
Stable Diffusion is a Natural Cross-Modal Decoder for
Layered AI-generated Image Compression

Ruijie Chen∗, Qi Mao∗, Zhengxue Cheng†
∗Communication University of China †Shanghai Jiao Tong University

{chenruijie233, qimao}@cuc.edu.cn zxcheng@sjtu.edu.cn

Abstract

Recent advances in Artificial Intelligence Generated Content (AIGC) have garnered signifi-
cant interest, accompanied by an increasing need to transmit and compress the vast number
of AI-generated images (AIGIs). However, there is a noticeable deficiency in research fo-
cused on compression methods for AIGIs. To address this critical gap, we introduce a scal-
able cross-modal compression framework that incorporates multiple human-comprehensible
modalities, designed to efficiently capture and relay essential visual information for AIGIs.
In particular, our framework encodes images into a layered bitstream consisting of a seman-
tic layer that delivers high-level semantic information through text prompts; a structural
layer that captures spatial details using edge or skeleton maps; and a texture layer that
preserves local textures via a colormap. Utilizing Stable Diffusion as the backend, the
framework effectively leverages these multimodal priors for image generation, effectively
functioning as a decoder when these priors are encoded. Qualitative and quantitative re-
sults show that our method proficiently restores both semantic and visual details, competing
against baseline approaches at extremely low bitrates (< 0.02 bpp). Additionally, our frame-
work facilitates downstream editing applications without requiring full decoding, thereby
paving a new direction for future research in AIGI compression.

1 Introduction

Artificial Intelligence Generated Content (AIGC) refers to the outputs produced by
artificial intelligence models especially large multi-modal models (LMMs) that are
trained on comprehensive datasets. Recent advancements in AIGC, particularly in the
domain of text-to-image (T2I) generation, have been exemplified by popular models
such as Stable Diffusion (SD) [1]. Unlike Natural Sense Images (NSIs), which are
captured by cameras, AI-generated images (AIGIs) can be extensively sampled by
T2I models based on provided text descriptions. Furthermore, controllable generation
methods [2,3] integrate T2I models, such as SD, with multiple human-comprehensible
prior inputs from a variety of modalities—including edge maps, sketch images, and
color palettes—thereby significantly enhancing the controllability of the generated
images. In the field of image compression, when multiple priors are transmitted to
the receiver, the decoding process essentially mirrors the generation process. Within
this context, SD serves effectively as a natural cross-modal decoder.

Construction of effective prior representations lays a solid basis for high efficient
image compression. Such concept, termed Cross-Modal Compression (CMC) [4–7],
aims to compress image data into a compact, common, and human-comprehensible
domain, such as text, sketches, semantic maps, and other attributions. However,
most existing CMC efforts are limited by their reliance on the narrow capabilities
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Figure 1: Overview of the proposed layered AGI compression framework using Stable
Diffusion as a cross-modal decoder.

of GAN-based generators [8] and primarily focus on NSIs. Recently, state-of-the-
art methods [9–11] has introduced the use of Large Multimodal Models (LMMs) to
enhance image compression. Despite their success, they also neglect to extend their
application into AIGIs. Moreover, current techniques predominantly consider only
text prompts for image reconstruction, neglecting other comprehensible modalities
that could potentially enhance the process.

In this work, we propose the integration of additional human-comprehensible
modalities to develop a scalable cross-modal compression framework specifically tai-
lored for AIGIs. Our framework is structured into three distinct layers: the semantic
layer, which serves as the foundational layer, and the structure and texture layers,
which function as enhancement layers. The semantic layer efficiently conveys crucial
information in an extremely compact form. Subsequently, the enhancement layers im-
prove perceptual quality by incorporating structural and textural information. Each
layer encodes semantic information in a compact yet comprehensible manner, thereby
facilitating downstream applications such as image editing without decoding.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows,
• Our work focuses on AIGI compression, advocating that SD is a natural cross-
modal decoder, by effectively leveraging rich and scalable priors information.

• We propose a layered cross-modal compression framework that efficiently en-
code AIGIs by decomposing priors into semantic, structure and texture layers.
The framework captures structural information using either edge or pose rep-
resentations, depending on the content.

