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Abstract
Learned image compression methods have shown superior rate-distortion performance and remarkable poten-
tial compared to traditional compression methods. Most existing learned approaches use stacked convolution
or window-based self-attention for transform coding, which aggregate spatial information in a fixed range. In
this paper, we focus on extending spatial aggregation capability and propose a dynamic kernel-based trans-
form coding. The proposed adaptive aggregation generates kernel offsets to capture valid information in the
content-conditioned range to help transform. With the adaptive aggregation strategy and the sharing weights
mechanism, our method can achieve promising transform capability with acceptable model complexity. Be-
sides, according to the recent progress of entropy model, we define a generalized coarse-to-fine entropy model,
considering the coarse global context, the channel-wise, and the spatial context. Based on it, we introduce
dynamic kernel in hyper-prior to generate more expressive global context. Furthermore, we propose an asym-
metric spatial-channel entropy model according to the investigation of the spatial characteristics of the grouped
latents. The asymmetric entropy model aims to reduce statistical redundancy while maintaining coding ef-
ficiency. Experimental results demonstrate that our method achieves superior rate-distortion performance on
three benchmarks compared to the state-of-the-art learning-based methods.

1 INTRODUCTION

Image compression has been a fundamental problem in image
and video processing for decades. It plays a critical role in
image and video transmission and storage, especially for appli-
cations with limited bandwidth and storage capacities, such as
mobile devices and cloud storage. In the past, most image com-
pression methods were designed using handcrafted algorithms,
such as JPEG [1], BPG [2], and VVC [3]. These methods typ-
ically use a block-based transform coding framework and rely
on human-crafted features and heuristics to remove the redun-
dancy in the image. Although these methods have achieved
good compression performance, their coding efficiency is lim-
ited by the separately optimized framework and the need for
more flexibility to adapt to different image contents.

Recently, deep learning has demonstrated remarkable perfor-
mance in many computer vision tasks, such as image recogni-
tion and object detection [6–8]. Inspired by the success of deep
learning, there has been increasing interest in applying deep
learning techniques to image compression [4,9–13]. In particu-
lar, recent works have explored the use of deep neural networks
for image compression by training a neural network to learn
the image compression process end-to-end. The end-to-end op-
timized manner is attractive because it can automatically learn
the most suitable compression parameters for different types of
images and metrics. It has the potential to outperform tradi-
tional compression methods by exploiting the full capacity of
deep neural networks. Some recent learned image compres-
sion (LIC) approaches [5, 12–16] have outperformed VTM [3]
which is the latest traditional coding standard reference soft-
ware, in terms of PSNR and MS-SSIM. Furthermore, learning-
based compression methods have more promising potential for
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improving perceptual and subjective quality [17] since they can
adjust optimizing direction by replacing loss functions. These
suggest that LIC has a great capacity for developing the next-
generation image compression framework.

Recently, numerous LIC methods [4, 13, 18–20] enhance the
variational auto-encoder architecture [10] with CNN-based
transform coding. For example. Cheng et al. [4] introduced
residual blocks to implement transformation between images
and latents. CNN-based methods tend to stack convolutional
layers and aggregate information in a fixed range according to
kernel size. Besides, due to the inductive bias of regular convo-
lution, it has translation equivariance, and its kernel weights are
fixed during inference. In addition, since Vision Transformers
[8,21] have achieved eye-catching performance in many visual
tasks, several image compression methods [5, 12, 22] utilized
window-based attention from Swin Transformer [8] to perform
spatial information aggregation. The window-based attention
can generate adaptive weights based on inter-token correlation
within a preset size window. In this paper, we focus on enhanc-
ing the spatial aggregation capacity in a dynamic range and fur-
ther boosting Rate-Distortion (RD) performance. Deformable
convolution (DCN) [7,23] fits well with adaptive spatial aggre-
gation, but its high computation complexity and GPU memory
cost hinder its use in transform coding. To this end, we in-
troduce Lite DCN (LDCN) from large-scale model [24] in our
framework. LDCN, named dynamic kernel in this paper, can
generate learned offsets and group-sharing weights to break the
limitation of fixed range spatial aggregation. With the content-
adaptive kernel offsets and weights, it is easy for the model
to aggregate spatial information in a dynamic range. Figure 1
illustrates the main differences between the mainstream opera-
tions and the dynamic kernel. We provide the visualization of
the effective receptive fields [25] of Cheng2020 [4], STF [5],
and our method. The visualization can demonstrate that dy-
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Figure 1: Characteristic differences between the ordinary ker-
nel, window-based attention, and our dynamic kernel. For
the visualization of the effective receptive fields, we choose
Cheng2020 [4] and STF [5] as the representative methods using
ordinary kernel and window-based attention, respectively. The
red point in (a) denotes the target point.

namic kernel-based transform coding can aggregate informa-
tion from a more extensive and content-conditioned range.

