arXiv:2302.07142v2 [eess.SP] 7 Jul 2023

Semantic Importance-Aware Communications Using Pre-trained Language Models

Shuaishuai Guo, Senior Member, IEEE, Yanhu Wang, Shujing Li, and Nasir Saeed, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—This letter proposes a semantic importance-aware communication (SIAC) scheme using pre-trained language models (e.g., ChatGPT, BERT, etc.). Specifically, we propose a cross-layer design with a pre-trained language model embedded in/connected by the cross-layer manager. The pre-trained language model is utilized to quantify the semantic importance of data frames. Based on the quantified semantic importance, we investigate semantic importance-aware power allocation. Unlike existing deep joint source-channel coding (Deep-JSCC)-based semantic communication schemes, SIAC can be directly embedded into current communication systems by only introducing a crosslayer manager. Our experimental results show that the proposed SIAC scheme can achieve lower semantic loss than existing equalpriority communications.

Index Terms—Semantic communications, pre-trained language model, power allocation, data importance.

I. INTRODUCTION Semantic communications aim to convey semantic information efficiently and minimize semantic-level loss rather than bit-level errors during transmission [1]. There exist three different kinds of applications that urgently need semantic communications. The first type requires large amounts of data to be transmitted in a short period, such as augmented reality/virtual reality (AR/VR), intelligent transportation/factory, and healthcare [2]. The second type consists of humanmachine communications, as human beings communicate efficiently at a semantic level and wish to communicate with machines as well at the semantic level. The third type is communication in harsh environments where the transmission suffers from severe channel attenuation, such as deep space communications [3] and underwater communications [4].

Semantic communications are currently implemented using two different ways. The first way is the traditional sourcechannel separation method, where the transmitters deeply compress the data and then transmit the semantic information across the channel. In this way, semantic communications only involve source compression and decompression to minimize semantic loss. Such an approach is compatible with existing

The work is supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant 62171262; in part by Shandong Provincial Natural Science Foundation under Grant ZR2021YQ47; in part by the Taishan Young Scholar under Grant tsqn201909043; in part by Major Scientific and Technological Innovation Project of Shandong Province under Grant 2020CXGC010109. (*Corresponding author: Shuaishuai Guo).

S. Guo, Y. Wang, and S. Li are with the School of Control Science and Engineering, Shandong University, China, and also with Shandong Key Laboratory of Wireless Communication Technologies, Shandong University, China (E-mail:shuaishuai guo@sdu.edu.cn; yh-wang@mail.sdu.edu.cn; lishujing777@mail.sdu.edu.cn ). N. Saeed is with the Department of Electrical and Communication Engineering, United Arab Emirates University (UAEU), Al Ain, United Arab Emirates. E-mail: mr.nasir.saeed@ieee.org.

communication systems with block designs by only introducing semantic encoding, and decoding [5], [6]. However, in such designs, the source and channel parts are totally isolated, which may be far from the joint optimal design. The second way of implementing semantic communications is joint source-channel coding (JSCC) designs by exploiting the potentials of deep learning (DL) [7]–[11]. For instance, [7] utilized the bidirectional long and short term memory network (BLSTM) as JSCC for text transmission to minimize the word error rate. Then, [8] proposed a DL method for JSCC to minimize semantic level loss, referred as Deep-JSCC. [9] recently defined a semantic loss measured by the pre-trained bidirectional encoder representation from transformers (BERT) model and proposed a signal shaping method to minimize the semantic loss. The interested readers are referred to [12] and [13] for recent progress in semantic communications.

Despite the impressive performance of semantic communication schemes based on the JSCC architecture, especially at low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regimes, some issues are still worth further discussion. Firstly, due to the limitations of DL technology, universal semantic-level JSCC techniques have yet to be available [1], i.e., the transceiver needs to be re-designed and re-trained if the task at the receiver or the experienced channels changes. Also, when the network model of the transceiver is large, the cost of training becomes unaffordable. Secondly, guided by Shannon’s source-channel separation theorem [14], existing communication systems mainly adopt separate source and channel coding designs and layered structures. These semantic communication schemes based on the JSCC architecture are incompatible. Therefore, if existing communication systems want to adopt these semantic communication technologies, it would require updating all devices and systems, resulting in high costs.

