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Abstract

While learned image compression methods have achieved
impressive results in either human visual perception or ma-
chine vision tasks, they are often specialized only for one
domain. This drawback limits their versatility and gener-
alizability across scenarios and also requires retraining to
adapt to new applications—a process that adds significant
complexity and cost in real-world scenarios. In this study,
we introduce an innovative semantics DISentanglement and
COmposition VERsatile codec (DISCOVER) to simultane-
ously enhance human-eye perception and machine vision
tasks. The approach derives a set of labels per task through
multimodal large models, which grounding models are then
applied for precise localization, enabling a comprehensive
understanding and disentanglement of image components
at the encoder side. At the decoding stage, a comprehen-
sive reconstruction of the image is achieved by leveraging
these encoded components alongside priors from genera-
tive models, thereby optimizing performance for both hu-
man visual perception and machine-based analytical tasks.
Extensive experimental evaluations substantiate the robust-
ness and effectiveness of DISCOVER, demonstrating supe-
rior performance in fulfilling the dual objectives of human
and machine vision requirements.

1. Introduction
Image compression has become an essential aspect of data
management, especially as the demand for image trans-
mission and storage continues to grow. Traditionally, im-
age compression techniques like JPEG [1], HEVC [2],
and VVC [3] have focused on optimizing visual fidelity.
With the rapid development of deep learning, advanced
learned-based methods [4–6] have demonstrated superior
performance over traditional techniques on standard fidelity
metrics such as PSNR and MS-SSIM. For instance, Liu
et al. [4] utilize mixed transformer-CNN architectures to
capture both global and local information of the image
to improve learned-based image compression (LIC). Li
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Figure 1. The codec paradigm of (a) human perception (b) ma-
chine vision (c) proposed DISCOVER. It leverages the task-level
MLLMs and image-level grounding modules for semantic analy-
sis and disentanglement, transmitting only the bit-streams of task-
related elements. At the decoding stage, it incorporates priors from
generative models to supplement information, producing high-
quality images that simultaneously meet the requirements of hu-
man perception and machine vision tasks.

et al. [5] propose the Frequency-Aware Transformer (FAT)
block to perform multiscale directional analysis for LIC.
Both methods achieve performance that significantly sur-
passes that of the latest standardized codec VVC. More-
over, some approaches [7–10] integrate generative models
to compress images to extremely low bitrates while pre-
serving quality suited for human visual perception. For
example, Careil et al. [10] proposed decoding with iter-
ative diffusion models instead of traditional feed-forward
decoders [11, 12], resulting in significantly improved visual
quality. However, these methods are all limited to be op-
timized for human perceptual fidelity, which seriously con-
strains their utility in wider machine vision tasks, like object
detection, segmentation, classification, etc [13–15].

The above-mentioned machine tasks influence numer-
ous practical applications, such as intelligent traffic sys-
tems, autonomous driving, and chat-bot [16, 17]. Hence,
efficient image compression for machines is crucial in re-
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ducing bandwidth and storage requirements w.r.t real appli-
cations. In response, the task of image coding for machine
(ICM) [18–22] has emerged, focusing on the joint optimiza-
tion of compression rates and downstream tasks accuracy.
For instance, Chamain et al. [23] proposed a joint opti-
mization of codecs and downstream task networks to en-
hance specific machine vision tasks. Chen et al. [22] utilize
a prompt tuning method to transfer base codec to another
machine vision task. Li et al. [21] use spatial-frequency
adapters to efficiently tuning codec for other tasks. How-
ever, these works go to the other extreme - making the codec
more suitable for supporting machine tasks, while ignoring
the basic need to ensure the perceptual quality of the recon-
structed image for human watching. Besides, another draw-
back as shown in Fig. 1(b), most of these ICM approaches
typically require retraining the codec many times (or train-
ing many different codecs) to adapt to different scenes or
tasks, which imposes significant overheads and computa-
tional costs for practical deployment.

