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ABSTRACT
Today, image and video data is not only viewed by humans,
but also automatically analyzed by computer vision algo-
rithms. However, current coding standards are optimized for
human perception. Emerging from this, research on video
coding for machines tries to develop coding methods de-
signed for machines as information sink. Since many of these
algorithms are based on neural networks, most proposals
for video coding for machines build upon neural compres-
sion. So far, optimizing the compression by applying the task
loss of the analysis network, for which ground truth data is
needed, is achieving the best coding performance. But ground
truth data is difficult to obtain and thus an optimization with-
out ground truth is preferred. In this paper, we present an
annotation-free optimization strategy for video coding for
machines. We measure the distortion by calculating the task
loss of the analysis network. Therefore, the predictions on the
compressed image are compared with the predictions on the
original image, instead of the ground truth data. Our results
show that this strategy can even outperform training with
ground truth data with rate savings of up to 7.5 %. By using
the non-annotated training data, the rate gains can be further
increased up to 8.2 %.

Index Terms— Video Coding for Machines, Neural Net-
work Compression, Computer Vision, Learned Image Cod-
ing, Machine-to-Machine Communication

1. INTRODUCTION

Machine-to-machine communication is one of the main
causes for the growing amount of data transmitted over the in-
ternet. By far the most significant contributions to global data
traffic are related to image and video data [1]. The automated
analysis of transmitted image and video data is one applica-
tion of M2M communication. However, image codecs, like
JPEG or BPG, and video codecs, like HEVC [2] or VVC [3],
are designed for the perceptual characteristics of the human
visual system. These codecs compress the visual data in a
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lossy procedure. Thus, not only the redundancy is decreased,
but also deviations between the coded and the original data
are introduced. For traditional image and video coding, ir-
relevancy reduction removes parts of the original data, for
which the human visual system is less sensitive. A typi-
cal example for this are high-frequency components. Since
the computer vision algorithms have different characteristics
compared to the human visual system, the relevancy of cer-
tain image details varies as well. As machine-to-machine
communication gains importance, novel coding schemes
specifically optimized for machines and algorithms as infor-
mation sink are required. As a result, an ad-hoc group on
Video Coding for Machines (VCM) [4] has been introduced
by MPEG in 2019. Their goal is to standardize a bit stream
format optimized for machine-to-machine scenarios.

Adapting neural compression for VCM scenarios usually
requires annotated and ideally pristine, i.e. uncoded, image
and video data. However, availability of this type of data is
limited and annotating images or videos is time-consuming
and associated with high costs. Therefore, there is a demand
of annotation-free optimization methods for VCM scenarios.

In this paper, we focus on improving the training frame-
work for VCM-optimized neural image compression follow-
ing the compress-then-analyze paradigm [5]. Our approach
does not require annotated data and achieves even better
coding results when compared with VCM optimization with
available ground truth data.

2. NEURAL IMAGE COMPRESSION FOR
MACHINES

2.1. Neural Image Compression

The research field of image compression is currently domi-
nated by compressive autoencoders [6]. They form an end-
to-end trainable neural network, which transforms the origi-
nal image x into a latent space representation y. The latent
space is quantized to ŷ, entropy coded into the bit stream b
and transmitted to the decoding device. The decoding trans-
form then reconstructs the image x̂ from the quantized latent
space.

During the training process, the quantization is replaced
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Fig. 1. Traditional training strategy with ground truth data. Red arrows denote gradient flow during backpropagation. Weights
in shaded blocks are not updated during optimization.
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Fig. 2. Training strategy with feature loss. Red arrows denote gradient flow during backpropagation. Weights in shaded blocks
are not updated during optimization.

by an addition with uniform noise. The rate-distortion loss
LRD for the optimization of a compressive autoencoder con-
sists of an estimate of the bit rate R and a distortion measure
D(x̂,x). When the compression network is optimized for the
human visual system, common distortion metrics are MSE or
MS-SSIM [7]. To weight the bit rate and the distortion met-
ric, a trade-off parameter λ can be defined, resulting in the
following loss function:

LRD = R+ λD(x̂,x). (1)

Multiple models at different rate points can be trained by
varying the parameter λ.