To avoid the above issues, this letter investigates semantic importance-aware communication schemes (SIAC) by only introducing a cross-layer manager to existing communication systems. Inspired by human-to-human semantic communications where one may speak the important words louder (i.e., using more power) or repeat important words by many times (i.e., repetition coding), we are interested in quantifying the semantic importance and developing SIAC systems. A key question is how to recognize the important words as that in human-to-human communications. It is challenging to develop a mathematical model to quantify the semantic importance, as it is related to the context, background knowledge, and many other factors.

In this letter, we utilize pre-trained language models to quantify the semantic importance of frames. Specifically, two

Fig. 1. Demonstration of SIAC systems, which target to reliably transmit the semantic meaning in data frames.

methods are proposed. The first method adopts pre-trained generative language models. We take the representative chat generative pre-trained transformer (ChatGPT) as an example, and the corresponding communication scheme is referred as ChatGPT-SIAC. It is developed for supporting reliable cloud chat robot (CCR)-to-human semantic communications, where the messages to be transmitted are generated by ChatGPT. In such applications, ChatGPT is only required to emphasize the important words while generating the communication content. However, it is noteworthy that ChatGPT-SIAC needs access to the closed-source ChatGPT^1 and suffers from the randomness of the generative language model. To handle these challenges and broaden the application scenarios of SIAC, we further propose another semantic importance analysis method using pre-trained discriminative language models. We take the representative open-source BERT^2 model as an example and refer to the transmission scheme as BERT-SIAC. Based on the semantic importance of frames output by ChatGPT or BERT, the transmitter can then implement SIAC strategies, making the transmission of important frames more reliable. Our experimental results show that the proposed ChatGPT-SIAC and BERT-SIAC can considerably outperform the existing equalpriority communication strategy in terms of semantic loss.

II. SYSTEM MODEL In this letter, we investigate a communication system that targets to reliably transmit semantic meaning in data frames with limited communication and network resources in-between the transmitter and the receiver, as illustrated in Fig. 1. The potential applications are CCR-to-human communications, or agent-to-agent semantic communications. At the transmitter, we assume there is a batch of messages to be transmitted. In

1As of March 1st, 2023, the license for using ChatGPT is subject to the OpenAI Platform License v1.0. Under the license, one is granted access to the ChatGPT and is permitted to use it to interact with the model.

2BERT is released under the Apache License 2.0, which is a permissive open-source license. The Apache License 2.0 allows one to use, modify, and distribute BERT for both commercial and non-commercial purposes. It grants you the freedom to use the software without restrictions, subject to certain conditions outlined in the license.

Fig. 2. SIAC cross-layer structure with pre-trained language model (e.g., ChatGPT, BERT, etc.) embedded in/connected by the cross-layer manager.

the case of CCR-to-human communications, the messages may be generated by generative language models, e.g., ChatGPT, or selected from a knowledge base system. Before transmission, these messages are split into N number of total frames. Conventional data-oriented communication systems usually overlook the semantic meaning of the data to be transmitted. Therefore, in this letter, we aim to minimize the semantic loss during the data transmission. To do so, we quantify the importance of each frame and perform semantic importanceaware priority-based communications for each frame. Specifically, we propose a cross-layer design with a pre-trained language model embedded in/connected by the cross-layer manager as illustrated in Fig. 2. The manager is connected to all layers and by interacting with the application layer, the pretrained language model can output the semantic importance of frames. By passing the frame importance to the physical, access, network, transport, and application layers, prioritybased parameter configurations can be conducted in one or multiple layers. Here, we list some of the priority-based communication technologies that can be adopted:

• Physical layer: Importance-aware modulation, coding, power control, fading mitigation, and multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) setups;

• Access layer: Importance-aware channel access, power control, error recovery, and retransmissions;

TABLE I IMPORTANT (’1’) AND NON-IMPORTANT (’0’) WORDS IN “IT IS AN IMPORTANT STEP TOWARDS EQUAL RIGHTS FOR ALL PASSENGERS”.