As another core component of LIC, the entropy models are de-
signed for distribution parameter estimation and probabilistic
prediction. Ballé et al. [10] proposed a hyper-prior as side in-
formation to store global context. Minnen et al. [11] utilized the
spatial autoregressive model to capture context from decoded
latents. However, this kind of context model cannot perform
parallel computation, so later they [26] proposed a channel-
wise autoregressive entropy model by splitting the latent into
slices and sequentially encoding them. The decoded slices can
participate in encoding the remaining slices as channel-wise
context. He et al. [13] investigated energy distribution and ex-
tended the model to unevenly grouped channel-wise context. In
this paper, we first define a generalized efficient entropy model
using a coarse-to-fine context. Then we introduce the above-
mentioned dynamic kernel in hyper-prior to generate more ex-
pressive global context. Moreover, we analyze the energy re-
sponse and the spatial correlation in the latents and propose
the Asymmetric Spatial-channel Entropy Model to promote RD
performance while keeping a satisfying inference speed. The
main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

• We introduce the dynamic kernel-based adaptive spa-
tial aggregation for transform coding. With the spa-
tial aggregation assisted by offsets and the sharing
weights, the transform module effectively reduces the

bit-rate while maintaining computation complexity.

• A generalized coarse-to-fine entropy model is devel-
oped considering the global, channel-wise, and spatial
context. Based on the model, we introduce a dynamic
kernel into hyper-prior to generate a powerful global
context. Besides, we further investigate the latent dis-
tribution and spatial correlation and propose an asym-
metric spatial-channel entropy model to remove statis-
tical redundancy efficiently.

• With the merit of the adaptive spatial aggregation and
the asymmetric entropy model, our method surpass
VTM-12.1 and other state-of-the-art methods on three
benchmarks. Extensive experiments demonstrate that
the proposed modules can effectively improve RD per-
formance while maintaining model complexity.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II introduces the related work. In Section III, we present the
overall framework DKIC with detailed discussions about Dy-
namic Kernel and Asymmetric Spatial-channel Entropy Model.
In Section IV, we show the performance of DKIC and discuss
the importance of each module, and then we conclude in Sec-
tion V.

2 RelatedWork

2.1 Learned image compression

The pioneering work of Ballé et al. [9] firstly proposed a CNN-
based learned image compression model which uses stacked
convolutions and generalized divisive normalization (GDN)
layers to achieve transform coding. Then Ballé et al. [10] mod-
eled the image compression framework as a variational auto-
encoder and proposed a hyper-prior as side information. Fol-
lowing the progress in probabilistic generative models, Min-
nen et al. [11] proposed spatial autoregressive priors and used
masked convolution for sequential coding and decoding with
decoded latents. Mishra et al. [27] proposed a a Wavelet-based
Deep Auto Encoder-Decoder Network based image compres-
sion. Cheng et al. [4] presented a residual block-based trans-
form coding, and they also introduced Discretized Gaussian
Mixture Model (GMM) to model the distribution of the latent
representation. Cai et al. [28] proposed a CNN-based multi-
scale decomposition transform and content adaptive rate allo-
cation to achieve rariable rate compression. He et al. [13] ex-
perimentally proved that stacking the residual blocks as a non-
linear transform can achieve promising rate-distortion perfor-
mance, even without GDN layers. Tang et al. [29] proposed a
compression method by integrating graph attention and asym-
metric convolutional neural network, achieving promising rate-
distortion performance.

Besides, inspired by the success of Transformer architectures
in natural language processing, Transformers have been in-
troduced to the vision domain and have shown performance
competitive with CNN in many vision tasks, including image
classification [8, 30], object detection [30] and image restora-
tion [31]. Motivated by those works, Transformer-based mod-
els have been explored for learned image compression. For
instance, Lu et al. [22] proposed a Transformer-based image
compression method that stacks Swin-Transformer block and
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convolutions to improve the information embedding ability of
the network. Zhu et al. [12] also proposed Swin-Transformer-
based nonlinear transforms for image and video compression.
Zou et al. [5] proposed a Symmetrical Transformer Framework
with window-based attention to capturing correlations among
spatially neighboring elements. Kim et al. [32] proposed an
Information Transformer to generate global and local compres-
sion priors.

2.2 Entropy models

The entropy model is a crucial component for estimating the
distribution of discrete latent representations. In the field of
learned image compression, the entropy model was first pro-
posed by Ballé et al. [10], in which a hyper-prior was incor-
porated to capture global spatial dependencies in latent repre-
sentations. In this model, each latent element is modeled as
a zero-mean Gaussian with a standard deviation conditioned
on the hyper-prior. A non-parametric fully factorized density
model is used to model the side information. In subsequent
work, such as [4, 11], hyper-priors and spatial decoded latents
were jointly utilized for context modeling in an autoregres-
sive manner, resulting in improved image compression perfor-
mance. However, this approach can be time-consuming due
to the serial processing steps. To this end, He et al. [33] in-
vestigated the spatial characteristics of the latents and proposed
parallelization-friendly checkerboard context. In the meantime,
Minnen et al. [26] designed a channel-wise entropy model to
reduce statistical redundancy along the channel dimension. He
et al. [13] proposed an uneven grouping strategy to develop
a spatial-channel contextual adaptive model, further enhanc-
ing the coding performance. Recently, Lu et al. [34] and Lin
et al. [35] explored the feasibility of a multi-stage contextual
model.