In this paper, we propose a new compression paradigm of
semantics DISentanglement and COmposition VERsatile
coding (DISCOVER), which could simultaneously satisfy
both human visual perception and machine vision tasks, as
shown in Fig. 1. First, semantics analysis and disentangle-
ment are performed at the encoder side, wherein we use
multimodal large language models (MLLMs, e.g., Chat-
GPT 4o [24]) to do task reasoning, generating some po-
tential task-related prior information as a guide for subse-
quent compression. Note that, this process runs only once
to avoid encoding burden even for multi-image compres-
sion. Based on such prior, that denoted as candidate seman-
tic labels shown in Fig. 2, we then take a visual ground-
ing module [25] as a filter for filtering image-irrelevant la-
bels and parsing the input image to be compressed, to ob-
tain more detailed semantic information like object class
and localization (bounding box). This operation actually
disentangles the whole image into multiple key semantic
elements (i.e., different objects) and the rest background
content. Afterward, we accordingly encode the disentan-
gled objects and background separately to get a final well-
structured bitstream. In this way, only transmitting par-
tial specific bitstreams, our codec can support the specific
downstream machine tasks, which significantly saves band-
width costs. At the decoder side, our approach uses a kind
of generative model [26–29] to reconstruct the complete im-
age based on the partially transmitted bitstream. Such AI-
generated content (AIGC) by generative model supplements
the non-transmitted information of the original input image,
allowing our DISCOVER to meet the requirements of hu-
man watching as well. The contributions of this paper are
summarized as follows:

• We propose a new compression paradigm based on
semantics disentanglement and composition, enabling

structured coding and reassembly tailored to various
tasks, which accommodates both machine vision and hu-
man perception requirements.

• We are the first to together leverage the task-level
MLLMs and image-level grounding module before en-
coding, to extract essential guidance for semantic disen-
tanglement, which makes the codec encoder become task-
aware and the bitstream semantically structured. This
property allows partial transmission so as to largely save
bandwidth.

• We also develop a generative diffusion-based decoding
and reconstruction method, which gets the decompressed
image results by composing the disentangled elements
while leveraging prior knowledge from generative mod-
els to supplement non-transmitted components.

Experimental results demonstrate that our method
achieves superior performance in both machine vision and
human perception tasks. Specifically, setting VTM-12.1
as the anchor, we can achieve BD-rates [30] of -80.41%,
-80.32%, and -77.63% on object, segmentation, and clas-
sification tasks, respectively. Meanwhile, in the detection
task, transmitting only the task-related bitstream achieves a
BD-FID [31] of -45.615, indicating that the reconstructed
images align well with human perception.

2. Related Works

2.1. Image Compression
Image compression aims to encode original images into a
format that is both compact and retains high fidelity. Tra-
ditional image codec [1–3, 32, 33] has witnessed several
decades of developments, generally consisting of handcraft
sub-modules like intra-prediction, discrete cosine/wavelet
transformation, quantization, and entropy coding. In re-
cent years, learned-based codecs [4–6, 11, 34–36] began
to utilize neural networks to optimize distortion and bi-
trate. These data-driven methods have demonstrated su-
perior rate-distortion performance compared to traditional
approaches. With the advancement of AI-generated con-
tent (AIGC) technologies [26, 27, 37], some methods have
shifted focus from image fidelity to satisfying human per-
ception, achieving satisfactory reconstructed image quality
at extremely low bitrates. On the other hand, as machine
vision is increasingly used in practice, image coding for
machine (ICM) [38–43] is developing to satisfy machine
vision tasks like image classification, detection, segmenta-
tion, etc. However, many machine task-oriented methods
are typically designed for specific scenarios and often re-
quire retraining when transferred to different settings. In
contrast, in this work, our proposed versatile codec DIS-
COVER can adapt to a variety of scenarios, covering both
human and machine requirements, without any retraining.



