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ABSTRACT
While the performance of recent learned intra and sequen-
tial video compression models exceed that of respective tra-
ditional codecs, the performance of learned B-frame com-
pression models generally lag behind traditional B-frame cod-
ing. The performance gap is bigger for complex scenes with
large motions. This is related to the fact that the distance be-
tween the past and future references vary in hierarchical B-
frame compression depending on the level of hierarchy, which
causes motion range to vary. The inability of a single B-
frame compression model to adapt to various motion ranges
causes loss of performance. As a remedy, we propose con-
trolling the motion range for flow prediction during inference
(to approximately match the range of motions in the training
data) by downsampling video frames adaptively according to
amount of motion and level of hierarchy in order to compress
all B-frames using a single flexible-rate model. We present
state-of-the-art BD rate results to demonstrate the superiority
of our proposed single-model motion-adaptive inference ap-
proach to all existing learned B-frame compression models. 1.

Index Terms— bi-directional video compression, hier-
archical B pictures, end-to-end rate-distortion optimization,
motion-adaptive inference, flexible-rate coding

1. INTRODUCTION

The landscape of image and video compression is undergo-
ing a transformative shift with the advent of deep learning.
While significant strides have been made in the performance
of deep learning-based video compression for intra-frame and
sequential (low-delay) video coding, learned hierarchical B-
frame compression still poses a unique set of challenges. This
paper endeavors to address these challenges with a particular
emphasis on mitigating the inference-time data drift observed
in learned optical flow prediction across distant frames.

Traditional video codecs have been endowed with tools
to optimize mode selection for each individual coding unit,

†This work is supported in part by TUBITAK 2247-A Award
No. 120C156 and KUIS AI Center funded by Turkish Is Bank. A. M. Tekalp
also acknowledges support from Turkish Academy of Sciences (TUBA).

1The models and instructions to reproduce our results will be released
at https://github.com/KUIS-AI-Tekalp-Research-Group/
video-compression/tree/master/ICIP2024.

thereby achieving a remarkable degree of content adapta-
tion. However, as we venture into the realm of hierarchical
B-frame coding, we are faced with the problem of training a
single model to handle varying motion ranges due to differ-
ent temporal distance between reference frames at different
levels of temporal hierarchy. Unlike sequential coding, where
motion vectors for successive frames generally have uniform
range, training a single model for hierarchical B-frame com-
pression with a wide range of motion vectors causes loss of
compression efficiency. This raises a fundamental question:
Can learned hierarchical B-frame coding with a single model
surpass the performance of traditional B-frame coding that
excels in content adaptation on a frame-by-frame basis?

In this paper, we propose a basic motion adaptation strat-
egy of adaptive downsampling of reference frames at infer-
ence to bring motion ranges to a scale observed in the train-
ing data and mitigate data drift during flow prediction stage.
Through a comprehensive performance evaluation of the pro-
posed motion adaptation strategy, we aim to bridge the per-
formance gap between learned models and traditional codecs
for hierarchical B-frame coding. In doing so, this paper offers
valuable insights for future research in the pursuit of content-
adaptive and more efficient hierarchical B-frame coding.

2. RELATED WORK AND CONTRIBUTIONS

2.1. Neural Sequential (Low-Delay) Video Compression

Early deep learning-based video compression models mainly
focused on sequential (low-delay) coding by replacing all
components of a traditional sequential video codec with
jointly optimized subnetworks. A significant advance in this
domain was made by Agustsson et al. [1], who introduced a
scale-space flow model for motion compensation that could
account for motion uncertainty, including occlusions. A sub-
sequent study [2] proposed an innovative extension of the
scale-space flow concept, integrating an in-loop flow predic-
tor and a groundbreaking backbone architecture for analysis
and synthesis transformations.

Ladune et al. [3] introduced conditional coding, which
was a radical shift from traditional residual coding, to obtain
remarkable performance improvements. Conditional coding
adopts a complex nonlinear function, to replace the simple

ar
X

iv
:2

40
2.

08
55

0v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.I

V
] 

 1
3 

Fe
b 

20
24

https://github.com/KUIS-AI-Tekalp-Research-Group/video-compression/tree/master/ICIP2024
https://github.com/KUIS-AI-Tekalp-Research-Group/video-compression/tree/master/ICIP2024


subtraction used in conventional residual coding, for fusing
the motion-compensated frame and the current frame for the
best compression performance. Li et al. [4] advanced this
approach further by substituting motion-compensated frames
with learned contextual features. Later, Sheng et al. [5] in-
troduced a temporal context mining module. This module is
innovative in its approach to learning temporal contexts from
propagated features, as opposed to relying on context gener-
ated from previously decoded frames.