2.3 Dynamic kernel

Deformable convolution (DCN) is a representative method in
dynamic kernels. It is a type of convolutional operation that
enables neural networks to have more flexible receptive fields,
which is widely used in various tasks, including object detec-
tion [7,23], image classification [23] and video super-resolution
[36, 37]. The concept of DCN was first proposed by Dai et al.
[7], in which the network can learn additional offsets to gather
information from beyond its regular local neighborhood. Zhu
et al. [23] introduced DCNv2, which includes a modulation
mechanism that not only learns the offset for each sample but
also modulates the learned feature amplitude. This modulation
mechanism enables the network module to vary both the spatial
distribution and the relative influence of its samples. Further-
more, Wang et al. [24] extended DCNv2 to DCNv3, which in-
troduces a multi-group mechanism, shares weights among con-
volutional neurons, and normalizes modulation scalars along
sampling points. Moreover, Yang et al. [38] introduced con-
ditionally parameterized convolutions which learn specialized
convolutional kernels for the input feature. Chen et al. [39] pro-
posed a dynamic convolution that can dynamically aggregate
multiple parallel convolutional kernels based on their attention
weights.

3 The ProposedMethod

3.1 Framework Description

Ballé et al. [9, 10] modeled the image compression frame-
work as a variational auto-encoder and optimized the networks
in an end-to-end fashion. Since then, most LIC frameworks
have followed the paradigm and improved the compression per-
formance rapidly. Based on the recent representative work
[11, 13, 26] and the transform coding theory [40], we formu-
late a generalized image compression framework as follows:

y = ga(x;ϕ),
ŷ = Q(y − µ) + µ,
x̂ = gs(ŷ; θ)

(1)

where x and x̂ denote the input and the decompressed images.
ga and gs are analysis and synthesis transforms. ϕ and θ are
learned parameters of the analysis and the synthesis transform
networks, respectively. Q represents quantization operation.

During encoding, we send the input x to the encoder ga with
learned parameters ϕ, then we get the latent representation y.
We follow the previous work [11,26] and encode the quantized
residual between y and µ to the bitstream. To encode y−µ with
arithmetic coding, we quantize it by Q. Then, in the decoding
process, the decoder gs will transform the decoded latents ŷ into
the reconstructed images.

Following the previous work [10, 11], we use a single Gaus-
sian distribution to model each symbol, so the variances µ and
the means σ of symbols are estimated by the entropy model.
For building a comprehensive entropy model in a coarse-to-
fine manner, we introduce the hyper-prior [10], the channel-
wise autoregressive context [26], and the spatial context en-
tropy model [13, 33] in the framework. Specifically, the gen-
eralized entropy model encodes the y into side information z
using hyper-prior network [10]. Then the entropy model splits
y into N slices (y1, y2, ..., yN) along the channel dimension, and
encodes the slices in an autoregressive way. Within the param-
eter estimation of each slice, the previously decoded slices can
assist in estimating the distribution of the current slice. Besides,
each slice (i-th slice for example) is also divided into K parts in
the spatial dimension (yi

1, y
i
2, ..., y

i
K). The entire entropy model

can be formulated as:
z =ha(y;ϕh), ẑ = Q(z)

gc =hs( ẑ; θh)

cc =gcp( ẑ, ŷ<i; θcp), 1 ≤ i ≤ N

sc =gsp( ẑ, ŷi
< j; θsp), 1 ≤ j ≤ K

µi
j, σ

i
j =gep(gc, cc, sc; θep),

pŷ(ŷi
j|ctx) =[N(µi

j, (σ
i
j)

2)] ∗ U(−
1
2
,

1
2

)(ŷi
j)

with ctx =( ẑ, ŷ<i, ŷi
< j, θh, θcc, θsc, θep)

(2)

where ha, hs, ϕh and θh are the hyper analysis and synthesis
transform and their learnable parameters in the hyper-prior. z
and ẑ stand for the side information and its quantized coun-
terpart. gcp, gsp, gep, ϕcp, ϕsp and θep are the channel, spatial
and final parameter prediction networks and their learnable pa-
rameters. ẑ is fed to the hyper synthesis transform hs to obtain
the global coarse context gc. Then we use gc and the already
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Figure 2: Overview of our proposed image compression framework DKIC. We use ga to transform the input x into latent rep-
resentation y, and propose Asymmetric Space-channel Entropy Model to estimate the distribution parameters (µ and σ) of y.
Following [11], we quantize and compress y − µ to the bitstream. After entropy decoding, we restore the image x̂ from ŷ with
inverse transform network gs.

decoded slices (y1, y2, ..., yi−1) to generate channel-wise con-
text cc with the network gcp(·). In the mean time, the entropy
model generates the spatial context sc using the decoded parts
(yi

1, y
i
2, ..., y

i
j−1). Finally, the Gaussian parameters µi

j and σi
j of

the target position are predicted by the final parameter predic-
tion network gep (the Entropy Parameters network in [11]).

Since we provide a generalized entropy model, most existing
entropy models can be seen as special cases. For example,
when we set K as the number of spatial feature points of y
and remove the channel context, we get the spatial autoregres-
sive prior in [11]. When we set N = 10 and divide y into
10 slices evenly along the channel dimension and remove the
spatial context, we get the channel-wise autoregressive entropy
model in [26]. If we set K as 2 and remove the channel context,
we get the checkerboard context in [33].