2.2. Multi-modal Large Language Model and Vi-
sual Image Grounding

Multimodal Large Language Models (MLLMs) [24, 44–
46] have experienced rapid advancements over the past few
years, showcasing remarkable capabilities in cross-modal
understanding and generation. They [24, 45, 47–49] lever-
age massive high-quality multimodal datasets and exten-
sive model parameters to deliver unparalleled performance.
The sensitivity to fine details and the robustness in han-
dling complex tasks make MLLMs widespread. One of the
key challenges faced by multimodal models is the complex
natural image data, which contains a significantly greater
number of tokens and presents more intricate details than
text [50, 51]. When processing images, models are often re-
quired to actively or passively distill key information from
the visual data. This distillation process enables the model
to discern which elements are crucial for specific tasks, dis-
tinguishing effectively between the most critical and less
significant elements. Based on these findings, this paper
introduces ChatGPT-4o [24] to achieve semantic disentan-
glement, which enables the compression model to automati-
cally identify and differentiate between the most critical and
less significant elements for each task.

Visual grounding is also close to our work, in which
the task aims to locate the most relevant objects or re-
gions in an image based on a natural language query [52–
54]. The recent popular open-set Grounding DINO [25] has
made grounding approaches more applicable to real-world
scenarios, which utilizes cross-modal alignment and con-
trastive learning methods to filter out the most relevant text
during the inference process and achieve precise localiza-
tion. In this paper, we leverage the open-set capabilities of
Grounding DINO by feeding it a large number of candidate
semantic labels voted by MLLMs, which ultimately filter
the labels and generate corresponding localization informa-
tion, achieving an effective semantics analysis and disen-
tanglement for the subsequent compression.

2.3. Image Generation
Recently, diffusion models [55–58] have demonstrated re-
markable capabilities in image generation by learning to ap-
proximate data distributions through the iterative denoising
of a noised input. Consequently, they can generate high-
quality, complete images from inputs with limited informa-
tion, such as text, semantic maps, or depth maps [26]. Some
studies [7, 10] have attempted to apply this capability to im-
age compression, transmitting only text and downsampled
images/features to the decoder, which then employs diffu-
sion to generate visuals that satisfy human vision. However,
these approaches do not fully exploit diffusion’s potential
for semantic composition and generation. In our work, we
further explore the potential of diffusion models for image
compression, by performing different semantic composi-

tions based on the partially transmitted bitstream using dif-
fusion, to generate the corresponding complete image so as
to meet the needs of different scenes or tasks.

3. Methodology
Overview. Different from the previous image compres-
sion methods focused exclusively on either human percep-
tion [8, 10, 59] or machine vision [18, 22, 60], our frame-
work of DISCOVER, as illustrated in Fig. 2, is a versatile
codec for both human watching and machine tasks that can
adapt to various scenarios without retraining/redesigning.
Firstly, it utilizes MLLM and grounding modules to analyze
and disentangle the semantics of the input image. This en-
ables subsequent semantic-structured encoding, where only
task-related information is encoded and transmitted for the
machine tasks, significantly reducing bit overheads. Finally,
the decoded image can be completely generated by com-
posing the transmitted information with the generative dif-
fusion prior, meeting the requirements of human watching.
3.1. Semantics Analysis by MLLM and Grounding

Previous research [8, 19, 36, 61] has demonstrated that an-
alyzing images from a semantic perspective can better meet
the requirements of human perception or machine vision
at the same bit rate, compared with fidelity-based meth-
ods [4, 5, 11, 12]. However, these methods extract seman-
tics solely for a single task, lacking the ability to adaptively
extract diverse semantics for different scenarios, which lim-
its their transferability across varied tasks. In this work, we
first employ MLLM for a global understanding of the task
(requiring only a single inference per task, making the over-
head negligible). Then, a grounding model [25] is used to
perform a one-step analysis of each image, extracting de-
tailed semantic information like object class and localiza-
tion (denoted as a bounding box).

3.1.1 Task Understanding by MLLM
Multimodal large models offer exceptional versatility for a
wide range of tasks. By capitalizing on this capability, as
Fig. 2 shows, we guide ChatGPT-4o [24] to develop a global
understanding of the task to generate some candidate task-
related semantic labels for the current task, which provides
potential task-related prior information as a bias for the sub-
sequent process, and aligns closely with task requirements.

