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Abstract—Federated Learning (FL) enables participant devices
to collaboratively train deep learning models without sharing
their data with the server or other devices, effectively addressing
data privacy and computational concerns. however, FL faces
a major bottleneck due to high communication overhead from
frequent model updates between devices and the server, limiting
deployment in resource-constrained wireless networks. In this
paper, we propose a three-fold strategy: firstly, an Adaptive
Feature-Elimination Strategy to drop less important features
while retaining high-value ones; secondly, Adaptive Gradient
Innovation and Error Sensitivity-Based Quantization, which
dynamically adjusts the quantization level for innovative gradient
compression; and thirdly, Communication Frequency Optimiza-
tion to enhance communication efficiency. We evaluated our
proposed model’s performance through extensive experiments,
assessing accuracy, loss, and convergence compared to baseline
techniques. The results show that our model achieves high
communication efficiency in the framework while maintaining
accuracy.

Index Terms—Federated Learning, Communication Efficiency,
Quantization, data quality, privacy, Artificial intellegence

I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

In Federated Learning (FL), the server updates its learn-
ing parameters based on data insights (typically gradients)
received from local devices (clients) and redistributes these
updated parameters back to the clients for federation. This
setup enables the server to gather aggregated insights without
requiring direct access to raw data, thereby supporting pri-
vacy and lowering computational demands on the server [1].
However, this model introduces communication overhead that
becomes increasingly inefficient as the number of participating
clients grows. This problem becomes more challenging as the
complexity of the global model on the server increases due to
the increasing number of model parameters [2].

Communication involves two primary phases in FL: dis-
tributing model parameters from the server to clients (down-
link) and transmitting updated parameters from clients back
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to the server (uplink). The uplink transmission poses sig-
nificant and much tighter communication bottleneck than
downlink bandwidth. Downlink communication in FL is more
bandwidth-efficient, as the same set of parameters can be
broadcast to all clients simultaneously. In contrast, the uplink
phase requires the server to collect diverse parameter updates
from multiple clients, which demands greater bandwidth and
coordination [3].

Gradient compression is necessary to address these commu-
nication bottleneck problems. Various compression methods
have been widely introduced, where these techniques com-
monly apply lossy compression to the local gradients of model
parameters calculated on each device [4]. Two key methods
for gradient compression are gradient quantization [5] and
gradient sparsification [6]. The gradient quantization methods
in FL reduce transmission bit requirements by compressing
gradients. However, sparsification schemes in FL only trans-
mit a subset of gradients that notably influence parameter
updates during each communication round. FedPAQ in [7],
leverages periodic averaging, quantization of updates, and
partial node participation. The Adaptive Quantized Gradient
(AQG) method in [8] adjusts quantization levels based on local
gradient updates to minimize unnecessary transmissions and
addresses client dropouts by introducing an augmented AQG.
DAdaQuant in [9] builds on the QSGD fixed-point quantizer,
introducing a doubly-adaptive quantization approach that ad-
justs quantization levels both over time and across clients to
enhance communication compression in FL. The authors in
[10] focus on gradient compression through block sparsifi-
cation, dimensionality reduction, and quantization. The Lazily
Aggregated Quantized (LAQ) method in [11] selectively quan-
tizes and reuses gradients, reducing the need for frequent
updates. The work in [12] presents a decentralized com-
pressed variant to further enhance communication efficiency.
FedDQ in [13], introduces adaptive quantization levels based
on shrinking model updates during training, thus reducing
communication volume and rounds. The research work in
[14], [15] proposed a data quality based dynamic data sample
selection and client selection leveraging explainable AI and
game nnash equilibrium. The adaptive quantization method
in AdaGQ [16] adjusts resolution based on gradient norm
variations, while heterogeneous quantization assigns lower

ar
X

iv
:2

50
9.

23
41

9v
1 

 [
cs

.D
C

] 
 2

7 
Se

p 
20

25

https://arxiv.org/abs/2509.23419v1


resolution to slower clients and higher resolution to faster
ones. Quantization can also be used with sparsification, as in
SOBAA [18], [17], which combines layer-wise sparsification,
one-bit quantization, power control, and an error-feedback
mechanism to improve convergence. These methods optimize
the compression ratio and power control to minimize errors,
accelerating convergence.