We enhance the framework defined above with dynamic spatial
aggregation and asymmetric space-channel entropy model to
improve the rate-distortion performance further. Specifically,
we propose the dynamic kernel-based spatial aggregation to
combine the advantages of the CNN-based [4, 11, 13, 33] and
Transformer-based [5, 12, 22] methods and break through the
limitations they share. A more detailed discussion will be pre-
sented in Section 3.2. Moreover, we are inspired by the repre-
sentative efficient entropy model [10,26,33] and summarize the
generalized coarse-to-fine entropy model as described in Equa-
tion 2. To enhance the expression of global context, we intro-
duce the dynamic kernel into hyper-prior to aggregate global
prior. Furthermore, based on the conclusion in [13] and our
investigation on spatial characteristics of latent representation,
we propose the asymmetric spatial-channel entropy model to
achieve high compression performance while maintaining effi-
ciency. We introduce the proposed entropy model in Section
3.3.

3.2 Dynamic Kernel for Image Compression

Most recently learned image compression methods either use
CNN [4, 13, 33] or Vision Transformer [5, 12, 22] to trans-
form the images into latent representation. CNN-based and
Transformer-based compression methods can Gaussianize data
effectively and achieve comparable rate-distortion performance
to the traditional codec VTM, but they still have limitations.
As shown in Figure1, CNN-based methods stack ordinary con-
volution and aggregate spatial information in a fixed range
according to their kernel size. Besides, due to the induc-
tive bias of ordinary convolution, it has translation equivari-
ance, and its kernel weights are fixed while processing different
contents. Most Transformer-based compression methods use
the window-based attention in Swin Transformer block [8] to
achieve spatial information aggregation. With the merit of self-
attention within a fixed-size window, this method can dynami-
cally assign weights based on token similarity. However, even
with the shifted window mechanism, they can only aggregate
features within a fixed spatial range.

To break through the above-mentioned limitations and further
boost RD performance, we intend to introduce deformable ker-
nel [7, 23] to achieve adaptive spatial aggregation. With the
content-adaptive kernel offsets and weights in deformable con-
volution (DCN), it is easy for the kernel to aggregate spatial
information in a dynamic range for efficient Gaussianization.
In [23], the DCN can be formulated as:

F̂(p) =
K∑

k=1

wk · F(p + pk + ∆pk), (3)

where wk,pk,∆pk are the modulated kernel weights, the general
sampling location and the additional learned offsets. wk is adap-
tive for each element of the input feature F. However, there is
a consensus that deformable convolution consumes much more
computation resources and GPU memory than ordinary convo-
lution, so the blind introduction of deformable convolution may
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Figure 3: Visualization of dynamic sampling locations. The left
figures are kodim7 with the red target aggregation point, and the
right figures contain the sampling locations of dynamic kernel.
Different color denotes different group the points belong to.

lead to the impracticality of the compression method. To pre-
serve the advantages of deformable convolution while reduc-
ing its operational complexity, we introduce Lite DCN (LDCN)
from InternImage [24] as the dynamic kernel to aggregate in-
formation in a dynamic spatial range. Compared to the DCN
in [23], LDCN splits the input feature into groups and has the
sharing modulated kernel weights within each group. More-
over, LDCN uses softmax normalization to replace the element-
wise sigmoid normalization, alleviating the unstable gradient in
training. The LDCN used in our method can be formulated as:

F̂(p) =
G∑

g=1

K∑
k=1

wgk · F(p + pk + ∆pgk), (4)

where G denotes the number of the split groups, wgk,∆pgk are
the sharing modulated kernel weights and the additional learned
offsets within g-th subgroup. Benefit from the group-wise shar-
ing weights, the Lite DCN used in our method can be plugged
into our method as dynamic transform operation without intro-
ducing heavy computation burden.

Then we propose to investigate the efficient transform opera-
tion containing the LDCN. Since Vision Transformer [8,30,41]
introduces many powerful modules and can achieve promising
performance in computer vision tasks, we test several compo-
nents in our compression method, including Layer Normaliza-
tion (LN) [42], Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) [41] and GELU
[43]. We observe that the RD performance of the compression
framework will be improved when using LN behind the LDCN
and MLP network. We conduct extensive experiments to ex-
plore the best performing network structure with multiple de-
sign options (see Section 4.4.4 for more information). Based
on our experimental exploration, we design an efficient and
stable transformation module named Dynamic Residual Block
Group (DRBG). The proposed DRBG is illustrated in Figure 2.
Specifically, before conducting LDCN, we follow [24] to use
two depth-wise convolutions to generate the content-adaptive
kernel offsets and modulations, respectively. Then we use the
softmax function to normalize the modulations. As for MLP,
we use a simple network to project the feature, and its function
can be formulated as:

MLP(·) = Conv1×1(GELU(Conv1×1(·))). (5)

Also, shortcut connection [6] is incorporated for the LDCN
and the MLP according to the design principles of recent work
[8, 30, 44] and our architecture investigation. The stacked dy-
namic transform modules with a shortcut connection is named
Dynamic Residual Block (DRB) in this paper. Furthermore,
previous work [4, 13] demonstrate that Residual Block [6] can
boost performance of compression framework by introducing
nonlinearity. Therefore, we add a Residual Bottleneck Block
(RBB) [13] after the DRB to further enhance the transform
capability. The combination is named into Dynamic Residual
Block Group (DRBG). Detailed architectures of the framework
and the DRBG are illustrated in Figure 2.

To further verify the effectiveness of the dynamic kernel, we
conduct experiments on visualizing the kernel offsets and the
sampling position. Figure 3 shows a target aggregation point
and corresponding sampling positions. Since the target point is
located on the petal, its corresponding dynamic sampling points
are located at different positions on the petal to obtain useful
spatial information. The phenomenon can demonstrate the dy-
namic aggregation capacity of our method.

