the objective function that is to minimize the total energy
consumption of the system.

min
p,W,f ,Ω

E = E1 + E2, (28)

s.t.
K∑

k=0

pk ≤ Pmax, (28a)

K∑
k=0

fk ≤ Fmax, (28b)

τk ≤ Tmax,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (28c)
Ak({S}, {S′

k}) ≥ Amin,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (28d)
fk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (28e)
pk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (28f)
0 ≤ Ωk ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (28g)
∥wk∥ = 1,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (28h)

where Pmax is the total maximum transmission power, Fmax
is the maximum computation capacity, Tmax is the maximum
time delay acceptable to all the users and Amin is the minimum
value of the semantic accuracy. The objective of the optimiza-
tion problem is to minimize the energy consumption of the
semantic communication system while obeying all constraints.

Optimizing problem (28) involves many variables, and the
objective function and constraints cannot be directly converted
into convex. Therefore, we propose an alternating optimiza-
tion method to solve the problem, which is decomposed the
original problem into the following three sub-problems. In the
optimization in the following three subsection, we omit the
constant in the objective function.

B. Joint Optimization of Power Allocation and Beamforming
Design

When given the semantic compression ratio vector and
computation capacity vector, the constraints (28b), (28e), (28g)
and (28h) can be taken away from consideration. The sub-
problem of jointly optimize power control and beamforming
design can be formulated as:

min
p,W

E = ξ

K∑
k=0

(
AkΩk +Bk

)
fk

2 + 2R
[u0

(
2− Ω0

)
p0

s0

+

K∑
j=1

uj

(
2− Ωj

)
pj

qj

]
, (29)

s.t.
K∑

k=0

pk ≤ Pmax, (29a)

2Ruk(2− Ωk)

qk
+

AkΩk +Bk

fk
≤ Tmax,∀k ∈ K,

(29b)
2Ru0(2− Ω0)

s0
+

A0Ω0 +B0

f0
≤ Tmax (29c)

pk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (29d)
∥wk∥ = 1,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}. (29e)

Due to the fact that both the objective function and the
constraints (29b) and (29e) are all non-convex, problem (29)
is non-convex. To handle this, first and foremost, it is obvious
that when Ω and f are given, the first and the last terms of
the objective function in (29) are constants. Then to figure the
non-convexity of the middle term, i.e. the energy consumption
caused by communication, we utilize the parameter pk

2 to
replace pk for every k ∈ K ∪ {0} and introduce the slack
parameter ζ = [ζ0, ζ1, . . . , ζK ]T , and then problem (29) can
be equivalently transformed to:

min
p,W,ζ

2R
[u0

(
2− Ω0

)
p20

ζ0
+

K∑
j=1

uj

(
2− Ωj

)
p2j

ζj

]
, (30)

s.t.
K∑

k=0

p2k ≤ Pmax, (30a)

2Ruk(2− Ωk)

ζk
≤ Tk

′,∀k ∈ K, (30b)

2Ru0(2− Ω0)

ζ0
≤ T ′

0, (30c)

ζ0 ≤ Blog2

(
1 +

p20|hH
k w0|2∑K

j=1 p
2
j |hH

k wj |2 + σ2

)
,

∀k ∈ K, (30d)

ζk ≤ Blog2

(
1 +

p2k|hH
k wk|2∑K

j=1,j ̸=k p
2
j |hH

k wj |2 + σ2

)
,

∀k ∈ K, (30e)
ζk, pk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (30f)
∥wk∥ ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}. (30g)

where constraint (29e) is replaced by inequality without loss
of generality an T ′

k are constants,

Tk
′ = Tmax −

AkΩk +Bk

fk
,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}. (31)

The reason why p2k is introduced to replace the pk is that

the Hessian matrix of function
pk

2

ζk
is semi-positive definite,

Hk =


∂2 p2k

ζk

∂p2
k

∂2 p2k
ζk

∂pk∂ζk

∂2 p2k
ζk

∂ζk∂ζk

∂2 p2k
ζk

∂ζ2
k

 =
2

ζ3k

[
ζ2k −pkζk

−pkζk p2k

]
, (32)

whose quadratic form is:

vHHkv = (v1ζk − v2pk)
2 ≥ 0, (33)

where v = [v1, v2]
T stands for an arbitrary non-zero vector.