Specifically, we design a prompting method, as shown
in Algorithm 1, which aims at guiding the model through a
structured understanding of each task. The prompt firstly di-
rects the assistant to assess the “granularity required by the
task”, which allows the assistant to generate labels at an ap-
propriate level of granularity based on specific task require-
ments. After that, it requests over 100 category-specific la-
bels, promoting both coverage and relevance. This design
supports appropriate identification and categorization of key
information, thereby promising both task performance and
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Figure 2. The framework of DISCOVER: (1) First, we use MLLM and grounding model to perform semantic analysis and extract the
location information of task-related objects. (2) The information is then used for semantic disentanglement encoding, transmitting only
task-related information. (3) Finally, we leverage the transmitted information and diffusion priors for semantic composition generation.

Algorithm 1 Prompt for labels generation

1. Suppose you are an AI assistant and now need to gener-
ate task-related object labels based on the task.

2. The number of labels should not be fewer than 100, and
the labels should cover a wide range of categories while
maintaining appropriate granularity.

3. First, you should determine the granularity required by
the task, and then generate the corresponding labels.

4. For example:
• For some tasks, something that can’t be detected, such

as the sky or rivers, shouldn’t be included as labels.
• For some tasks, it is necessary to include more com-

prehensive information about the image, and it needs
overly general categories.

5. I am working on the {Task} and need a representative
label list.

6. The task description is as {Task Description}.

model effectiveness. Also, this prompt framework also en-
ables flexible task adaptation by adjusting {Task} and {Task
Description}—where {Task Description} can be generated
by ChatGPT-4o or manually defined—so we can easily
switch between different tasks without reconfiguration.
Discussion. In fact, in our initial attempts, we generated
labels individually for each image by performing a separate
MLLM analysis per image. However, this approach intro-
duced two main issues: (1) repeated calls to ChatGPT-4o
results in substantial additional computational and commu-
nication costs, and (2) deploying local open-source multi-
modal models for each image not only incurs high compu-
tational overhead but also frequently leads to hallucinations
or misunderstandings due to limited model performance, ul-

timately compromising the final output quality. In our cur-
rent design, we address these challenges by conducting a
single global analysis of the task using ChatGPT-4o. This
approach incurs negligible overheads while delivering su-
perior performance compared to per-image inference with
local open-source multimodal models. Additional details
and generated task-specific label lists are provided in the
supplementary materials.

3.1.2 Visual Grounding with Task-related Labels

After the MLLM provides task-level priors, we use a visual
grounding model to obtain more detailed image-level se-
mantic information like the object category and localization
(bounding box). Specifically, Grounding DINO [25] is uti-
lized to filter out image-irrelevant semantic labels and retain
only those most relevant to the image. Furthermore, it pro-
vides the corresponding localization of these labels within
the image. As shown in Fig. 3, we input the generated se-
mantic labels (often more numerous than the labels in the
images) alongside the images into Grounding DINO. First,
multi-scale image and text features are extracted using sepa-
rate backbones, such as BERT [62] for text and Swin Trans-
former [63] for images. These vanilla features are then pro-
cessed in a feature enhancer for cross-modal fusion, inte-
grating the information across modalities effectively.

After extracting cross-modal text features f text and im-
age features f img , a filter module is applied that filters out
superfluous and irrelevant image features under the super-
vision of f text. The selected image features are used as
the cross-modality queries q, which, along with image fea-
tures f img and text features f text, are then input into the
cross-modality decoder. Finally, the decoder outputs pre-
dicted object bounding boxes and extracts corresponding
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Figure 3. The labels and localization generation process of
grounding modules for the vehicle classification task. Different
from the general detection, this design could filter out task-related
objects (“bicycle”) for the subsequent compression.

labels utilized as prior information to aid subsequent com-
pression encoding.

3.2. Semantics Disentanglement Codec

After acquiring the task-related objects and regions in the
image, we based on this prior information to perform se-
mantics disentanglement encoding, which divides the ex-
tracted objects and the background into separate groups for
compression, as shown in Fig. 2. In this way, only trans-
mitting partial specific bitstreams, our codec can support
the specific downstream machine tasks, which significantly
saves bandwidth costs.