2.2. VCM Optimization with Ground Truth Data

In order to optimize neural compression for VCM scenarios,
other distortion metrics have to be used. A common approach
is to borrow the loss of the analysis task [8]. Here, the recon-
structed image x̂ is fed into the task network T and the re-
sulting predictions P̂ = T (x̂) are compared with the ground
truth data GT . The distortion metric DG with ground truth
data is then calculated as:

DG(x̂, GT ) = LTASK(T (x̂), GT ), (2)

where LTASK represents the loss used for the optimization of
the analysis network. The resulting gradients flow through the
frozen analysis network into the compression network. This
type of training strategy is depicted in Fig. 1.

However, as annotated data is required, the amount of
training data is typically limited. Moreover, since erroneous
predictions of the task network may even occur on uncom-
pressed data, a potentially significant portion of the resulting
task loss is not related to the compression performance but to
the general shortcomings of the task network itself.

2.3. VCM Optimization with Feature-based Losses

One solution for the VCM scenario is to train the compression
network to generate images which result in similar predictions
on the compressed data as they would be on the original pris-
tine data. Such an approach is the use of feature-based met-
rics [9, 10] for optimization. As depicted in Fig. 2, the initial
layers of the backbone fB of the task network are used to cal-
culate intermediary features ψ = fB(x) and ψ̂ = fB(x̂) of
the original and the reconstructed image, respectively. The
feature-based distortion DF is then derived by calculating the
difference of both features, e.g. via the SSE:

DF (ψ̂,ψ) =
∑

(ψ̂ −ψ)2. (3)

A major advantage of this method is that it does not require
annotated training data. Therefore, this loss can be used to
train on non-annotated data, which is easier to obtain, or to
adapt the compression network for a different domain. How-
ever, the coding results in [10] show that models trained with
a feature-based loss can not reach the performance of mod-
els trained with task loss using ground truth data. Thus, there
is still a need for a VCM loss, which works on non-annotated
data and matches or surpasses the performance of the task loss
with ground truth.

3. ANNOTATION-FREE OPTIMIZATION OF IMAGE
CODING FOR MACHINES

In this paper, we propose to use the predictions of the task
model on the uncompressed image as pseudo ground truth
for the task loss during VCM optimization. So far, pseudo
ground truth has only been used for the evaluation of VCM
codecs on unlabeled data [11]. Harell et al. [12] showed that
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Fig. 3. Proposed training strategy with pseudo ground truth. Red arrows denote gradient flow during backpropagation. Weights
in shaded blocks are not updated during optimization.

performing feature matching in deeper layers of the analy-
sis network leads to a better compression performance in the
VCM scenario. Our approach can be seen as a continuation
of this insight. Instead of evaluating intermediate features, we
compare the final predictions. An overview of our training
strategy is shown in Fig. 3. The image x is compressed in a
lossy way by the image compression network, resulting in the
reconstruction x̂. The reconstructed image is analyzed by the
task network to obtain the predictions P̂ = T (x̂). Further-
more, the predictions P = T (x) on the original image are
derived. The distortion DP is calculated by comparing the
predictions P̂ on the reconstructed frame x̂ with the pseudo
ground truth. The distortion measure (2) is then modified as
follows:

DP (x̂,x) = LTASK(T (x̂), T (x)). (4)

Identical to the training with ground truth data, the obtained
gradients are backpropagated through the analysis network
into the compression network.

Using pseudo ground truth has two major advantages.
First, it does not require any annotations. Thus, the strategy
can be used to optimize compression networks with a larger
amount of training data, which could otherwise not be used
due to a lack of annotations. Second, it focuses the loss on
the direct influence of compression artifacts on the task per-
formance. Since the analysis networks are not free of errors,
even on uncompressed data, parts of the loss using ground
truth data is not related to the performance of the compression
network but due to the limitations of the analysis network in-
stead. Therefore, these errors can hardly be corrected by
the compression network. In contrast, when the task loss is
derived with respect to the pseudo ground truth, the whole
loss is related to the deviation between the reconstructed and
the original image. Hence, it is a more reliable measure to
calculate the coding distortion for the VCM scenario.

We validate our annotation-free training strategy with an
image compression autoencoder similar to [13]. However,
we replace the zero-mean Gaussian model of the latent space
with a Laplacian distribution with mean and scale parame-
ter, as this has shown better performance in [14]. According
to [15], we replace the activations with rectified linear units

(ReLUs). The architecture of the coder is depicted in Fig. 4.
Since the applied compression network, based on an autoen-
coder with hyperprior, shares a similar structure with most
neural image compression networks, it can be assumed that
the results of the different training strategies for VCM can
also be transferred to other image compression approaches.