Therefore function
pk

2

ζk
is convex. Consequently, the objective
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function is in the form of the sum of (K+1) convex functions
and a constant, i.e. it is convex. Subsequently, we need to
tackle the non-convexity of constraint (30d) and (30e).

Through Introducing slack variable α = [α1, . . . , αK ]T and
β = [β1, . . . , βK ]T , constraint (30) can be reformulated as:

min
p,W,ζ,α,β

2R
[u0

(
2− Ω0

)
p20

ζ0
+

K∑
j=1

uj

(
2− Ωj

)
p2j

ζj

]
, (34)

s.t.
K∑
i=0

p2i ≤ Pmax, (34a)

2Ruk(2− Ωi)

ζk
,≤ Tk

′,∀k ∈ K, (34b)

2Ru0(2− Ω0)

ζ0
≤ T ′

0 (34c)

ζ0 ≤ Blog2 (1 + αk) ,∀k ∈ K, (34d)
ζk ≤ Blog2 (1 + βk) ,∀k ∈ K, (34e)
∥wk∥ ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (34f)
ζk, pk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (34g)

αk ≤ p20|hH
k w0|2∑K

j=1 p
2
j |hH

k wk|2 + σ2
,∀k ∈ K, (34h)

βk ≤ p2k|hH
k wk|2∑K

j=1,j ̸=k p
2
j |hH

k wj |2 + σ2
,∀k ∈ K. (34i)

In problem (34), constraints (34h) and (34i) are non-convex,
and we utilize successive convex approximation (SCA) method
to tackle this.

Introduce slack variable γ = [γ1, . . . , γK ]T , and constraint
(34h) can be equivalent to

K∑
j=1

p2j |hH
k wj |2 + σ2 ≤ γk,∀k ∈ K, (35)

αkγk ≤ p20|hH
k w0|2,∀k ∈ K, (36)

For constraint (35), the left hand of it can be written as:

K∑
j=1

1

4

[ (
p2j + |hH

k wj |2
)2 − (p2j − |hH

k wj |2)2
]
+ σ2. (37)

To tackle the non-convexity of (37), we replace it with its
first-order Taylor approximation and we can get

K∑
j=1

1

4

{(
p2j + |hH

k wj |2
)2 − [(p(n)j

)2
− |hH

k w
(n)
j |2

]2
+ 4

[(
p
(n)
j

)2
− |hH

k w
(n)
j |2

]
p
(n)
j

(
pj − p

(n)
j

)
+ 4

[(
p
(n)
j

)2
− |hH

k w
(n)
j |2

](
Re[hH

k w
(n)
j wH

j hi]− |hH
k w

(n)
j |2

)}
+ σ2 ≤ γk,∀k ∈ K, (38)

where the superscript (n) means the value of the variable in
the n-th iteration.

The same story, for (36), it can be written as

1

4

[
(αk + γk)

2 − (αk − γk)
2
]
≤ 1

4

[(
p20 + |hH

k w0|2
)2

−
(
p20 − |hH

k w0|2
)2]

,∀k ∈ K. (39)

It can be acknowledged that we cannot make hH
k w0 always

a real value for arbitrary k ∈ K at the same time by changing
the beamforming w0, hence we replace both side of (39) with
respectively first-order Taylor approximation. For ∀k ∈ K,

(αk + γk)
2 −

(
α
(n)
k − γ

(n)
k

)2
− 2

(
α
(n)
k − γ

(n)
k

)
(αk − α

(n)
k )