The significance of a powerful entropy model on coding
efficiency performance cannot be overstated. Recently, a ver-
satile entropy model was proposed by Li et al. [6], which ef-
fectively captures both temporal and spatial correlations, re-
sulting in enhanced Rate-Distortion (RD) performance.

More recently, Li et al. [7] introduced the concept of offset
diversity combined with cross-group interaction. This con-
cept is particularly effective in addressing complex motion
alignments and enriching diversity in the temporal dimension.
Complementing these temporal advances, our work proposes
a finely detailed quadtree-based partitioning method. This
method significantly enhances spatial context diversity, mark-
ing a notable contribution to the field.

2.2. Neural Bi-Directional Video Compression

Research into learned bi-directional (random access) video
compression remains in its early stages, despite the well-
known fact that traditional hierarchical B-frame coding yields
superior RD performance over sequential coding. One of the
early works [8] employs a tri-layered hierarchical quality
system complemented by a recurrent neural network for post-
processing to enhance the visual fidelity of the output.

In concurrent research endeavors [9, 10], the authors
have made significant strides by implementing in-loop bi-
directional flow prediction. This technique is paired with a
sophisticated learned fusion mask, which adeptly blends both
forward and backward motion-compensated frames. The re-
sult is a remarkably smoother residual frame that lends itself
more readily to compression.

Building upon these concepts, [3] puts forth a versatile
model capable of processing I, P, and B frames with equal
aplomb, utilizing conditional coding. In [11], the replace-
ment of pre-trained flow estimation models aims a more di-
rect estimation of motion residuals. This is achieved through
a compression bottleneck analogous to that in [1], with the ad-
dition of a nuanced frame-level rate control mechanism. The
most recent contributions to this field, detailed in [12], in-
volve the implicit motion compensation via deformable con-
volutions [13] at multi-scale feature maps utilizing a single
bottleneck for both predicting and compressing deformable
offsets and feature level residuals. Nowadays, implicit neural
representation models like [14] have also shown a compara-
ble performance with state-of-the-art (SOTA) learned codecs
even though it is not end-to-end optimized.

2.3. Flow-Guided Deformable Convolutions

Deformable convolution has emerged as a powerful tool to
handle geometric transformations between video frames, but
it suffers from training instability due to offset overflow.
To address this, BasicVSR++ [15] integrates optical flow to
guide the Deformable Convolutional Network (DCN), en-
hancing stability. It was demonstrated that this approach
surpasses traditional flow-based frame alignment by leverag-
ing the diversity of offsets. Two advantages are clear: firstly,
the pre-alignment of features via optical flow facilitates the
learning of offsets within CNN’s local receptive fields. Sec-
ondly, focusing on residual learning allows the network to
concentrate on small deviations, easing the burden on the
deformable alignment module.

2.4. Content Adaptation

Current learning-based codecs often struggle with adapt-
ability to different video contents, creating a disparity be-
tween training and testing datasets. This issue is addressed
through methods like online encoder update strategies, as
seen in [12, 16] allowing dynamic adjustment of encoder pa-
rameters based on content, without complicating the decoder.
Additionally, the challenge of frame reference structure in
video coding is tackled by adopting bit allocation strate-
gies. This involves determining optimal λ values for different
video frames or regions, enhancing compression efficiency
by focusing resources on more complex or important areas.
While some methods use a constant lambda offset [7, 11],
more sophisticated approaches, like those in [17] employ
optimization techniques for more precise λ adjustments.
These advancements highlight the ongoing need for content
adaptation, dynamic parameter adjustment, and strategic bit
allocation in video compression.

2.5. Contributions

This paper extends our earlier research in hierarchical B-
frame compression [9, 12] to obtain state-of-the-art results.
Specific key contributions in this paper include:

1) Motion-adaptive flow prediction to handle data drift
due to varying motion range: Efficient hierarchical B-frame
compression relies on effective flow prediction between the
past/future references and the current frame. Our proposed
adaptive frame downsampling strategy brings the range of
motion for different videos and frames with different dis-
tances to the current frame to the scale observed in the train-
ing set and improves accuracy of predicted flows.