Following prior image compression works [4, 12], the
base codec of DISCOVER comprises three components: an
encoder, a hyper-prior path, and a decoder. Firstly, the en-
coder ga extracts a compact latent code ŷ from the input
image x, Furthermore, using the location information li for
task i derived from the grounding model [25], ŷ is disen-
tangled into different elements. When facing specific tasks,
only the task-related component ỹi is transmitted to the de-
coder. On the other hand, the complete ŷ is downsampled
by the hyper encoder ha to create side information z, which
is quantized as ẑ and then transmitted to the decoder to help
approximate the distribution of ŷ for arithmetic coding. The
entire encoding process can be defined as:

ỹi = ga(x|li) ẑ = ha(ga(x)) (1)

On the decoder side, the coarse global information is ex-
tracted also from ẑ using a global information extraction
network M composed of two transposed convolutional lay-
ers and one convolutional layer, and is then input into the
decoder gs alongside the task-related component ỹi. It is
crucial to note that our decoder’s reconstruction target di-
verges from traditional image compression that attempts to
reconstruct the original image; instead, our approach aims
to reconstruct the diffusion latent code zc that is obtained
after inputting the original image into the diffusion VAE
encoder E , thereby facilitating better integration with the
diffusion model during subsequent generative composition.
Ultimately, through our proposed DISCOVER codec, we

reconstruct the latent code ẑc that encapsulates the transmit-
ted task-related information and coarse global information.
The entire decoding process can be defined as:

ẑc = gs(ỹi,M(ẑ)) (2)

3.3. Semantics Composition Generation

Upon obtaining the reconstructed latent code ẑc, we em-
ploy it as a condition, which is integrated into the diffu-
sion model’s U-Net architecture [26] via a control mod-
ule C [64]. The control module has the same architec-
ture as the diffusion U-Net encoder and uses several zero-
convolutional layers to inject conditional knowledge into
the diffusion process. The diffusion model, trained exten-
sively on a vast dataset of images, effectively captures the
distribution of images. Therefore, even with merely coarse
information about the background, the diffusion model can
utilize its prior knowledge to adequately inpaint this aspect,
and compose the task-related objects effectively to construct
a high-quality, complete image, thereby satisfying human
perception criteria.

Specifically, given an initial noise zT and the condition
ẑc, we employ the reverse process of the diffusion model to
iteratively denoise as follows:

zt−1 =
1

√
αt

(
zt −

√
1− αt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ (zt, t, C(ẑc))

)
(3)

Here, ϵθ(·) represents the U-Net within the diffusion model,
tasked to predict the noise at each step, with parameters de-
noted by θ. αt represents a scaling factor that determines
how much noise is added to the latent variable zt at step
t. After iterating T cycles, we obtain the denoised latent
representation z0, which is then inputted into the diffusion
VAE decoder D to produce the final reconstructed image x̂.

In Figure 4, we present several visualization results
to demonstrate the feasibility of compositional generation
through the task-related regions along with side priors. We
attempt to reconstruct zc, which is obtained by inputting the
original image into the VAE diffusion encoder E , as accu-
rately as possible using the partial task-related compressed
latent ỹi. Using the information from this ỹi along with
coarse global information from side priors ẑ, we can obtain
a rough reconstruction of ẑc. Subsequently, leveraging the
diffusion prior, we refine ẑc to obtain a denoised latent z0,
which is then passed through the diffusion VAE decoder to
yield the reconstructed full high-quality image x̂. It can be
observed that the z0 generated by diffusion is very simi-
lar to the ground truth zc in Fig. 4, thereby facilitating the
production of a high-quality reconstructed image x̂.