+ 2
(
α
(n)
k − γ

(n)
k

)
(γk − γ

(n)
k )

≤
[(

p
(n)
0

)2
+ |hH

k w
(n)
0 |2

]2
−
(
p20 − |hH

k w0|2
)2

+ 4

[(
p
(n)
0

)2
+ |hH

k w
(n)
0 |2

]
p
(n)
0

(
p0 − p

(n)
0

)
+ 4

[(
p
(n)
0

)2
+ |hH

k w
(n)
0 |2

]
Re
[
hH
k w

(n)
0 wH

0 hk − |hH
k w

(n)
0 |2

]
+ σ2,

(40)

which is convex now.
For constraint (34i), without loss of generality, it can also

be equivalent to

K∑
j=1,j ̸=k

p2j |hH
k wj |2 + σ2 ≤ ηk,∀k ∈ K, (41)

βkηk ≤ p2k|hH
k wk|2,∀k ∈ K, (42)

where ηk is a non-negative slack variable.
For constraint (41), the left hand of it can be written as:

K∑
j=1,j ̸=k

(
p2j + |hH

k wj |2
)2 − (p2j − |hH

k wj |2)2

4
+ σ2. (43)

Replace (43) with its first-order Taylor approximation and
we can get the new constraint:

K∑
j=1,j ̸=k

1

4

{(
p2j + |hH

k wj |2
)2 − [(p(n)j

)2
− |hH

k w
(n)
j |2

]2
− 4

[(
p
(n)
j

)2
− |hH

k w
(n)
j |2

]
p
(n)
j

(
pj − p

(n)
j

)
+ 4

[(
p
(n)
j

)2
− |hH

k w
(n)
j |2

](
Re[hH

k w
(n)
j wH

j hk]− |hH
k w

(n)
j |2

)}
+ σ2 ≤ ηk,∀k ∈ K, (44)

Moreover, by changing the phase of beamforming, we can
always get hH

k wk in (42) as a real value. Hence, (42) can be
rewritten as: √

βkηk
pk

≤ hH
k wk,∀k ∈ K. (45)

Faced with the fact that the right hand of (45) is linear, we
are going to use the first-order Taylor series to expand the
non-convex left hand side of it. Then constraint (45) can be
rewritten as:
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√
β
(n)
k η

(n)
k

p
(n)
k

+
η
(n)
k

p
(n)
k

√
β
(n)
k

(βk − β
(n)
k ) +

β
(n)
k

p
(n)
k

√
η
(n)
k

(ηk − η
(n)
k )

−

√
β
(n)
k η

(n)
k

(p
(n)
k )2

(pk − p
(n)
k ) ≤ hH

k wk,∀k ∈ K (46)

After operating Taylor approximations, we obtain the con-
vex approximations of (38) (40) and (44) (46) which are
respectively equivalent to the constraint (34g) and (34h).
Therefore problem (34) can be further approximated as

min
p,W,ζ,α,β,γ,η

2R
[u0

(
2− Ω0

)
p20

ζ0
+

K∑
j=1

uj

(
2− Ωj

)
p2j

ζj

]
,

(47)
s.t. (34a)− (34g), (38), (40), (44), (46), (47a)

ηk, γk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K, (47b)

which can be solved by existing optimization tool box.

C. Semantic Compression Ratio Optimization
There are two difficulties standing in the way concerning

compression ratio, i.e. the constraint of implicit expression of
semantic accuracy, which has no mathematical expressions and
the computational overhead function isn’t smooth.

To deal with first difficulty, we first analyze the trend of
accuracy and compression ratio. Considering the fact that
more correct information is used to recover the semantic
information, the higher semantic accuracy can be gotten, the
semantic accuracy always decreases with the compression ratio
increases. Thus, constraint (28a) can be equivalent to

Ωk ≤ Θ, (48)

where Θ is the compression ratio corresponding to minimum
semantic accuracy Amin and can be obtained via simulations.