3.3 Asymmetric Spatial-channel Entropy Model

Current progress in efficient entropy models adopts various
context information [10, 13, 26, 33] to facilitate distribution pa-
rameter estimation. To utilize all these previous methods’ ad-
vantages, we first introduce the generalized coarse-to-fine en-
tropy model in Section 3.1. Specifically, we divide the help-
ful context in image compression into coarse global, channel-
wise, and spatial contexts. As Equation 2 described, the coarse
global context is obtained by a hyper-prior [10] as side informa-
tion, which has been demonstrated the effectiveness in earlier
work [4,11]. As for the fine-grained context, we follow [26,33]
and split the latent representation along the channel and the
spatial dimension. Considering the orthogonality of space and
channel dimensions, the performance improvement from these
two dimensions should also be orthogonal.

For building an accurate yet efficient entropy model, we first in-
troduce dynamic kernel in hyper-prior to generate the enhanced
global context with adaptive latent aggregation. The architec-
ture of the Dynamic Hyper Prior is shown in Figure 5. Then,
we follow [13] and build unevenly grouped channel-wise con-
text. In Figure 4, we visualize the average latent value of the
5-group model (b), and draw a similar conclusion as in [13]
that the later encoded groups contain less information. From
our experimental exploration, squeezing or fusing the former
channel groups will cause noticeable performance loss. So we
follow [13] and set the group number to 5, with 16, 16, 32, 64,
and 192 channels in the groups.

Furthermore, we notice the decreasing feature spatial correla-
tion during the channel auto-regression process from Figure 4.
This indicates that we can capture the more helpful spatial con-
text in the former groups, and later channel groups are more de-
pendent on the channel context than the spatial context. Follow-
ing the principle, we introduce the asymmetric channel-spatial
entropy model as shown in Figure 5. From the investigation
of our experiments, the first two channel group y(1), y(2) has
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(a) kodim9 (b) average value of the unevenly grouped latent feature

Figure 4: Visualization of the average value of the unevenly grouped latent feature. It can been seen from the figures that the
former coding slices have larger symbol magnitudes, and have stronger spatial correlation in the neighborhood.
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Figure 5: Description of the Asymmetric Spatial-channel Entropy Model. We split the latents y into 5 slices. Every slice
has global context gc from hyper-prior. Besides, considering the different spatial correlation in each slice, we use the 4-stage
spatial context model to estimate distribution parameters of the first two slices, and we adopt the 2-stage spatial context model
to the subsequent slices. The subscript and superscript of y denote the sub part of the latent in channel and spatial dimension
respectively.

more explicit spatial neighborhood-dependent properties, so we
use a four-stage spatial context model asccs4 (inspired by the
multi-stage context in [34]) to fully leverage the spatial corre-
lation. However, adopting the complex spatial context model
in the latter channel groups introduces negligible performance
gains and additional computational burden. Therefore, we uti-
lize a two-stage spatial context model asccs2 (inspired by the
checkerboard context in [33]) to reduce the spatial redundancy
in the latter channel groups. The entire model, named Asym-
metric Spatial-channel Entropy Model, can mine valuable con-
text in a comprehensive manner while maintaining a high infer-
ence speed (see Table 1 for more detailed comparisons).

3.4 Loss Function

Following most of the previous learned image compression
methods [4,10], we use a Lagrangian multiplier to trade off rate
and distortion in the loss function. Our framework is trained

with the following loss:

L =λ · D(x, x̂) + R(ŷ) + R( ẑ)
with R(ŷ) =E[− log2(pŷ| ẑ(ŷ| ẑ))]

R( ẑ) =E[− log2(p ẑ|ψ( ẑ|ψ))]
(6)

in which R(·) denotes the predicted entropy. ŷ and ẑ are the
quantized latent representation and side information. ψ rep-
resents the factorized entropy model [9] to compress the side
information. λ is the Lagrange multiplier that determines the
trade-off betweenR and the distortion D. To train our model,
we use MSE as the distortion function.

4 Experimental Results

4.1 Datasets and Implementation Details

4.1.1 Datasets

Following the previous work [14], we adopt the Flicker2W
dataset provided by [45]. The dataset contains 20,716 real-
world images with various complex textures. To validate the
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Figure 6: The rate-distortion performance of BPG, VTM-12.1, the recent learned image compression approaches and our DKIC
on the Kodak, CLIC Professional Validation and Tecnick datasets.

Table 1: The comparison results of BDBR (Anchor: VTM-
12.1), inference speed and model parameters. The EncT and
DecT denote the time cost for encoding and decoding on Ko-
dak, and Para. represents the parameters of each model. A
lower BDBR indicates higher RD performance. Red and Blue
indicate the best and the second-best performance.

Image Codec Kodak CLIC Tecnick EncT
(ms)

DecT
(ms)

Para.
(M)

BPG444 22.39% 28.09% 23.48% - - -

Cheng2020 [4] 5.67% 4.73% 6.38% 4395 8387 29.6
InvComp [14] -1.23% -3.57% -5.18% 4354 10641 47.5

SwinT-ChARM [12] -3.01% - 2.73% - - 60.5
STF [5] -2.88% -3.34% - 159 162 99.8

DKIC (Ours) -7.68% –7.89% -9.90% 147 158 53.3

effectiveness of our model and compare performance with other
state-of-the-art image compression approaches, we test our
models on three benchmarks: the Kodak dataset [46], the CLIC
Professional Validation dataset [47] and the Tecnick dataset
[48]. The resolution of these datasets varies from 768 × 512
to 2K.