3.4. Training Strategy

To implement the aforementioned pipeline for analysis,
disentanglement, and composition, we divide our training
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Figure 4. Visualization of the intermediate process in semantics
composition generation. DISCOVER can use the partial task-
related compressed latent ỹi to generate high quality image x̂.

steps into two stages. In the first stage, semantic analysis
and disentanglement are not introduced, instead, we train a
diffusion-based codec end-to-end. The specific loss func-
tion is defined as follows:

LI = λR(R(ŷ) +R(ẑ))

+ λdiff∥ϵ− ϵθ (zt, t, C(ẑc)∥2 + ||zc − ẑc||2,
(4)

where R(ŷ) and R(ẑ) are the rate loss, used to constrain
the bitrate of the compressed bitstream. The second term
measures the discrepancy between the U-Net’s predicted
noise and the actual noise ϵ, while the third term captures
the difference between the latent code ẑc output at the de-
coder side and the latent code zc obtained from the original
image through the diffusion encoder E , facilitating training
stability and accelerating convergence. During this training
phase, the diffusion weights, sourced from the pretrained
Stable Diffusion 2.1 [26], remain frozen, and only the pa-
rameters of the control module and codec are updated.

In the second stage of training, we attempt to endow the
codec with the capabilities for disentanglement and gener-
ation. Specifically, we apply random masks to the latent
code ŷ during training, ensuring that only partial informa-
tion along with coarse global side information is transmit-
ted to the decoder, allowing the model to generate based
on this partial information. To maintain training stability
in this phase, the parameters of the encoder and the hyper-
prior path within the codec remain frozen, and only the de-
coder is updated. The diffusion component still undergoes
updates solely in the control module. The difference in the
loss function from the first stage lies in the replacement of
R(ŷ) with rate loss for partial region parts R(ỹ).

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Settings

4.1.1 Implementation Details

We utilize ChatGPT-4o [24] and GroundingDINO 1.0 [25]
(Swin-Tiny backbone) as the models for semantic analysis,

keeping them frozen throughout the process without involv-
ing them in training stages. ELIC [65] serves as our base
codec. The last two layers of its decoder are removed to
align with the size of the diffusion latent code. In both
training stages I and II, λdiff is set to 2, while λR is cho-
sen from {1, 2, 4, 8} in Equation 4 to achieve models with
varying bitrates. For the diffusion model, we employ Sta-
ble Diffusion 2.1-base [26] as the generative model, and the
sampling step is set as 8 for machine vision tasks, 50 for hu-
man perception tasks. More details about the sampling step
can be found in supplementary materials. In Stage II, to
enable the codec with disentangled and compositional gen-
eration capabilities, we randomly set 0∼50% of the region
in ŷ to zero during each forward pass before transmission to
decoder. The training dataset comprises 50K images from
OpenImage [66], alongside almost 10K high-resolution im-
ages from COCO train2017 [67], CLIC2020 training set
[68], Flickr2K [69], and Div2K [70]. During the training,
these images are randomly cropped to a size of 512x512. In
the first stage, the model is trained for 300,000 iterations,
followed by an additional 50,000 iterations in the Stage II.

Machine Vision. For machine vision tasks, we conduct
evaluations on object detection, instance segmentation, and
classification tasks. For detection and segmentation tasks,
we use the MS COCO2017 val dataset with Faster R-
CNN [13] and Mask RCNN [71] (R50-FPN) as downstream
task networks. For the classification task, we test ResNet-
50 [72] on ImageNet [73].

Human Perception. For human perception, we per-
formed evaluations on the Kodak [74], CLIC2020 [68], and
COCO2017 val dataset. Following the setting in [75], for
CLIC2020, images are resized so that the shorter edge is
768 pixels, followed by a center crop of 768x768 for evalu-
ation.

4.1.2 Evaluation Protocol

Compression Ratio. In this work, bits per pixel (bpp) is
used to measure the compression ratio. Following [19], bpp
is formulated as: b

p , where b denotes the total bits cost of
the all encoded bit-streams in the datasets. p represents the
total pixels of the images in the dataset.

Machine Vision. In terms of evaluation metrics, for ma-
chine vision, we used Average Precision (AP) to evaluate
performance in object detection and instance segmentation
tasks, and accuracy for classification tasks.

Human Perception. For human perception, we used
FID [76], KID [77], DISTS [78], and LPIPS [79] as eval-
uation metrics. Similar to [36], the images from CLIC are
divided into 256x256 patches to compute FID and KID.
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Figure 5. Machine vision tasks performance comparison. We use ⋄, ▽, ◦ to represent generative, image coding for machine, fidelity-
based methods, respectively. Our method is represented by ⋆, and the proposed versatile method outperforms recent methods across three
machine vision tasks without retraining while maintaining satisfactory human perception, as shown in Fig. 6.