To address the second difficult, we first review Fig.4. The
slopes of L1(Ω) do not decrease, so L1(Ω) is convex, i.e.,

L1(Ωk) = max
i=1,2...,S

(AiΩk +Bi). (49)

When given the the power allocation, beamforming design,
and computation allocation, the compression rate optimization
sub-problem can be written as

min
Ω

E = ξ

K∑
k=0

[
max

i=1,2...,S
(AiΩk +Bi)

]
f2
k

− 2R(
u0Ω0p0

s0
+

K∑
j=1

ujΩjpj
qj

), (50)

s.t.
max

i=1,2...,S
(AiΩk +Bi)

fi
+ 2R

(2− Ωk)uk

qk
} ≤ Tmax,

∀k ∈ K (50a)
max

i=1,2...,S
(AiΩ0 +Bi)

f0
+ 2R

(2− Ω0)u0

s0
≤ Tmax,

(50b)
0 ≤ Ωk ≤ Θ,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}. (50c)

It can be observed that the optimization objective in problem
(50) is to sum K + 1 convex functions and subtract K + 1
linear functions, i.e. the objective function is convex, and its
constraints are obvious convex constraints. Therefore, existing
optimization tools can be utilized to solve the problem.

D. Computation Capacity Allocation Optimization

When given semantic compression ratio, power allcation
vector and beamforming design, the sub-problem of computa-
tion capacity can be formulated as:

min
f

E = ξ

K∑
k=0

(AkΩk +Bk)f
2
k , (51)

s.t.
K∑

k=0

fk ≤ Fmax, (51a)

(AkΩk +Bk)

fk
≤ Tk

′′
,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (51b)

fk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}, (51c)

where

Ti
′′ = Tmax −

2Ruk(2− Ωk)

qk
,∀k ∈ K. (52)

T0
′′ = Tmax −

2Ru0(2− Ω0)

s0
. (53)

Considering the fact that time delay caused by computation
cannot be zero, i.e. T ′′ ̸= 0, constraint (51b) is equivalent to

fk ≥ AkΩk +Bk

Tk
′′ > 0,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}. (54)

Construct Lagrange function of problem (51) with Lagrange
multiplier λ1 and µ = [µ0, µ1 . . . , µK ]T , and we can get

L(f , λ1,µ) = ξ

K∑
k=0

(AkΩk +Bk)f
2
k

+ λ1(

K∑
i=0

fk − Fmax) +

K∑
k=0

µk

(
AkΩk +Bk

Tk
′′ − fk

)
, (55)

where λ1 ≥ 0 and µk ≥ 0. We can first get the derivation of
(55) about fk and make it equal to zero, then we can obtain

∂L(f , λ1,µ)

∂fk
= 2ξ(AkΩk +Bk)fk + λ1 − µk = 0, (56)

i.e.,

fk =
µk − λ1

ξ(AkΩk +Bk)
,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0} (57)

From (54), we know that any fk is non-negative, thus
numerator of (57) is non-negative. Because λ1 ≥ 0, uk > 0.
According to complementary slackness of (55), we can get the
closed-form solution to (51)

f∗
k =

AkΩk +Bk

Tk
′′ ,∀k ∈ K ∪ {0}. (58)
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Algorithm 1: Alternating Algorithm for Problem (28)

Input: Initialized parameters p(0), f (0), W(0), Ω(0);
i = 0, and maximum iteration number I2

Output: Minimal system energy consumption Emin;
Optimal parameters p∗, f∗, W∗, Ω∗

1 while i ̸= I2 do
2 Solve problem (29) through solving a set of convex

sub-problems (47) using the successive convex
approximation method with given f (i−1) and
Ω(i−1) and obtain the optimal solution for this
sub-problem at this iteration W(i) and p(i).

3 Solve problem (50) using the existing optimize
tool with given f (i−1), W(i) and p(i), and obtain
the optimal solution for this sub-problem at this
iteration Ω(i).