2) Prediction driven flow-guided multi-scale off-set esti-
mation for deformable convolutions: We perform flow-guided
offset estimation (similar to that proposed in [15]) in the new
use case of deformable convolution based current frame fea-
ture prediction, by using predicted flows instead of actual
flows since the current frame is not available at the decoder.



Fig. 1: Overview of the proposed motion-adaptive bi-directional (B-frame) compression model. t and i denote the current
frame index and past/future reference frame distance, respectively. e.g., for GoP size 16, i can be one of (1, 2, 4, 8). Super-
scripts {1,2,3} denote the scale level. Decoded variables are represented by ·̂. Dotted lines are present only in the encoder.

3. METHOD

3.1. Overview of Model Architecture
The proposed model aims to compress an intermediate frame
denoted as Xt using a past decoded reference frame X̂t−i

and a future decoded reference frame X̂t+i. The overall flow
diagram for the model is shown in Figure1, which extends
our previous work [12] to perform motion-adaptive inference.
The proposed model contains several newly introduced and
modified sub-networks, which are briefly summarized here.
They are explained in more detail in Sections 3.2-3.4.

The Feature Extractor extracts multi-scale feature maps,
F̂ 1,2,3
t+i , F̂ 1,2,3

t−i , F 1,2,3
t , for decoded future reference t + i, de-

coded past reference t−i and the current frame t, respectively,
independently by applying multiple strided convolutions and
residual blocks. The superscripts denote the scale level.

The Motion-Adaptive Flow Predictor is a UNet that
generates estimates of flow vectors between the past and fu-
ture references in both directions. Then, the forward flow
estimate from the past reference to the current frame is set
to half of the flow from the past to the future reference, like-
wise the backward flow estimate from the future reference
to the current frame is set to half of that from the future to
the past reference. Since we employ adaptive frame down-
sampling, as explained in Section 3.2 in detail, we estimate
bi-directional flows at the same resolution as the input frames.
This step relies solely on decoded reference frames; hence,
there is no bitrate overhead to send flow data. Denoting es-
timated flows as flow0

a/b, we down-sample it by 2, 4, 8 to

obtain flow1,2,3
a/b , respectively, aligned with the resolutions

of the multi-scale feature maps. We then apply multi-scale
feature warping, warping feature maps of both references
towards the current frame using bidirectional flow estimates.

The Contextual Offset Compressor is a compressive
autoencoder. The encoder sub-net takes the feature maps
of both reference frames and their warped feature maps
Ŵ 1,2,3

t−i , Ŵ 1,2,3
t+i , as well as the feature map for the current

frame as inputs and generates a bitstream. The decoder sub-
net takes these bits as well as the available condition data
at the decoder side and outputs multi-scale offsets O1,2,3

and modulation scalars M1,2,3. Subsequently, these multi-
scale offsets undergo refinement guided by multi-scale flow
estimates. More details can be found in Section 3.3.

Three separate deformable convolution blocks, each op-
erating at a different resolutions, process both reference fea-
ture maps using the refined offsets and modulation scalars.
This process yields the predicted feature maps for the current
frame, denoted by F comp−1,2,3

t .
The Contextual Frame Compressor is the second com-

pressive autoencoder. Its encoder sub-net takes F comp−1,2,3
t

and F 1,2,3
t as inputs, and generates a bitstream. Its decoder

sub-net takes these bits in addition to F comp−1,2,3
t as input

and outputs a decoded feature map for the current frame. De-
tails are provided in Section 3.4.

This reconstructed feature map is processed by multiple
blocks, including a pixel shuffler layer and residual blocks,
ultimately producing the final decoded current frame x̂t.

3.2. Motion-Adaptive Flow Prediction
The performance of deep learning-based video compres-
sion models inherently relies on learned distributions from
the training set. While models excel when inference data
is within the range of the training data, their performance
falters when extrapolating to out-of-disribution data. This is-
sue becomes particularly pronounced in bidirectional video
compression, where the model’s effectiveness diminishes



with expanded intra period or when handling videos with
substantially higher motion than the training videos.

To mitigate the effect of data drift in the Flow Predictor
due to varying motion vector ranges, we propose motion-
adaptive flow prediction. ”Motion-adaptative inference”
refers to adaptively selecting the resolution scale that flow
prediction is performed at the encoder. By downsampling
both the past and future reference frames, the range of motion
vectors between them can be controlled, effectively align-
ing the distribution of flow vectors during inference with
the distribution learned during training.