Figure 6. Human perception comparison. “Ours(Full)” means that all bitstreams are transmitted for reconstruction, while
“Ours(Detection)” means that only disentangled task-related parts for detection task are transmitted.

4.1.3 Comparison Approaches
We conducted comparisons with three categories of meth-
ods: image coding for machine method (TransTIC [22]),
which are designed for machine tasks, generative image
compression methods (ILLM [9], PerCo [10]) tailored
for human perception, and some fidelity-based approaches
(Frequency-aware [5], ELIC [65] and VTM-12.1 [80]).

4.2. Performance Comparison

As illustrated in Fig. 5, we performed the comparison
of machine vision tasks, including detection, segmenta-
tion, and classification. The SOTA diffusion-based method,
PerCo [10], leverages the strong generative priors of dif-
fusion models, achieving higher performance in detec-
tion tasks compared to image coding for machine method,
TransTIC [22]. However, due to its general design rather

than a specific focus on machine vision, PerCo shows lim-
itations in segmentation and classification. In contrast, our
method employs semantic disentanglement to encode infor-
mation according to the semantic requirements of each ma-
chine vision task. This targeted approach reduces the bits
required for encoding information irrelevant to downstream
tasks, resulting in improved performance across detection,
segmentation, and classification tasks compared with other
methods. Specifically, setting VTM-12.1 as the anchor,
we can achieve BD-rates [30] of -80.41%, -80.32%, and
-77.63% on these three tasks, respectively.
4.2.1 Human Perception

While achieving strong performance in machine vision
tasks, our method also maintains high-quality human per-
ception. As shown in the two subplots in the upper-left
corner of Fig. 6, our method, after disentanglement for
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Figure 7. The visualization results. DISCOVER preserves information in task-related regions for machine vision tasks while effectively
meeting human visual perception requirements. The scheme of “Ours (Detection)” means the reconstructed image of our method by trans-
mitting only the partial task-related bit-stream, while “Ours (Full)” means the full bit-stream is transmitted. “Ground Truth (Detection)”
means the results of grounding model, which indicates the task-related regions for the object detection task.

the detection task, can still reconstruct high-quality images
(low FID and DISTS, i.e., -45.615 BD-FID and -0.123 BD-
DISTS [31] by setting VTM-12.1 as the anchor) on the
decoding side, outperforming both the generative method
PerCo [10] and ILLM [9].

Moreover, by transmitting the full bit-stream, we can fur-
ther enhance human perception quality. As demonstrated
in Fig. 6, our method achieves superior human perception
performance on the Kodak and CLIC datasets, outperform-
ing other methods in FID, DISTS, and KID. Although the
LPIPS of our method is slightly higher than that of ILLM
due to the stochastic characteristic of diffusion, it remains
superior to the counterpart diffusion-based method PerCo.

4.3. Ablation Study

In Fig. 8, we analyze the gains achieved through semantic
disentanglement and generative enhancement. It can be ob-
served that directly applying disentanglement without gen-
erative composition provides some performance improve-
ments over the base codec. However, as the base codec
is optimized for MSE rather than designed specifically for
machine vision, and conducting disentanglement alone re-
sults in the loss of some contextual information, these fac-
tors together lead to performance bottlenecks in machine
vision tasks. On the other hand, using generative composi-
tion alone yields substantial gains, yet since it is optimized
for human eyes, and retains a considerable amount of redun-
dant information for machine tasks. Our method leverages
both disentanglement and composition processes, achieving
further improvements in machine vision task performance,
and also saving the bit costs.