4 Solve problem (51) via utilizing the derived
closed-form of optimal solutions to it with given
Ω(i), W(i) and p(i), and obtain the optimal
solution for this sub-problem at this iteration f (i).

5 Calculate the value of the objective function (28).
6 end

E. Algorithm Design and Analysis

The overall green probabilistic semantic communication re-
source allocation is presented in Algorithm 1. The complexity
of solving problem (28) is determined by the solving process
of the three sub-problems at each iteration. According to [29],
the complexity of acquiring the optimal solution to problem
(47) is O(Y 2

1 Y2), where Y1 = (L + 6)K + L + 2 is the
number of the variables and Y2 = 12K + 5 is the number
of the constraints. Therefore, the total complexity of solving
joint power allocation and beamforming design sub-problem is
O(I1L

2K3), where I1 is the number of iterations for the SCA
method. The semantic compression ratio optimization sub-
problem involves the complexity of O(K3S) with the interior-
point method for solving the convex problem. Given the fact
that problem (51) has the closed-form solution, the complexity
of it is O(K). Hence, the total complexity of solving problem
(28) is O(I1I2L

2K3+I2K
3S+I2K) = O(I1I2L

2K3), where
I2 is the number of outer iterations of Algorithm 1.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we first accomplish the verification of the
correctness of solving the three sub-problems via MATLAB
simulations, and subsequently, based on the alternating opti-
mization algorithm proposed in Algorithm 1, we completed the
solution to problem (28) and obtained corresponding results.

A. Sub-problems Solving Verification

In simulations, we set the bandwidth of the BS is B =
20MHz and the maximum transmit power Pmax and com-
putation capacity Fmax are 30dBm and 109Hz, respectively.
The allowed maximum time delay is set as Tmax = 1s.
The constants, effective switched capacitance ξ = 10−28, the
information contained in every triple 4R = 4× 32bit, and the

TABLE I: MAIN SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Parameter Symbol Value
Bandwidth of the B B 20MHz

Maximum transmit power Pmax 30dBm
Effective switched capacitance ξ 10−28

Power spectral density of the noise σ2 −174dBm/Hz
Maximum time delay Tmax 1s

Maximum computation capacity Fmax 109Hz
Information contained in every triple 4R 4× 32bit

The number of antenna L 4
The number of users K 5

power spectral density of the noise σ2 = −174dBm/Hz, are
set as Table I shown.

To verify the correctness of the outcomes of the sub-
problems solving, we compare the obtained optimal solution to
the sub-problems with the non-optimal schemes. The optimal
solution to the sub-problem is labeled as ‘Proposed’. In Fig. 5,
the baselines labeled as ‘Conventional’ and ‘RA’ mean based
on the given maximum transmit power limit, the maximum
power is evenly and randomly distributed to the transmission
of shared information and the transmission of K users’ private
information, respectively. Fig. 5(a) shows that the changes in
system energy consumption corresponding to the three alloca-
tion methods as the bandwidth changes, and Fig. 5(b) sets the
variable as the total amount of data to be transmitted. It can be
found that no matter which variable is, the allocation method
that has been optimized always corresponds to the minimum
system energy consumption under the same conditions.

In terms of the compression ratio sub-problem, Fig. 6
demonstrates the simulation results. The proposed optimiza-
tion method is labeled as ‘Proposed’, the baseline labeled as
‘Conventional’ means during the transmission task, PSC model
is not introduced, and the baseline ‘RA’ means under the
premise of satisfying the constraints of the sub-problem, the
transmission of shared messages and the private messages of
K users are randomly assigned semantic compression ratios.
As Fig. 6(a) reveals, after solving the convex problem, the
system energy consumption corresponding to ‘Proposed’ under
the same conditions is always the lowest. The same story
happens as Fig. 6(b) shows. However, we can find that when
the data size is rather small, the quantity relation about system
consumption between ‘Conventional’ and ‘RA’ is not the same
of when the data size is larger, i.e. ‘RA’ consumes more energy
than ‘Conventional’. It may happen owing to the reason that
the power allocation, beamforming design and computation
capacity allocation at this time are not optimal under the
simulation conditions at this time, and there is an unreasonable
random compression rate for each user and public information,
which may make its performance worse than that without
compression.