Current gradient quantization algorithms typically use pre-
determined and fixed quantization levels during the training
process. However, each FL task presents unique characteristics
regarding communication costs, convergence time, and net-
work conditions. This makes fixed quantization less effective,
highlighting the need to develop more dynamic and adaptive
quantization algorithms. Additionally, solutions should be im-
plemented to better control the exchange of model gradients
between clients and servers to enhance communication effi-
ciency. To address the communication bottleneck problem dis-
cussed above, we propose a three-fold communication-efficient
framework comprising an Adaptive Feature-Elimination Strat-
egy, Adaptive Gradient Innovation and Error Sensitivity-Based
Quantization, and Communication Frequency Optimization.
The main contributions of our paper are as follows:

1) The Adaptive Feature-Elimination Strategy compresses
feature vectors selectively by probabilistically dropping
less informative vectors, thus retaining high-value fea-
tures.

2) Adaptive Gradient Innovation and Error Sensitivity-
Based Quantization compresses gradient updates by
quantizing only the innovations (changes) in gradients
for further trainings and dynamically adjusts the quan-
tization level for each training round based on the error
sensitivity.

3) The Communication Frequency Optimization further
enhances the quantization strategy by allowing clients
to selectively withhold updates that do not significantly
contribute to model improvements.

4) The evaluation of our proposed model’s performance
through extensive experiments, assessing accuracy, loss,
and convergence compared to baseline techniques.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section
2 presents the main methodology, Section 4 covers the results
and experimental evaluation, and Section 5 discusses the
conclusion and future work.

II. PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

In this section, we present our proposed three-fold method-
ology—a communication-efficient framework comprising an
Adaptive Feature-Elimination Strategy, Adaptive Gradient In-
novation and Error Sensitivity-Based Quantization, and Com-
munication Frequency Optimization, as depicted in Fig. 1.

A. Adaptive Feature-Elimination

The Adaptive Feature-Wise Dropout Strategy selectively
compresses feature vectors by probabilistically dropping less
informative ones. In each training round, each device m ∈
{1, . . . ,M} computes an intermediate feature matrix F (m) ∈

RB×D. Here, B is the batch size, and D is the number
of feature dimensions. Each column f

(m)
i ∈ RB of F (m)

represents the feature vector for the i-th feature across B
samples in the batch.

To measure the importance of each feature vector f (m)
i , we

compute its standard deviation across the batch:

σ
(m)
i =

√√√√ 1

B

B∑
b=1

(
f
(m)
i,b − µ

(m)
i

)2

(1)

where µ
(m)
i = 1

B

∑B
b=1 f

(m)
i,b is the mean of the i-th feature

vector. To normalize the importance of each feature vector, we
calculate:

q
(m)
i =

σ
(m)
i D∑D

j=1 σ
(m)
j

(2)

The dropout probability p
(m)
i for each feature vector f

(m)
i

is then:

p
(m)
i =

1− q
(m)
i , if max(q

(m)
j ) ≤ 1

1− (σ
(m)
i +Cbias)D∑D

j=1(σ
(m)
j +Cbias)

, if max(q
(m)
j ) > 1

(3)

The bias term Cbias is set to ensure that dropout probabilities
remain within [0, 1]:

Cbias ≥
σ
(m)
maxD −

∑D
j=1 σ

(m)
j

D −D′ (4)

Using the dropout probabilities p
(m)
i , each device generates

a binary indicator δ(m)
i for each feature vector:

δ
(m)
i ∼ Bernoulli(1− p

(m)
i ) (5)

The expected number of retained feature vectors, D(m)
retained,

is:

D
(m)
retained =

D∑
i=1

(1− p
(m)
i ) = D −

D∑
i=1

p
(m)
i (6)

To maintain the expected value, each retained feature vector
f
(m)
i is scaled by:

f̂
(m)
i =

δ
(m)
i

1− p
(m)
i

f
(m)
i (7)

B. Adaptive Gradient Innovation and Error Sensitivity-Based
Quantization

Gradient Innovation-Based Quantization focuses on com-
pressing gradient updates by quantizing only the innovations
(changes) in gradients from one training round to the next.
The innovation for client m at iteration k is represented by
the difference between the current and previous gradients,
reducing the amount of redundant data transmitted when
gradient changes are minimal.