4.4. Visualization

In Fig. 7, we present some visualized results. The figure
shows that the fidelity-based method, Frequency-aware [5],
results in blurring, particularly in complex textures, such as
the striped clothing in the second row, it struggles to recon-
struct details accurately. In contrast, our approach leverages
the priors from diffusion, enabling more detailed recon-
struction compared with the generative method ILLM [9].
For example, the bear’s face in the first row shows signif-

Detection Segmentation

Figure 8. Ablation studies on COCO dataset. “w/o composition”
means that on the decoder side, the generative model is not used
and the reconstructed image is directly output through gs. “w/o
disentanglement” indicates that the latent code is not disentangled
according to the task, and the full bit-stream is transmitted.

icant distortion in both ILLM and fidelity-based methods,
while our method preserves more details.

Furthermore, we compared the reconstruction quality of
transmitting only the task-related region bit-streams, Ours
(Detection), versus the full bit-streams, Ours (Full). For
task-related regions, both approaches achieve similar results
indicating task-related information is well preserved. Ad-
ditionally, by transmitting only the task-related region bit-
stream, our method, with the help of diffusion priors, can ef-
fectively reconstruct approximate background information,
satisfying human perception, while reducing a substantial
bit cost.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce a new paradigm dubbed DIS-
COVER to image compression, addressing the different re-
quirements of high-quality human visual perception and op-
timized performance for different machine vision tasks. We
use multimodal large language models and grounding mod-
els to analyze the semantics of tasks and images, assisting
with semantic disentanglement encoding. By leveraging se-
mantic disentanglement, DISCOVER enables partially en-
coding that selectively transmits task-related information,
significantly reducing bits cost. The following semantic
composition decoding approach utilizes the diffusion model
further enhances reconstruction, composing essential object
details with prior side knowledge to generate high qual-



ity image and achieve both satisfactory human perception
and diverse machine vision task performance. Experimen-
tal results underscore the robustness and versatility of our
approach, demonstrating superior performance in both ma-
chine vision and human perception evaluations.

References
[1] G. K. Wallace, “The jpeg still picture compression

standard,” IEEE transactions on consumer electron-
ics, vol. 38, no. 1, pp. xviii–xxxiv, 1992. 1, 2

[2] G. J. Sullivan, J.-R. Ohm, W.-J. Han, and T. Wiegand,
“Overview of the high efficiency video coding (hevc)
standard,” TCSVT, vol. 22, no. 12, pp. 1649–1668,
2012. 1

[3] B. Bross, Y.-K. Wang, Y. Ye, S. Liu, J. Chen, G. J. Sul-
livan, and J.-R. Ohm, “Overview of the versatile video
coding (vvc) standard and its applications,” TCSVT,
2021. 1, 2

[4] J. Liu, H. Sun, and J. Katto, “Learned image com-
pression with mixed transformer-cnn architectures,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), June
2023, pp. 14 388–14 397. 1, 2, 3, 5

[5] H. Li, S. Li, W. Dai, C. Li, J. Zou, and H. Xiong,
“Frequency-aware transformer for learned image
compression,” International Conference on Learning
Representations, 2024. 1, 3, 7, 8

[6] Z. Cheng, H. Sun, M. Takeuchi, and J. Katto,
“Learned image compression with discretized gaus-
sian mixture likelihoods and attention modules,” in
CVPR, 2020, pp. 7939–7948. 1, 2

[7] C. Li, G. Lu, D. Feng, H. Wu, Z. Zhang, X. Liu,
G. Zhai, W. Lin, and W. Zhang, “‘misc: Ultra-low
bitrate image semantic compression driven by large
multimodal model,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.16749,
2024. 1, 3

[8] E. Agustsson, D. Minnen, G. Toderici, and F. Mentzer,
“Multi-realism image compression with a conditional
generator,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
2023, pp. 22 324–22 333. 3

[9] M. J. Muckley, A. El-Nouby, K. Ullrich, H. Jégou,
and J. Verbeek, “Improving statistical fidelity for neu-
ral image compression with implicit local likelihood
models,” in International Conference on Machine
Learning. PMLR, 2023, pp. 25 426–25 443. 7, 8

[10] M. Careil, M. J. Muckley, J. Verbeek, and S. Lath-
uilière, “Towards image compression with perfect re-
alism at ultra-low bitrates,” in The Twelfth Interna-
tional Conference on Learning Representations, 2024.
1, 3, 7, 8
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