Fig. 7 shows the outcomes of simulations on the topic of
computation capacity allocation sub-problem. The baselines
are set the same as in the Fig. 5. According to the derived result
in (58), we can obtain the line ‘Proposed’. As the total amount
of data increases, all three lines show an increasing trend,
and the total energy consumption of the system corresponding
to the optimal solution is less than that corresponding to the
random allocation and average allocation ones.



11

7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Bandwidth (MHz)

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4
T

ot
al

 c
om

pu
ta

tio
n 

an
d 

co
m

un
ic

at
io

n 
en

er
gy

 (
J)

Conventional
Proposed
RA

(a) System energy consumption versus Bandwidth

4000 4500 5000 5500

Data size (Kbits)

0.3

0.35

0.4

0.45

0.5

0.55

0.6

0.65

0.7

T
ot

al
 c

om
pu

ta
tio

n 
an

d 
co

m
un

ic
at

io
n 

en
er

gy
 (

J)

Conventional
Proposed
RA

(b) System energy consumption versus Data size

Fig. 5: Simulation results of power allocation and beamforming design sub-problem solving verification
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Fig. 6: Simulation results of compression ratio sub-problem solving verification

B. Optimization Problem Simulation Results and Analysis

The proposed method is labeled as ‘RSMA’. In order to
verify the superiority of the proposed probabilistic semantic
compression model, we set up a control group, which does
not use the compression model to send semantic information
but directly transmits it, labeled as ‘Conventional’ [30]. On the
other hand, in order to prove the adaptability of RSMA to the
proposed model, we set up different multiple access methods
using SDMA and NOMA for comparison.

Fig. 8 illustrates that whether the data to be transmitted
is compressed or not, the total energy consumption of the
system using RSMA is always less than that of the system
using SDMA and NOMA. In particular, when the available

bandwidth of the total system is small, the energy con-
sumption required by the SDMA method increases sharply,
while the energy consumption required by the RSMA method
still increases in a relatively smooth manner, proving that
it is more appropriate to use RSMA to build a semantic
communication transmission system. At the same time, by
comparing the two lines of ‘Conventional’ and ‘RSMA’, it
can be acknowledged that after PKG model is performed,
the semantic communication system that jointly optimizes
computation and communication can achieve lower energy
consumption under the same bandwidth conditions.

Fig. 9 presents the results on the total computation and
communication energy versus data size varies. According to
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Fig. 7: Simulation results of computation capacity allocation sub-problem solving verification
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Fig. 8: Total computation and communication energy con-
sumption vs. bandwidth of the system

the figure, as the amount of data to be transmitted increases,
the total energy consumption of the system corresponding to
the four curves continues to increase. Among them, the energy
consumption corresponding to the SDMA method is always
the highest, followed by the NOMA method. The performance
of the curve that uses the RSMA method for communication
but does not use the semantic compression model proposed in
the paper is rather favorable, and the proposed model has the
best performance in the transmission task.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have developed the PSC system from
the single user scenario to multiuser scenario with RSMA.
After sequentially modeling the representation, compression,
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Fig. 9: Total computation and communication energy con-
sumption vs. data size

transmission and recovering of multiuser semantic informa-
tion, we constructed an optimization problem to minimize the
energy consumption of the system on the basis of satisfying
certain optimization constraints. An alternating optimization
algorithm is then proposed to solve the energy-minimize
problem. Simulation results indicate that the proposed system
exhibits a better performance than the model using no semantic
compression and the models adapting other multiple access
methods.
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