Let w(k) represent the model parameters at the k-th iter-
ation, and ∇f (k)

m (w) be the gradient computed by client m

based on its local data. The gradient innovation ∆g
(k)
m for

client m at iteration k is defined as the difference between the



Fig. 1: Proposed framework presenting Communication Efficient Adaptive Gradient Quantization and Communication
Frequency Optimization

current gradient and the quantized gradient of the previous
iteration:

∆g(k)m = ∇f (k)
m (w)−Q

(
∇f (k−1)

m (w)
)

(8)

where Q(·) is the quantization operator that reduces the
precision of the gradient vector, allowing each element of
∆g

(k)
m to be represented in a lower bit depth. The quantized

gradient innovation allows us to represent only the essential
changes in the gradient, thus conserving communication. To
further reduce data volume, we apply a quantization function
to the gradient innovation ∆g

(k)
m . Let b be the number of bits

allocated to each quantized component of the gradient inno-
vation vector. Each element ∆g

(k)
m,i of the gradient innovation

is quantized as follows:

q
(k)
m,i = Quantize

(
∆g

(k)
m,i; b

)
=

⌊
∆g

(k)
m,i +R

2 · t ·R
+

1

2

⌋
(9)

This equation effectively scales ∆g
(k)
m,i to fit within a

specified range and compresses each entry into b-bit integers,
leading to significant data savings. The quantization ensures
that only a few bits are used to represent each component of
the innovation vector.

However, a fixed quantization level can lead to inefficient
resource use, especially in FL settings where the training dy-
namics can vary significantly. To enhance this, we incorporate
the Error Sensitivity-Based Quantization scheme, which adapts
the quantization level qt over time based on a dynamically
calculated error-sensitivity metric Et, reflecting the model’s
current sensitivity to quantization errors. This model builds
on the our adaptive quantization of ∆g

(k)
m by dynamically

adjusting the quantization level qt for each training round t.
Rather than using a static quantization level, it modifies qt
based on the error sensitivity of the current training state,

which helps maintain high accuracy even under aggressive
compression. The error sensitivity Et is computed as the
variance of client gradients around the global model gradient.
Define the global model gradient Gt at round t as:

Gt =
1

|St|
∑
i∈St

1

|Di|
∇Fi(wt) (10)

where St is the set of sampled clients, Di is the local dataset
for client i, and ∇Fi(wt) represents the local gradient for
client i on the model wt. The error sensitivity Et is then
defined as:

Et =
1

|St|
∑
i∈St

∥∇Fi(wt)−Gt∥2 (11)

If Et is high, this indicates that the model is sensitive to quan-
tization errors and requires a lower quantization level (higher
precision). Conversely, a low Et suggests that the model can
tolerate a higher quantization level (coarser updates).

The quantization level qt is adjusted based on Et relative
to a threshold Ethresh. Using a scaling factor γ (where γ > 1),
the update rule for qt is as follows:

qt =


qt−1 × γ if Et ≤ Ethresh

qt−1/γ if Et > Ethresh

qt−1 if Ethresh − ϵ < Et < Ethresh + ϵ

(12)

where ϵ is a small tolerance parameter to prevent oscillations
near the threshold.

The quantization process for ∆g
(k)
m introduces a quantiza-

tion error, e(k)m , defined as:

e(k)m = ∆g(k)m −Q(∆g(k)m ) (13)

This error is bounded by the quantization level:

∥e(k)m ∥2 ≤
R

2b
(14)



In our model, the dynamic adjustment of qt influences the
quantization granularity and, consequently, the reconstruction
error e(k)m . To detect when the model has reached convergence
and reduce oscillations, the model monitors the average Et

over a window of W rounds. Define the moving average Et

as:

Et =
1

W

t∑
k=t−W+1

Ek (15)

If Et ≤ Ethresh for W consecutive rounds, qt is held constant
to prevent unnecessary quantization adjustments. Periodically,
proposed model re-evaluates the initial quantization level qinit
by computing the variance Vt of Et over the last T rounds. If
Vt exceeds a threshold Vthresh, the system resets qinit to a new
baseline that reflects current conditions.