Frame Data It is an important step towards equal rights for all passengers Frame Importance

ChatGPT Output 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 6

ChatGPT Output 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 6

ChatGPT Output 3 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 6

ChatGPT Output 4 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 5

ChatGPT Output 5 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 6

Majority Vote 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 6

Arithmetic Average 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0.8 1 5.8

• Network layer: Importance-aware routing and resource allocation;

• Transport layer: Importance-aware error recovery, retransmissions, and flow control;

• Applications layer: Importance-aware compression and error concealment.

The key to realizing SIAC is recognizing the semantic importance of a frame. However, it is challenging to develop a mathematical model to quantify the semantic importance, as it is related to the context, background knowledge, and many other factors. In the following section, we will present our methods to quantify the semantic importance using pre-trained language models.

III. SEMANTIC IMPORTANCE QUANTIFICATION In this work, we propose two methods to quantify the semantic importance of frames using pre-trained language models. The first one uses pre-trained generative language models. For demonstration, we take the representative Chat- GPT as an example. The second one relies on pre-trained discriminative language models and we take the representative BERT model as an example.

A. Using Generative Language Models Like ChatGPT In CCR-to-human communications, the current most advanced and widely used chat robots are relying on the access of ChatGPT. As the communication content may be generated by ChatGPT, it is straightforward to directly use ChatGPT for recognizing the semantic importance of its generated content. To quantify the semantic importance of frames, we define the frame importance to be the number of words it contains as illustrated in Table I. The more important words a frame contains, the more important the frame is. Based on this definition, ChatGPT only needs to emphasize the important words when generating the communication content. By counting the important words in a frame, the semantic importance of the frame can be quantified.

Nevertheless, this method faces two major challenges. The first challenge is the requirement of accessing the closedsource ChatGPT, narrowing the scope of its usage. The second challenge is that ChatGPT as a generative model has inherent randomness, which can be observed by the fourth output of ChatGPT in the example shown in Table I. This implies that

TABLE II SEMANTIC LOSS OF EACH WORD IN THE SENTENCE “IT IS AN

IMPORTANT STEP TOWARDS EQUAL RIGHTS FOR ALL PASSENGERS”

Word Semantic loss Word Semantic loss

It 0.0274 equal 0.0330

is 0.0163 rights 0.0705

an 0.0574 for 0.0167

important 0.0164 all 0.0084

step 0.0544 passengers 0.0665

towards 0.0754 - -

the critical words ChatGPT recognizes for the same content may differ. As the word importance recognition is done before transmission, it can be conducted often. The randomness can be minimized by fusing multiple results via majority vote or arithmetic average, as shown in Table I.

B. Using Discriminative Language Models Like BERT

Motivated by broadening the application scenarios of SIAC and avoiding the randomness of a generative language model, we further propose an importance indicator of a word/frame using the pre-trained discriminative language models like BERT. Specifically, we define the word/frame importance using the semantic loss caused by the missing word/frame. More loss indicates that the word/frame is more important to the semantic meaning. In this paper, we adopt the semantic loss defined in our previous work [9] using the pre-trained BERT model, which is expressed as

L(m_i, m_j ) = 1 − ϕ(m_i, m_j), (1)

where ϕ(m_i, m_j ) =^{Bψ (mi)T Bψ (mj )}

||B_ψ (m_i)||·||B_ψ(m_j )|| represents the seman-

tic similarity of two messages m_i and m_j . B_ψ (·) stands for the pre-trained BERT model.