• Qualitative and quantitative results demonstrate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed framework, showing superior performance compared to VVC. Addition-
ally, the framework enables seamless local and global image editing by directly
manipulating the scalable bitstream, eliminating the need for full decoding.
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2 Proposed Layered AI-generated Image Compression Framework

In this work, we aim to leverage SD [1] as a decoder to efficiently compress AIGIs
under ultra-low bitrates. In particular, multi-layered bitstream with semantic, struc-
ture, and texture information is constructed as a scalable cross-modal compression
framework, tailored to meet varying user requirements for different reconstruction
fidelity levels. As illustrated in Fig. 1, the entire framework consists of three key
components:

• Encoder Ese, Est, and Ete: extract the input image I ∈ RH×W×3 into three
layered human comprehensible priors.

• Layered priors P : are denoted as semantic prior Pse, structure prior Pst and
texture prior Pte, respectively. Each comprehensible prior captures the key
visual information for compression, which compensates each other for scalable
reconstruction.

• Stable Diffusion as a decoder D: reconstruct three-layered images Îse, Îst, and
Îte under the condition of combining different transmitted priors.

In the following, we detail the layer-wise priors coding methodologies (Section 2.1)
and the usage of SD [1] for scalable reconstruction (Section 2.2) of the proposed
framework.

2.1 Compressing Layer-wise Priors

Text prompts, as a key component of the generation of AIGIs, contain key semantic
information and guide the selection of visual content from generative models’ in-
ternal knowledge. Therefore, text representations encode high-level semantics in an
extremely compact form, serving as the first layer in our framework for preserving
key semantic information. Furthermore, according to Marr’s insights [12], geometric
structure (e.g., edges) and stochastic texture are two key components that form a
visual scene from the perspective of human vision. Incorporating these two repre-
sentations helps to mitigate the fidelity gap between images generated solely based
on text semantics and original images. Consequently, on the encoder side, we design
three disentangled priors aimed at scalable compression and reconstruction.
Semantic Prior. We obtain the text prompts as semantic prior using commonly-
used image-to-text (I2T) model BLIP-2 [13] as Ese,

Pse = Ese(I). (1)

The extracted text prompts are encoded into bitstream using the Zstd [14] algorithm
for further compression.
Structure Prior. Accurately describing geometric structures through natural lan-
guage is challenging and inefficient. As such, the edge map are employed as a struc-
tural prior to address this issue. In particular, we adopt the PidiNet [15] edge detector
as Est to extract structure prior,

Pst = Est(I). (2)

We then down-sample the edge map and compress it via the VVC [16] codec. Further-
more, for human-related images, human poses can be precisely captured through
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the combination of body and facial keypoints, forming a pose map that contains only
the coordinates and properties of these keypoints—a more compact representation
that surpasses edge maps in depicting human geometric structures. Therefore, we use
Openpose [17] as Est to extract keypoints as structure prior. Then, the coordinates
are quantized and losslessly compressed into bitstream using the Zstd algorithm [14].
Texture Prior. Texture is another critical component for enhancing reconstruc-
tion quality; however, existing image compression methods [7,18–20] implicitly learn
texture features, which are not human-comprehensible and limit the flexibility for
texture editing. Hence, we utilize 8× 8 color palette map to represent the texture of
the input image as,

Pte = Ete(I), (3)

where Ete denotes the downsampling operation of the input image I by a factor of 64.

2.2 Using Stable Diffusion as a Decoder

The decoder is designed to reconstruct images using decoded layered priors in Sec-
tion 2.1 as guidance. As such, we leverage the pre-trained SD [1] as our universal
cross-modal decoder, which allows for scalable image reconstruction across various
fidelity levels.

As shown in Fig. 1, when only the first layer of semantic prior is transmitted, we
expect the partially decoded image from the semantic layer Îse to maintain the
basic semantics of the original AIGI,

Îse = D(P̂se, 0, 0). (4)

With the addition of the second level of structural information, the reconstructed
image from the structure layer Îst is able to recover the original image’s geometric
shape.

Îst = D(P̂se, P̂st, 0). (5)

Finally, the image from the texture layer Îte reconstructed upon full transmission
and decoding of all priors, exhibits high perceptual fidelity:

Îte = D(P̂se, P̂st, P̂te). (6)

To effectively integrate structural and textural information while preserving the cor-
rect high-level semantic integrity in the structure and texture layers, we incorporate
the T2I-Adapter [3] into SD [1]. Additionally, a significant advantage of our pro-
posed framework is its ability to manipulate the scalable bitstream directly without
decoding the image, as demonstrated in Fig. 1(b), which showcases the framework’s
efficacy in image editing.