4.1.2 Training settings

We randomly crop the training dataset with the size of 256 ×
256. Using the loss function 6, we train six models with differ-
ent λ to control RD performance (Following CompressAI [49],
we set λ = 0.0035, 0.0067, 0.0130, 0.0250, 0.0483, 0.0932,
0.1800 for the model). The batch size is set to 8, and the
AdamW optimizer is adopted whose parameters β1 and β2 are
set as 0.9 and 0.999. The learning rate is initialized to 1 × 10−4

and decreased to 1 × 10−5 after 380 epoch training. The en-
tire network converges after 400 epochs. All experiments are
conducted using the PyTorch with NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPUs.

4.1.3 Test settings

We test our method on three benchmarks, including Kodak [46]
with the image size of 768 × 512, Tecnick test set [48] with the
image size of 1200 × 1200 and CLIC professional validation
dataset [47] with 2k resolution. We use PSNR to measure the
distortion, while bits per pixel (bpp) are used to evaluate bi-
trates.

Table 2: The BDBR results of ablation studies. A lower BDBR
indicates higher RD performance. We vary the anchor in differ-
ent ablation experiments, and each anchor uses the module in
our final method.

Dynamic Kernel

Dynamic Kernel BDBR Dynamic Kernel Size BDBR

w/ DRB 0.00% 1x1 5.56%

Replace DRB with RBB 6.36% 3x3 0.00%

Replace LDCN with Conv 8.14% 5x5 -0.54%

Asymmetric Entropy Model

Spatial Model
Arrangement BDBR Spatial Model

Arrangement BDBR

[1, 1, 1, 1, 1] 5.43% [4, 4, 2, 2, 2] 0.00%

[2, 2, 2, 2, 2] [13] 2.02% [4, 4, 4, 2, 2] -0.04%

[4, 2, 2, 2, 2] 0.65% [4, 4, 4, 4, 4] -0.06%

4.2 Traditional Codec Evaluation

In order to compare rate-distortion performance with traditional
image compression methods, including BPG [2] and VTM-
12.1 [3], we refer to the setting in [12] to generate the bitstream
of BPG and VTM-12.1. Specifically, we obtain BPG from the
website1, and we set quality index as 22, 27, 32, 37, 42, 47 for
BPG. As for VTM-12.1, we download the reference software
from the website2. We follow [12] and use the scripts in Com-
pressAI3 [49] to gather VTM results using QP 17, 22, 27, 32,
37, 42, 47.

4.3 Comparison with Other Methods

4.3.1 Comparison Methods

We compare our method with several recently learned im-
age compression approaches4: Cheng2020 [4], InvComp [14],

1https://bellard.org/bpg/
2https://vcgit.hhi.fraunhofer.de/jvet/VVCSoftware VTM/-

/tags/VTM-12.1
3https://github.com/InterDigitalInc/CompressAI/tree/efc69ea24
4We only compare the performance of work with open-sourced

codes or available rate-distortion data.
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Table 3: The BDBR results of ablation studies on different
entropy models. A lower BDBR indicates higher RD perfor-
mance. AR times denotes auto-regressive times in the entropy
model.

Grouping Style Spatial Context Model BDBR AR times

w/o slicing [33] 2-stage for the latents 4.16% 2

w/o slicing [34] 4-stage for the latents 2.79% 4

Even (10 slices) [26] w/o spatial context model 0.93% 10

Even (10 slices) 2-stage for each group 0.28% 20

Even (10 slices) 4-stage for each group -0.12% 40

Asymmetric (Ours) [4,4,2,2,2] 0.00% 14

SwinT-ChARM [12] and STF [5]. To facilitate comparison,
we use cheng2020-attn reproduced by CompressAI [49], which
is comparable to the performance of the original paper. Apart
from this, all the rate-distortion data of the comparison meth-
ods are provided by their authors. As for the traditional meth-
ods BPG and VTM-12.1, we follow the previous work [12] and
conduct the experiments of traditional codecs in YUV 4:4:4
colorspace.

4.3.2 Rate-Distortion Performance

Figure 6 shows the experimental results on the Kodak, CLIC
Professional Validation, and Tecnick datasets while taking
PSNR as quality measurement. Our method DKIC can outper-
form traditional image compression methods BPG and VTM-
12.1 on every benchmarks. Specifically, at the same bitrate,
the proposed method has an average of 0.4dB improvement in
PSNR compared to VTM-12.1 on three test datasets, and has
an average of 1.4dB improvement in PSNR compared to BPG.
DKIC can also achieve superior performance among learned
image compression algorithms. We can see from Figure 6 that
DKIC shows a most promising performance than recent LIC
methods, especially in the high bitrate region.