To demonstrate the idea, we list an example in Table II. Intuitively, for the sentence “It is an important step towards equal rights for all passengers”, words like “It”, “is” and “for” are not important. When “step”, “rights”, and “ passengers” are missing, it may change the semantic meaning of the sentence. Table II shows that “step”, “rights”, and “passengers” have a more semantic loss, indicating their higher importance.

C. Overhead Analysis

Introducing pre-trained language models to recognize the frame importance before transmission inevitably brings incremental cost and delay. In this part, we classify the application scenarios into three categories and discuss the incremental cost and delay separately. To make the classification easily understood, we take the applications of a CCR (Agent A) helping a visually-impaired person (Human B) to complete daily-life tasks as examples.

1) Communication content is generated by generative language models like ChatGPT: A typical example is that Agent A answers the visually-impaired B’s questions with the help of ChatGPT. In such applications, A only needs to modify the prompts input to ChatGPT to simultaneously highlight the important words. Empirical studies in Section V show that this operation only causes marginal incremental delay, compared to that of generating the communication content without emphasizing the important words.

2) Communication content has already been pre-generated by other sources: A typical example is that Agent A reads a book/newspaper to the visually-impaired B. In such applications, the communication content can be totally pre-processed offline (i.e., off the transmission from A to B). In online transmission, the transmitter only needs to conduct prioritybased communications according to the frame’s importance.

3) Communication content is generated by other sources in real-time: A typical example is that Agent A provides realtime voice navigation service for the visually-impaired B. In such applications, the delay and inference cost of processing the content can not be neglected. Let t_p represent the incremental delay of processing a frame. t_p may vary depending on the network latency, the time taken for processing the request, and the response time of the language models. Among these factors, the response time of the language models is further determined by the complexity of the input text, the available computational resources, and the load on the server. The original language models have a huge number of parameters (e.g., BERT has 340 million parameters, and ChatGPT based on GPT 3.5 has 175 billion parameters), which require significant computational resources to perform inference and may introduce a long delay. Despite the substantial cost and delay, it remains worthwhile in some applications for reliable semantic information delivery. For example, conveying the navigation information to the visually-impaired B reliably at the semantic level may avoid serious dangers. To minimize the cost and delay, one can use a self-hosted version of ChatGPT/BERT or other similar language models. In this way, the inference cost and delay only depend on the specific hardware and software configurations. Besides, researchers have developed smaller and more optimized versions of language models, such as the simplified DistilBERT and MobileBERT models, which have fewer parameters and can be run on less powerful hardware. These models have lower inference cost and can be used in applications with more constrained computational resources, such as mobile devices or embedded systems.

IV. SEMANTIC IMPORTANCE-AWARE POWER ALLOCATION

To minimize the semantic loss, we can design semantic importance-aware priority-based communication strategies in the physical, access, network, transport, or application layers. There are many communication techniques that can be redesigned. In this section, we demonstrate semantic importance-aware power allocation as an example.

Note that resource allocation spans multiple layers in the protocol stack, e.g., the physical and access layers, as shown in Fig. 2. In this letter, we present the semantic importanceaware power allocation in the physical layer. It is assumed that all frames go through a Rayleigh fading channel, then the outage probability of the ith frame can be expressed as P^{out}_i = P ( p_i|h|^2 σ^2 < γ_{th} ) = P ( |h|^2 < γ_{th}σ^2 p_i ) , (2)

where p_i is the power allocated to transmit the ith frame, h is the channel coefficient obeying the zero mean unit variance complex Gaussian distribution, σ^2 is the noise variance, and γ_{th} is the SNR threshold. Let g = |h|^2 represent the channel gain. As h obeys a zero mean unit variance complex Gaussian distribution, g follows an exponential distribution with mean 1, whose CDF can be expressed as F_g (g) = 1 − e^{−g}.