4. EXPERIMENTS

We investigate the tasks of instance segmentation and se-
mantic segmentation on the Cityscapes [16] dataset. The
dataset consists of 2975 RGB images in the training set
and additional 500 images in the validation set. For each
image, pixel-accurate masks are available. Each labeled im-
age is extracted from a 30 frame long video sequence. For
the first task, we apply a Mask R-CNN [17] network with
feature-pyramid structure [18] from the model zoo of the
Detectron21 library. For semantic segmentation we use a
pretrained DeepLabV3+ [19] model with MobileNetv2 [20]
backbone2. We train and compare separate image compres-
sion networks for both tasks using ground truth data and our
proposed pseudo ground truth. As additional reference, we
also obtained models trained with feature-based losses. For
Mask R-CNN, the feature loss is calculated in the ’p2’ fea-
ture space in the feature pyramid, whereas for DeepLabV3+,
we compare the high-level features generated from the Mo-
bileNetv2 backbone. Furthermore, VVC intra coding from
the reference software VTM3 in version 20.2 is applied.

4.1. Training

Before the models are finetuned on the VCM task, we first
pretrain the network for 125.000 iterations using MSE loss as
distortion metric. We then obtain multiple task-optimized
models at different bit rates by switching the distortion
metric to the task loss using either ground truth data or
pseudo ground truth. For the Mask R-CNN models, we set

1https://github.com/facebookresearch/detectron2
2https://github.com/VainF/DeepLabV3Plus-Pytorch
3https://vcgit.hhi.fraunhofer.de/jvet/

VVCSoftware_VTM

https://github.com/facebookresearch/detectron2
https://github.com/VainF/DeepLabV3Plus-Pytorch
https://vcgit.hhi.fraunhofer.de/jvet/VVCSoftware_VTM
https://vcgit.hhi.fraunhofer.de/jvet/VVCSoftware_VTM
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Fig. 4. Detailed overview of the autoencoder used for performing the experiments. It consists of the core autoencoder (blue)
and the hyperprior coder (green). Conv c/k/s ↓ and TConv c/k/s ↑ denote a convolutional and transposed convolutional layer,
respectively, with the number of output channels c, the kernel size k and stride s. L denotes a Laplacian distribution with mean
µ and scale σ. b1 and b2 represent the bit streams required for transmitting the latent representation ŷ and the hyperprior ẑ,
respectively.

the rate points to λ = [16, 8, 4, 2] and for DeepLabV3+ to
λ = [64, 32, 16, 8]. We finetune the networks for the VCM
task for ten epochs each. Additionally, we trained models
using the feature-based loss as proposed in [10]. Here, we
set all corresponding values for the trade-off parameter λ to
obtain similar rate points.

4.2. Evaluation

To evaluate the different training losses, we compress the 500
pristine validation images of the Cityscapes dataset with all
models. We calculate the bit rate in bits per pixel (bpp) and
the traditional image metrics PSNR and MS-SSIM. Addition-
ally, we obtain the weighted average precision (wAP) [21] for
the models optimized for Mask R-CNN and the mean inter-
section over union (mIOU) for the DeepLabV3+ models with
respect to the ground truth annotations.

5. RESULTS

5.1. Main experiment

The coding results for the different training strategies are
shown in Figs. 5 and 6. In terms of the traditional image
quality metrics PSNR and MS-SSIM, see Fig. 5, the feature-
based loss clearly produces reconstructions closer to the
uncompressed images as compared to both the task loss with
ground truth and pseudo ground truth. The reason for this
is that the feature-based loss is closer to the pixel space and
therefore leads to more similar results in terms of traditional
pixel-oriented metrics like MSE or MS-SSIM. However, for
the task-related metrics, as can be seen in Fig. 6 the feature
loss models can not reach the performance of the task loss

Table 1. Bjøntegaard delta quality in percentage points (pp)
for the VCM metrics using the model trained with ground
truth data as anchor. BD + metric denotes the average differ-
ence in percentage points (pp) in the corresponding metric for
the overlapping bit rate range. Higher is better. Best values
are set in bold.

VTM 20.2 Feature Pseudo GT
BD wAP -0.73 pp -1.00 pp 0.18 pp
BD mIOU -8.73 pp -4.44 pp 0.23 pp

models. The Bjøntegaard delta (BD) values in Table 1 show
that both VVC and the feature loss models can not achieve
the same compression performance of the task loss with
ground truth data. The task loss with pseudo ground truth,
however, can accomplish even better coding performances
compared to the task loss with ground truth data. Calculating
the Bjøntegaard delta rates (BDR) results in a noteworthy rate
reduction of 5.1 % for wAP and 7.5 % for mIOU.