Algorithm 1 Adaptive Gradient Innovation and Error
Sensitivity-Based Quantization with Communication Opti-
mization

1: Initialize: Model parameters w(0), quantization level qt,
threshold ϵ, skip counter tm = 0

2: for each client m at iteration k do
3: Compute local gradient: ∇f (k)

m (w)

4: Calculate gradient innovation: ∆g
(k)
m = ∇f (k)

m (w) −
Q(∇f (k−1)

m (w))

5: Quantize innovation: ∆Q
(k)
m = Q(∆g

(k)
m )

6: Error Sensitivity Update:
7: Compute error sensitivity Et =

1
|St|

∑
i∈St
∥∇Fi(wt)−Gt∥2

8: if Et > Ethresh then
9: Update qt = qt−1/γ

10: else
11: if Et ≤ Ethresh then
12: Update qt = qt−1 × γ
13: end if
14: end if
15: Communication Rule:
16: if ∥∆Q

(k)
m ∥2 ≥ ϵ or tm ≥ τ then

17: Send update, reset tm = 0
18: else
19: Skip update, increment tm = tm + 1
20: end if
21: Server aggregates: G(k) =

∑
m∈Kactive

∆Q
(k)
m

22: Update model: wk+1 = wk − ηG(k)

23: end for

C. Communication Frequency Optmization

The Communication Frequency optimization in our pro-
posed framework with quantization strategy is designed to
reduce unnecessary data transmission by allowing clients to se-
lectively withhold updates that do not significantly contribute
to the model’s progress. Each client m computes a quantized
gradient difference (innovation) ∆Q

(k)
m at each iteration k.

Gradient difference threshold ensures that clients only transmit

updates if their gradient innovations exceed a minimum level
of significance, measured by the ℓ2-norm of the quantized
gradient difference. The gradient difference threshold ϵ is
defined such that:

∥∆Q(k)
m ∥2 ≥ ϵ (16)

- ∥∆Q
(k)
m ∥2 =

(∑d
i=1(∆Q

(k)
m,i)

2
)1/2

- d is the dimension-

ality of the gradient vector, and ∆Q
(k)
m,i is the i-th component

of the quantized gradient difference at iteration k for client m.
In this context, the gradient difference ∆Q

(k)
m is defined as

the change in the client’s quantized gradient compared to the
previous iteration:

∆Q(k)
m = Q(∇f (k)

m (wk))−Q(∇f (k−1)
m (wk−1)) (17)

Moreover, the Iteration Count Condition is our model
prevent clients from skipping updates indefinitely, enforces a
maximum skip period. Each client maintains a skip counter
tm, which tracks the number of consecutive iterations since
it last communicated an update to the server. When this
count reaches a pre-defined maximum τ , the client is required
to transmit its update, regardless of the gradient difference
threshold. The communication rule for client m at iteration k
can be defined as follows:

•

∥∆Q(k)
m ∥2 < ϵ, tm < τ ⇒ skip update, tm ← tm+1

•

∥∆Q(k)
m ∥2 ≥ ϵ, tm ≥ τ ⇒ send update, tm ← 0

The server aggregates only significant gradient innova-
tions from clients, conserving bandwidth and computation. A
threshold ϵ is applied to the ℓ2-norm of quantized gradient
innovations. If a client m’s update at iteration k meets:

∥∆Q(k)
m ∥2 ≥ ϵ (18)

where ∆Q
(k)
m = Q(∆g

(k)
m ), it is included in the aggregation.

This ensures minor updates do not affect the global gradient,
reducing computational load. The global gradient G(k) is
computed as:

G(k) =
∑

m∈Kactive

∆Q(k)
m (19)

where Kactive includes clients meeting the threshold. The
server updates model parameters with learning rate η:

wk+1 = wk − ηG(k) (20)

This selective aggregation ensures each update is mean-
ingful, conserving resources while maintaining model perfor-
mance. The gradient quantization and communication opti-
mization process is presented in Algorithm 1.



Fig. 2: Performance analysis of accuracy, loss, and convergence for the proposed and comparative schemes on both MNIST
and CIFAR10 datasets under IID and non-IID data settings.

Fig. 3: The data distribution used for comparison analysis, (a)
Startified sampling (IID), (b) Dirichlet sampling (non-IID)

Fig. 4: (a) Accuracy performance analysis of proposed frame-
work with different number of clients, (b) Accuracy Perfor-
mance Analysis of the Proposed Framework (IID and Non-
IID) with Comparative Schemes under IID Data Distribution.

III. RESULTS

In this section we will present the performance analysis
of our proposed framework and compare it with comparative
schemes. We evaluated the performance of our proposed
framework using accuracy and loss metrics, and also present a
convergence analysis. The framework is assessed with perfor-
mance metrics such as the number of clients, communication
rounds, and various data distributions. We conducted evalu-
ations on both Independent and Identically Distributed (IID)

based on stratified sampling and non-IID data distributions
using a Dirichlet distribution to analyze performance across
different data settings. The illustration of data sampling is
presented in Fig. 3.