For a more detailed comparison, we also provide the
Bjøntegaard Delta Bit-Rate (BDBR) results [50] computed
from the rate-distortion curves as the quantitative metric. We
set VTM-12.1 as the anchor for performance comparison. The
detailed results are shown in Table 1. Specifically, the pro-
posed method can save 4.51%, 6.18%, 7.48% bitrate compared
to VTM-12.1 on Kodak, CLIC, and Tecnick datasets, respec-
tively. STF [5] adopted window attention-based Swin Trans-
former block for transform coding and used channel-wise en-
tropy model for probabilistic prediction. From the BDBR re-
sults calculated by PSNR, STF can save 2.88% bitrate com-
pared to VTM-12.1 on Kodak, and our DKIC can save a fur-
ther 1.63% of bits relative to STF. In Table 1, we also provide
the coding time of recent learned image compression methods,
including Cheng2020 [4], InvComp [14] and STF [5]. We per-
form the speed comparison on the same test environment (sin-
gle RTX 3090) using the source code provided by these meth-
ods. Since Cheng2020 [4] and InvComp [14] adopted spa-
tial autoregressive entropy model, they must encode and de-
code each element of the latents sequentially. In that case, this
method is not practical with the non-parallel operations. It takes
8 to 10 seconds for them to decode a single 768 × 512 size im-
age. DKIC uses the asymmetric spatial-channel entropy model

Table 4: The BDBR results of ablation studies on dynamic
residual block architecture design. A lower BDBR indicates
higher RD performance.

Dynamic Residual Block Architecture Design BDBR

n
1.22%

n
0.87%

n
0.00%

n
0.33%

n 1.67%

with controlled complexity, and it achieves the best RD perfor-
mance among the comparison methods while maintaining the
highest coding efficiency.

4.4 Ablation Studies and Performance Analysis

4.4.1 Dynamic Kernel

To verify the dynamic kernel’s effectiveness, we first conduct
experiments by replacing the dynamic residual block with the
residual bottleneck block. Without the adaptive spatial aggrega-
tion capacity, the rate will increase by about 6.36% at the same
PSNR. We also directly replace the LDCN with ordinary con-
volution, and the rate will increase by about 8.14% at the same
PSNR. Then we vary the dynamic kernel size to investigate the
aggregation capacity of different kernel sizes. From Table 2,
the bits will increase by 5.56% when we replace the 3×3 dy-
namic kernel with 1×1 kernel. Then we replace the 3×3 dy-
namic kernel with 5×5 kernel. The bits will save about 0.54%.
We can infer from the experiments that as the size of the dy-
namic kernel becomes larger, the dynamic aggregation capac-
ity increases. However, the improvement in model performance
decreases significantly when the dynamic aggregation capacity
reaches a bottleneck. Considering the high computation com-
plexity and GPU memory usage caused by 5×5 dynamic kernel,
we choose 3×3 size kernel in our model.

4.4.2 Asymmetric Spatial-channel Entropy Model

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed Asymmetric
Spatial-channel Entropy Model, we conduct extensive exper-
iments on changing the stage number of the spatial context
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kodim1 ERF of Cheng2020 ERF of STF ERF of DKIC

kodim8 ERF of Cheng2020 ERF of STF ERF of DKIC

kodim22 ERF of Cheng2020 ERF of STF ERF of DKIC

Figure 7: Visualization of the effective receptive fields, we choose Cheng2020 [4] and STF [5] as the representative methods
using ordinary kernel and window-based attention, respectively. The red point denotes the target point.

model in each split slice. Since we divide the latent representa-
tion into five slices, we denote the list in Table 2 as the spatial
context stage for each slice. For example, [2, 2, 2, 2, 2] repre-
sents that each slice uses a two-stage spatial context. As shown
in Figure 4, the former encoded slices have a stronger spatial
correlation in the neighborhood, so we prioritize using a four-
stage spatial context model for slices encoded first. Moreover,
the complex spatial context used in the later slices brings neg-

ligible gain, so our method chooses the Asymmetric Spatial-
channel Entropy Model with [4, 4, 2, 2, 2] spatial context ar-
rangement.

4.4.3 Entropy Model Switching

We have added additional experimental results to further varify
the superior of the proposed entropy model. For example, the
results of model comparisons using two-stage [33] versus four-
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(a) kodim24 (b) BPG

bpp: 0.2082

PSNR: 26.31dB

(c) VTM-12.1

bpp: 0.2056

PSNR: 27.10dB

(d) DKIC (Ours)

bpp: 0.2039

PSNR: 27.44dB

(a) kodim10 (b) BPG

bpp: 0.0878

PSNR: 29.81dB

(c) VTM-12.1

bpp: 0.0833

PSNR: 31.00dB

(d) DKIC (Ours)

bpp: 0.0852

PSNR: 31.55dB

Figure 8: The visual results of traditional image compression methods BPG, VTM-12.1 and our DKIC.

stage spatial contexts [34] without latent grouping. We have
tabulated the results in Table 3, and the proposed entropy model
can achieve promising RD performance with acceptable auto-
regressive time.

4.4.4 Design of Dynamic Residual Block

We also conduct experiments to explore the highest-
performance dynamic residual block design options. We set
up four comparison methods by adjusting the position of Layer
Normalization (LN) and whether to remove LN. The difference
of architectures are provided in Table 4. From the results, we
can see that using LN behind the LDCN and the MLP achieves
the best performance. Therefore, we choose the post-norm ar-
chitecture in our implementation. This choice also coincides
with the conclusion in many methods [8, 24].