5.2. Benefit of Optimization with Pseudo Ground Truth

In the previous section, we compared the different training
strategies using only the labeled frame within each 30 frame
long sequence. However, since our annotation-free optimiza-
tion strategy using pseudo ground truth does not rely on la-
bels, we can use the whole sequence data. Therefore, we
retrained the compression model using pseudo ground truth.
At each step, one frame is randomly selected from the cor-
responding video sequence, which is essentially a temporal
augmentation of the previously used training data. By taking
a random frame from each sequence instead of directly adding
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Fig. 5. Coding results for image metrics PSNR and MS-SSIM averaged over the 500 Cityscapes validation images. Solid lines
represent models trained for Mask R-CNN, whereas dotted lines symbolize the DeepLabV3+ models.
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(b) Task performance of models optimized for se-
mantic segmentation with DeepLabV3+
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Fig. 6. Coding results for task metrics weighted average precision and mean intersection over union averaged over the 500
Cityscapes validation images. Solid lines represent models trained for Mask R-CNN, whereas dotted lines symbolize the
DeepLabV3+ models. Dashed grey line corresponds to task performance on uncompressed data.
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(a) Task performance as wAP of task loss models
optimized for instance segmentation with Mask R-
CNN
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(b) Task performance as mIOU of task loss mod-
els optimized for semantic segmentation with
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Fig. 7. Coding results for task metrics for task loss models. Solid lines represent models trained for Mask R-CNN, whereas
dotted lines symbolize the DeepLabV3+ models. Dashed grey line corresponds to task performance on uncompressed data.

Table 2. Bjøntegaard delta quality in percentage points (pp)
and Bjøntegaard delta rate in % for the VCM metrics with the
task loss with and without temporal augmentation using the
model trained with ground truth data as anchor. BD + met-
ric denotes the average difference in percentage points (pp)
in the corresponding metric for the overlapping bit rate range.
Higher is better. BDR + metric denotes the average rate dif-
ference in % for equivalent task performance. Lower is better.
Best values are set in bold.

Pseudo GT Pseudo GT
labeled frame random frame

BD wAP 0.18 pp 0.30 pp
BD mIOU 0.23 pp 0.34 pp
BDR wAP -5.1 % -6.8 %
BDR mIOU -7.5 % -8.2 %

all available frames to the training data, we train for the same
amount of steps and thus, ensure a fair comparison. In Fig. 7,
we depict the coding results for the task metrics of this ap-
proach in comparison with the ground truth data and pseudo
ground truth calculated on the labeled validation frames. The
temporal augmentation can further improve the coding per-
formance of the model with pseudo ground truth. As shown
in Table 2, we obtain BD gains of up to 0.34 pp over train-
ing with ground truth data and 0.12 pp with respect to pseudo
ground truth without temporal augmentation. This highlights
one of the key benefits of pseudo ground truth over ground
truth data. Since annotations are no longer required, a larger
dataset can be used to optimize the compression networks for
the VCM scenario.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed the use of the prediction results
of computer vision algorithms on uncompressed images as
pseudo ground truth for the optimization of neural image
compression for machines. This method allows to train neu-
ral compression for VCM scenarios on non-annotated image
data. We evaluated the approach by comparing it with the
training on ground truth data and a strategy, which measures
the similarity in the feature space for estimating the distortion.

The conducted experiments prove that pseudo ground
truth can be successfully used for optimizing neural image
compression with respect to computer vision tasks. Since the
task loss with pseudo ground truth only focuses on the differ-
ences between the prediction results on the compressed and
original frames, the real impact of the compression is evalu-
ated. In contrast, the loss using ground truth data additionally
contains the present errors of the task model. Therefore, only
a fraction of the calculated loss is related to the performance
of the compression network. Our method achieves average
rate savings of about 5.1 % with respect to wAP on Mask
R-CNN and 7.5 % for mIOU on DeepLabV3+. Since our
method does not require annotated training data, we can fur-
ther improve the performance by using a larger amount of
training data. With this enlarged training set, we obtain even
higher rate savings of 6.8 % for wAP and 8.2 % for mIOU.

As annotated and pristine video data is hardly available,
this method is especially suited for the training of neural video
compression in VCM scenarios. Therefore, future research
can investigate whether similar gains can be reached when
applying pseudo ground truth for the optimization of neural
video compression.
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