The datasets used for evaluation is the MNIST and CIFAR-
10. MNIST is a handwritten digit dataset (28x28 images) with
70,000 images across 10 classes, divided into 60,000 for train-
ing and 10,000 for testing. CIFAR10 is image classification
dataset consisting of 60,000 32x32 color images in 10 different
classes, with 6,000 images per class. The model chosen for
evaluation is a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) for
MNIST and Resnet-20 for CIFAR-10. In the generalized
experiment, we used 10 clients, but we varied the number of
clients to obtain more diverse results. Moreover, we adopted
Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 0.05.

In Fig. 2, we presented the accuracy and loss performance
analysis of the proposed framework over both IID and non-
IID settings. Moreover, we compared the effectiveness of our
framework with baseline models, Federated QSGD and Feder-
ated Averaging (FedAvg) and fedProx. Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(c)
evaluate the accuarcy performance of our proposed work with
IID data distribution, while Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 2(d) evaluate the
performance with non-IID data distribution across a number
of communication rounds for both MNIST and CIFAR-10
datasets. The total number of clients is 10. The results show
that the proposed framework in this paper outperforms the
comparative schemes. Moreover, it is clearly shown in the
results that the proposed framework is converging faster and
taking fewer communication rounds to achieve convergence.
The Adaptive Feature-Elimination Strategy drops less infor-
mative vectors to improve efficiency. Because of the efficient
Adaptive Gradient Innovation and Error Sensitivity-Based
Quantization and Communication Frequency Optimization,
significant contributions are made to model improvements.
Fig. 2(e) and Fig. 2(g) evaluate the loss performance of our
proposed work with IID data distribution, while Fig. 2(f)



and Fig. 2(h) evaluate the performance with non-IID data
distribution across a number of communication rounds for
both MNIST and CIFAR-10 datasets. The results show that
the loss performance of our proposed framework is also out-
performing other comparative schemes. The Federated QSGD
performs better than FedAvg and fedProx because of its time-
adaptive quantization. Moreover, the model is taking fewer
communication rounds to achieve convergence, resulting in
less communication overhead. The performance results show
that the accuracy difference of the proposed framework with
IID and non-IID data distribution is not very significant.
However, the comparative schemes show a greater difference
in accuracy and loss performance when comparing IID and
non-IID data distributions. Additionally, comparative schemes
are taking longer communication rounds for convergence.

Fig. 4(a) evaluates the accuracy performance of the pro-
posed framework over different numbers of clients, where the
number of clients is set to 10, 20, 30, and 40 to assess dense
network performance. The graph shows that increasing the
number of clients does not significantly affect the performance
results. The results indicate a slight increase in accuracy
with the increase in the number of clients. In Fig. 2(b), we
evaluated the accuracy performance of the proposed frame-
work (both IID and non-IID), Fed QSGD (IID), and FedAvg
(IID). The results show that due to the efficient Adaptive
Gradient Innovation and Error Sensitivity-Based Quantiza-
tion and Communication Frequency Optimization, there are
significant improvements in the proposed framework; even
non-IID data results are better compared to the comparative
schemes. We did not evaluate the performance with diverse
datasets to check the effectiveness of our proposed model.
Moreover, a limitation remains, as accuracy with non-IID
datasets could be further improved. We observed that a higher
number of aggregations for imbalanced datasets results in
improved accuracy. In our future work, we will investigate
these points to further enhance the quality of the framework
for a more communication-efficient framework that balances
accuracy and loss performance as well.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a three-fold communication-
efficient strategy for FL, including an Adaptive Feature-
Elimination Strategy, an Adaptive Gradient Innovation Quan-
tization, which compresses gradient changes and adjusts quan-
tization levels based on error sensitivity, and a Gradient Com-
munication Frequency Optimization strategy. In our paper, we
improved the performance of our proposed model in terms
of communication efficiency, achieving high accuracy with
IID datasets. However, there remains a limitation, as accuracy
with non-IID datasets could be further improved. We observed
that a higher number of aggregations for imbalanced datasets
results in improved accuracy. To address this, we plan to
extend this work by incorporating the HFL concept alongside
Edge FL to bring computation and aggregation closer to the
node, reducing the computational expense and communication

overhead associated with frequent gradient exchanges with the
server.
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