Let g_i =^{γth σ2}_{pi} . Then, the outage probability of the ith frame can be expressed as P^{out}_i = F_g (g_i) = 1 − e^{− γth σ} 2 pi . (3) Hence, the optimization of power allocation to minimize the expected important word errors/semantic loss can be expressed as min ∑_N i=1 p_i =P_{total} N∑ i=1 w_iP^{out}_i , (4) where P_{total} is the total power of all frames. In ChatGPT- SIAC, w_i denotes the number of important words in the ith frame. In BERT-SIAC, w_i is the semantic importance of the ith frame defined by the BERT model. Problem (4) is a typical manifold optimization and we adopt the Manopt toolbox [15] to solve it. For reproducibility, we have released the implementation code in GitHub [16].

V. EXPERIMENT RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we demonstrate our experiment results. In the experiments, we evaluate the performance of SIAC on the proceedings of the European Parliament [17]. The dataset consists of about 2 million sentences and 53 million words. We pre-process the dataset and generate 100 batches with each one having 100 words. In the experiments, we process a batch at a time. Every 5 words are packed in a frame and there are a total of 20 frames to be transmitted at a time. We quantify the importance of each frame by ChatGPT and BERT. All data and experiment details are available on GitHub [16].

In the experiments, three schemes are compared, including ChatGPT-SIAC, BERT-SIAC, and equal-priority transmission. We set σ^2 = 1 Watt, and γ_{th} = 0 dB. P_{total} is set ranging from 5 Watt to 15 Watt. The power allocation among 20

(a) Expected important words errors versus the total power, where the word importance is indicated by ChatGPT.

(b) Expected semantic loss versus the total power, where the semantic loss is measured by BERT using (1)

Fig. 3. Comparisons among ChatGPT-SIAC, BERT-SIAC, and equal-priority transmission.

frames in a batch is conducted by solving the problem in (4). We compare three schemes in terms of two performance metrics caused by frame outages. One metric is the expected important word errors. In this evolution, whether a word is important or not is determined by the output of ChatGPT. The experiment results are illustrated in Fig. 3(a). As expected, ChatGPT-SIAC achieves optimal performance as its objective is to minimize the expected important word errors. BERT- SIAC also outperforms equal-priority transmission, especially when the transmission power budget is small. The performance gain shrinks as the total power increases. Another performance metric is the expected semantic loss, which is in (1) by the BERT model based on semantic similarity. It is shown in Fig. 3(b) that BERT-SIAC is optimal because its power allocation is directly proportional to minimizing the expected semantic loss. ChatGPT-SIAC also achieves lower semantic loss than equalpriority transmission. Comparisons under both performance metrics validate the superiority of the proposed SIAC schemes.

Besides, we conduct an empirical study to investigate the average word generation rate of ChatGPT with different prompts. In the study, we send an original prompt as well as a copied prompt appending by “Please highlight the important words to the semantic meanings in every sentence using boldface fonts.” to ChatGPT separately. We record the word generation speed in the chat dialogue and illustrate the results in Fig. 4(a). Experiment results show that the word generation speed slightly decreases with simultaneously highlighting the important words, indicating marginal delay increment.

Moreover, we also record the frame importance quantification time in our experiments. The results are illustrated in Fig. 4(b), showing that ChatGPT outputs the frame importance at a fast speed as it is running on powerful servers. The time consumed by a self-hosted BERT model running on Intel(R) i7-11700@2.5 GHz and NVIDIA GeForce GTX 3090 is relatively higher, which is at a speed of around 25 frames/minute. This speed is only acceptable for delay-tolerant applications and one can replace the BERT model with the simplified version to reduce the inference delay.

VI. CONCLUSIONS This letter introduced pre-trained language models to recognize the importance of frames and proposed the SIAC schemes. Semantic importance-aware power allocation was investigated to demonstrate the advantages of SIAC. It was

(a) Word generation speed of Chat- GPT with and without highlighting the important words.

(b) Frame importance quantification time of self-hosted BERT and Chat- GPT Fig. 4. Empirical study on the word generation speed of ChatGPT, frame importance quantification time of self-hosted BERT and ChatGPT.

shown that the proposed schemes can well protect the reliability of semantic communications.