3 Experimental Results

3.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets. We test our proposed compression framework on the AGIQA-3K [21]
dataset, which consists 2982 AIGIs generated by novel text-to-image models with
the resolution of 512 × 512. Images are selected with respect to the two types of
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Origin Semantic Layer Structure Layer Texture Layer JPEG2000 VVC Perco

BPP/DISTS↓ 0.0012 / 0.25 0.0053 / 0.26 0.0111 / 0.19 0.0146 /0.40 0.0223 / 0.30 0.0035 / 0.18

BPP / DISTS↓ 0.0014 / 0.30 0.0050 / 0.32 0.0109 /0.26 0.0121 / 0.53 0.0110 / 0.25 0.0037 / 0.29

BPP / DISTS↓ 0.0013 / 0.29 0.0075 / 0.30 0.0134 / 0.22 0.0145 / 0.40 0.0153 / 0.30 0.0038 / 0.21

BPP / DISTS↓ 0.0016 / 0.38 0.0058 / 0.28 0.0117 / 0.25 0.0145 / 0.45 0.0187 / 0.32 0.0035 / 0.27

BPP/DISTS↓ 0.0013 / 0.28 0.0065 / 0.25 0.0124 / 0.24 0.0142 / 0.42 0.0187 / 0.29 0.0035 / 0.24

Figure 2: The qualitative comparison results of JPEG2000, VVC, Perco and our
method using poses as structure information on the AGIQA dataset.

structure map designed in Section 2.1. For the edge-based type, we select 220 images
in 5 categories, namely animals, landscape, building, still item, and artwork. For the
pose-based type, we select 162 images with single human pose detected and 52 images
with multiple poses. Pose in each image must occupy no less than 40% of area.
Evaluation Metrics. In the proposed scheme, we aim to preserve semantic and
perceptual quality. To evaluate the semantic fidelity, we utilize Fréchet Inception
Distance (FID) [22] and CLIP Similarity (ClipSIM) [23], which assess the distance
between image pair in feature space. To evaluate the subjective image quality, we
use the Deep Image Structure and Texture Similarity (DISTS) [24] and no-reference
Naturalness Image Quality Evaluator (NIQE) [25] to evaluate the perceptual quality.
Furthermore, we use bit per pixel (bpp) to evaluate the bitrate of the compressed
images.
Implementation Details. We implement the proposed framework using Pytorch
library. A pretrained SD 1.5 is implemented as the universal generator, with the
guidance scale set to 7.5 and diffusion steps set to 50. The conditional scale of T2I-
Adaptor is 1 for all priors. Layer-wise implementation details are listed below. (1)
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Origin Semantic Layer Structure Layer Texture Layer JPEG2000 VVC Perco

BPP / DISTS↓ 0.0012 / 0.40 0.0095 / 0.33 0.0154 / 0.28 0.0146 / 0.39 0.0192 / 0.27 0.0035 / 0.30

BPP / DISTS↓ 0.0011 / 0.27 0.0088 / 0.33 0.0147 / 0.22 0.0141 / 0.43 0.0187 / 0.35 0.0035 / 0.23

BPP / DISTS↓ 0.0013 / 0.39 0.0096 / 0.39 0.0154 / 0.33 0.0143 /0.39 0.0256 / 0.20 0.0035 / 0.34

BPP / DISTS↓ 0.0014 / 0.28 0.0101 / 0.28 0.0169/0.23 0.0145 / 0.42 0.0240 / 0.28 0.0039 / 0.22

BPP / DISTS↓ 0.0016 / 0.24 0.0106 / 0.32 0.0165 / 0.19 0,0142 / 0.35 0.0213 / 0.24 0.0039 / 0.22

Figure 3: The qualitative comparison results of JPEG2000, VVC, Perco and our
method using edges as structure information on the AGIQA dataset.

Semantic Layer: We use a pretrained BLIP-2 model as the encoder. The image
captions are stored in and compressed using Zstd1 with compression level 19. (2)
Structure Layer: The edge detector utilizes a pretrained PiDiNet with threshold set
to 50. Extracted edge maps are downsampled by a factor of 2 and compressed using
VVC reference software VTM 15.02 with QP 53. Detected poses are quantized to
keep two decimal places and compressed using Zstd with compression level 19. (3)
Texture Layer: Each color map is 8 × 8 with a bit depth of 8. The color codes are
rendered into a color map before decoding.