4.4.5 Model Complexity

DKIC has about 53.3M parameters while the comparison meth-
ods InvComp [14], SwinT-ChARM [12] and STF [5] have
47.5M, 60.5M, and 99.8M parameters respectively. We record
the coding time and RD performance of different methods on
the Kodak dataset, and the detailed experimental results are pro-
vided in Table 1. It takes DKIC around 150ms to encode or de-
code a 768 × 512 size image using a single RTX 3090. STF [5]
has a similar coding speed, but our method can achieve better
compression performance. Cheng2020 [4] and InvComp [14]
used joint autoregressive entropy model [11], so it takes much
longer time to compress. DKIC can achieve the most promising
RD performance while maintaining satisfying model complex-
ity.

4.5 Effective Receptive Fields

To further demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed Dy-
namic Kernel, we present more effective receptive fields (ERF)
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(a) kodim5 (b) BPG

bpp: 0.2803

PSNR: 25.48dB

(c) VTM-12.1

bpp: 0.2767

PSNR: 26.55dB

(d) DKIC (Ours)

bpp: 0.2635

PSNR: 26.89dB

(e) kodim17 (f) BPG

bpp: 0.1048

PSNR: 29.36dB

(g) VTM-12.1

bpp: 0.0994

PSNR: 30.16dB

(h) DKIC (Ours)

bpp: 0.0994

PSNR: 30.55dB

Figure 9: The visual results of traditional image compression methods BPG, VTM-12.1 and our DKIC.

visualization of different methods in Figure 7. We continue to
choose Cheng2020 [4], STF5 [5] and our DKIC as representa-
tive methods of using the ordinary kernel, window-based atten-
tion and dynamic kernel, respectively. As for generating effec-
tive receptive fields, we use local attribution maps (LAM) [25]
to find the input pixels that strongly influence the reconstruction
results. The LAM employs path integral gradients to conduct
attribution analysis. We choose three images kodim1, kodim8
and kodim22 from the Kodak dataset. As an ordinary kernel-
based method, Cheng2020 has a relatively small ERF since
its kernel size is fixed. Besides, as shown in Figure 7 about
kodim22, it may aggregate information from unrelated regions.
STF uses window-based attention to achieve transform coding.
We can see that STF has a much larger ERF than Cheng2020
with the merit of the large window and the shifted-window

5https://github.com/Googolxx/STF

mechanism. However, it tends to aggregate spatial informa-
tion from unrelated regions too. For example, when we set
the central area of the door as the target point, it will collect
many irrelevant feature points outside the door for information
aggregation. From these three examples, we can conclude that
DKIC has fairly large receptive fields under the premise of sam-
pling highly relevant information. From the ERF of DKIC on
kodim22, DKIC tends to aggregate the pixels associated with
the red wall and tries to avoid sampling unrelated pixels such
as branches, so its receptive field shape is oval-like.

4.6 Visualization Results

Figure 8 and Figure 9 shows the visual quality comparison of
the traditional compression methods BPG [2], VTM-12.1 [3],
and our DKIC. We choose kodim24, kodim10, kodim5 and
kodim17 with complex textures from the Kodak dataset. From
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the reconstruction images, it can be seen that our method can
achieve higher subject quality with clearer texture and more ac-
curate object contours while maintaining better rate-distortion
performance.

5 Conclusions
In this paper, we present a learned image compression method
with dynamic kernel-based adaptive spatial aggregation. The
dynamic kernel can generate content-adaptive kernel offset, so
the transform capacity is also significantly improved by the
adaptive spatial aggregation. We design a new image compres-
sion framework by combining the dynamic kernel-based trans-
form coding and nonlinearity from residual bottleneck block.
Besides, we define a generalized coarse-to-fine entropy model
considering the global, channel-wise, and spatial context. Then
according to the latent distribution of channel-wise context, we
propose the asymmetric spatial-channel entropy model to re-
duce statistical redundancy while maintaining high coding effi-
ciency.

Experimental results demonstrate that our method can obtain
better RD performance than the traditional image compression
method VTM-12.1 and other state-of-the-art image compres-
sion approaches.

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

standard,” IEEE transactions on consumer electronics,
vol. 38, no. 1, pp. xviii–xxxiv, 1992. 1

[2] F. Bellard, “BPG image format,” 2014, https://bellard.org/
bpg Accessed: March 1, 2022. 1, 7, 11

[3] J. V. E. Team, “Vvc official test model vtm.” 2021. 1, 7,
11

[4] Z. Cheng, H. Sun, M. Takeuchi, and J. Katto, “Learned
image compression with discretized gaussian mixture
likelihoods and attention modules,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, 2020, pp. 7939–7948. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,
10, 11

[5] R. Zou, C. Song, and Z. Zhang, “The devil is in the de-
tails: Window-based attention for image compression,”
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2022. 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9,
10, 11

[6] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun, “Deep residual
learning for image recognition,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, 2016, pp. 770–778. 1, 5

[7] J. Dai, H. Qi, Y. Xiong, Y. Li, G. Zhang, H. Hu, and
Y. Wei, “Deformable convolutional networks,” in Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Com-
puter Vision, 2017, pp. 764–773. 1, 3, 4

[8] Z. Liu, Y. Lin, Y. Cao, H. Hu, Y. Wei, Z. Zhang, S. Lin,
and B. Guo, “Swin transformer: Hierarchical vision trans-
former using shifted windows,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision,
2021, pp. 10 012–10 022. 1, 2, 4, 5, 10
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