REFERENCES

[1] Z. Qin, X. Tao, J. Lu, W. Tong, and G. Y. Li, “Semantic communications:

Principles and challenges,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2201.01389, 2021. [2] D. Gündüz, Z. Qin, I. E. Aguerri, H. S. Dhillon, Z. Yang, A. Yener, K. K. Wong, and C.-B. Chae, “Beyond transmitting bits: Context, semantics, and task-oriented communications,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 41, no. 1, pp. 5–41, Jan. 2023.

[3] T. Ha, D. Lee, J. Oh, Y. Jeon, C. Lee, and S. Cho, “DTN-based multilink bundle protocol architecture for deep space communications,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Inf. Commun. Technol. Conv. (ICTC), Jeju Island, Korea, Republic of, Oct. 2022, pp. 1164–1166.

[4] I. Karasalo, T. Öberg, B. Nilsson, and S. Ivansson, “A single-carrier turbo-coded system for underwater communications,” IEEE J. Oceanic Eng., vol. 38, no. 4, pp. 666–677, Oct. 2013.

[5] J. Dai, S. Wang, K. Tan, Z. Si, X. Qin, K. Niu, and P. Zhang, “Nonlinear transform source-channel coding for semantic communications,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 40, no. 8, pp. 2300–2316, Aug. 2022.

[6] K. Niu, J. Dai, S. Yao, S. Wang, Z. Si, X. Qin, and P. Zhang, “Towards semantic communications: A paradigm shift,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2203.06692, 2022.

[7] N. Farsad, M. Rao, and A. Goldsmith, “Deep learning for joint sourcechannel coding of text,” in Proc. IEEE Int Conf. Acoust. Speech Signal process. (ICASSP), Calgary, Canada, Apr. 2018, pp. 2326–2330.

[8] H. Xie, Z. Qin, G. Y. Li, and B. H. Juang, “Deep learning enabled semantic communication systems,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 69, pp. 2663–2675, June 2020.

[9] S. Guo, Y. Wang, and P. Zhang, “Signal shaping for semantic communication systems with a few message candidates,” in Proc. IEEE 96th Veh. Technol. Conf. (VTC2022-Fall), London, United Kingdom, Sept. 2022, pp. 1–5.

[10] E. Bourtsoulatze, D. B. Kurka, and D. Gündüz, “Deep joint sourcechannel coding for wireless image transmission,” IEEE Trans. Cogn. Commun. Netw., vol. 5, no. 3, pp. 567–579, May 2019.

[11] Y. Wang and S. Guo, “Transceiver cooperative learning-aided semantic communications against mismatched background knowledge bases,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2301.03133, 2023.

[12] Q. Lan, D. Wen, Z. Zhang, Q. Zeng, X. Chen, P. Popovski, and K. Huang, “What is semantic communication? A view on conveying meaning in the era of machine intelligence,” J. Commun. Inf. Networks, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 336–371, Dec. 2021.

[13] X. Luo, H.-H. Chen, and Q. Guo, “Semantic communications: Overview, open issues, and future research directions,” IEEE Wirel. Commun., vol. 29, no. 1, pp. 210–219, Feb. 2022.

[14] C. E. Shannon, “A mathematical theory of communication,” Bell Syst.

Tech. J., vol. 27, no. 4, pp. 623–656, July 1948.

[15] N. Boumal, B. Mishra, P.-A. Absil, and R. Sepulchre, “Manopt, a Matlab toolbox for optimization on manifolds,” J. Mach. Learn. Res., vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 1455–1459, Apr. 2014.

[16] [Online]. Available: https://github.com/SSG2019/SIAC [17] P. Koehn, “Europarl: A parallel corpus for statistical machine translation,” in Proc. AAMT 10th Mach. Transl. Summit., Phuket, Thailand, 2005, pp. 79–86.