3.2 Image Compression Performance

Baselines. We compare our work with representative codes VVC [16], JPEG2000 [26],
and PerCo [9]. JPEG2000 is a classical codec for images and VVC is the latest hand-
crafted codec for videos. Among neural compressors, PerCo is the state-of-the-art

1https://github.com/facebook/zstd
2https://vcgit.hhi.fraunhofer.de/jvet/VVCSoftware_VTM/-/tree/VTM-15.0
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Figure 4: The R-D performance of JPEG2000, VVC, Perco and our method on the
AGIQA dataset. Layer1, Layer2 and Layer3 denotes images incrementally recon-
structed from semantic, structure and texturte priors, respectively.

method utilizing the capability of stable diffusion to realize realistic image compres-
sion at the ultra-low bitrate.
Qualitative Results. Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 provides qualitative comparisons of our
work to baselines, with poses and edges as structures maps respectively. Our work
yields the reconstructed images with more realistic details, higher semantic fidelity,
and perceptual quality. JPEG2000 reconstructions are much blurry and VVC in-
volves lots of blocking artifacts. Perco achieves competitive visual qualities compared
to JPEG2000 and VVC, while it is not able to generate controllable images with
individual semantic, structure and texture conditioning, as our method does.
Quantitative Results. As illustrated in Fig. 4, our proposed method compresses
images at ultra-low bitrates of less than 0.02 bpp while maintaining perceptual fidelity
across a wide range of AIGC images. For all the metrics, our method significantly
outperforms traditional codecs VVC and JPEG2000. For NIQE and FID, our method
is almost on par with Perco. Meanwhile, the R-D curves of our method indicate that
image fidelity improves as more structure and texture information is provided during
decoding, demonstrating the scalability of our proposed multi-layered bitstream.

3.3 Image Editing Performance

Structure Manipulation. Demonstrative results of structure manipulation are
shown in Fig. 5. In the layered compression framework, modification of geometric
structure can be achieved by directly modifying the structure map, e.g. changing
the axes of keypoint, adding or subtracting objects. The decoder dynamically inte-
grates semantic information and texture information into the updated structure map,
synthesizing the edited image.
Texture Synthesis. Results of texture synthesis are shown in Fig. 5. Different from
many other compression methods that encodes texture into latent representation, we
utilize the 8× 8 color matrix as texture map, allowing a more intuitive and implicit
editing process. The texture information can be update by changing parts of the color
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(b) Results of texture synthesis

(a) Results of structure manipulation

(c) Results of object erasing

Figure 5: Results of Structure Manipulation, Texture Synthesis and Object Erasing.
The first column shows the unchanged texture/structure map, the remaining columns
shows the editing results. The edited structure/texture map is plotted in the corner
of each editing result respectively.

matrix or swapping texture maps across images. Results in Fig. 5 shows that our
model has strong capacity of fitting texture representations into geometric structures
and produce pleasant results. It indicates the potential of the proposed method to
establish a connection between image compression and image manipulation.
Object Erasing. We also show the results of object erasing in Fig. 5. Unwanted
objects can be wiped out by jointly masking out the areas in both structure and
texture map, while the remain part of the image remain clear and natural. Object
erasing is very useful in image editing and visual communication applications in real
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life. Moreover, the proposed method offers object erasing in a more efficient and sim-
ple way compared to manual methods via image editing software. The results reveals
the potential of proposed method to combine image compression and manipulation.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we propose a layered cross-modal compression framework for AIGIs.
We advocate that stable diffusion serves as a natural cross-modal decoder by lever-
aging rich and scalable priors. Specifically, our framework decomposes AIGIs into
semantic, structure, and texture priors, effectively conveying multiple levels of visual
information. The semantic prior functions as the foundational layer, and the struc-
ture and texture priors serve as enhancement layers. Qualitative and quantitative
results demonstrate the superiority of our proposed framework at ultra-low bitrates,
outperforming VVC in both visual quality and objective metrics. Additionally, our
framework enables seamless image editing through direct manipulation of the scalable
bitstream, significantly facilitating downstream applications.
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