Optimization of Down-sampling Factor. The Flow Pre-
dictor operates both in the encoder and decoder. The encoder
selects the down-sampling factor that best mitigates data drift
out of the list {1, 2, 4, 8}. The best downsampling factor for
each coded frame is signalled to the decoder using 2 bits.

We observed that the quality of the prediction made with
predicted flow is directly proportional to compression perfor-
mance. Hence, we choose the best out of the four different
down-sampling factors d ∈ {1, 2, 4, 8} using the following
procedure:

1. Estimate flow flowa/b(d) by first downsampling both
reference frames by a factor d and then upsampling and
adjusting the magnitude of the calculated motion

flow0
a/b(d) =↑d (FlowPredictor(↓d X̂t+i, ↓d X̂t−i))

where flow0
a denotes flow from X̂t−i to X̂t+i, and

flow0
b is the flow from X̂t+i to X̂t−i.

2. Compute the warped images Xt−i and Xt+i

Xt+i = Warp(X̂t+i, 0.5flow
0
a)

Xt−i = Warp(X̂t−i, 0.5flow
0
b )

(1)

3. Compute prediction PSNR

PSNR(d) = psnr(Xt, 0.5(Xt+i +Xt−i))

4. Choose the factor dopt that yields the best PSNR

dopt = argmax(PSNR(d)) (2)

By downsampling the reference frames before flow pre-
diction during inference and then upscaling the estimated
flows accordingly, our model gains the ability to predict flows
with magnitude greater than those seen in the training set.
The success of the proposed motion-adaptive flow prediction
is demonstrated in Figure 2. On the left, we see the range of
predicted flows in the training set is relatively small. On the
right, we see that the proposed adaptive Flow Predictor can
predict larger flows in the test sequence relatively well by the
virtue of adaptive downsampling during inference. This is
because the motion in the frames downsampled by 4 aligns
well with the range of motion encountered in the training set,
where it achieves good predictions.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Motion Magnitude

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

Motion magnitude density on train sequences
no downsampling, mean=3.69
downsampling ratio=2, mean=3.98
downsampling ratio=4, mean=3.35
downsampling ratio=8, mean=3.18

20 40 60 80
Motion Magnitude

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7
Motion magnitude density on a test sequence

no downsampling, mean=11.29
downsampling ratio=2, mean=18.73
downsampling ratio=4, mean=35.83
downsampling ratio=8, mean=46.8

Fig. 2: The mean over all frames of flow-magnitude his-
tograms predicted by the Flow Predictor for the train set (left)
and a test sequence with large motion (right).

Multi-scale Warping. We apply linear warping to warp fea-
ture maps of reference frames towards the current frame as:

Ŵ j
t+i = Warp(F̂ j

t+i, 0.5flow
j
a)

Ŵ j
t−i = Warp(F̂ j

t−i, 0.5flow
j
b)

(3)

The superscripts j ∈ {1, 2, 3} denote the scale level of feature
maps and flow fields.

The relation between the flowj
a/b’s is given by:

flowj+1
a/b = 0.5(↓ 2(flowj

a/b)) (4)

where ↓2 represents bilinear downsampling. The warped
maps Ŵ j

t−i, Ŵ j
t+i, along with F̂ 1,2,3

t , F̂ 1,2,3
t−i , and F 1,2,3

t+i

constitute the context for the contextual offset compressor.

3.3. Prediction-driven Flow-guided Multi-scale Offset
Estimation and Compression

While motion-compensation in feature space using defor-
mable convolutions has been used in sequential video com-
pression [18] and use of optical flow to guide offsets in
deformable convolutions to enhance training stability was
proposed in BasicVSR++ [15], we combine these two con-
cepts in the context of hierarchical bi-directional frame com-
pression. Unlike BasicVSR++, in video compression, the
current frame is not available at the decoder. To remedy
this, we show that replacing actual flows with predicted flows
is equally effective to guide offsets in deformable feature
compensation.
Multi-scale Conditional Offset Compression. A bottle-
neck autoencoder is used to estimate/compress the offsets
O1,2,3 and masks M1,2,3 for each scale level by conditioning
on both the warped and original feature maps at each level.

A notable challenge is the tendency of offsets to learn
the noise in the data, often leading to performance degrada-
tion. To mitigate this, we apply tanh(·) function to the off-
sets, effectively curbing this adverse phenomenon. After con-
textual offset compression and decompression, we guide the
offsets with flows for the deformable convolution given by:

Õj = flowj
a/b + αjtanh(Oj) (5)



where αj is a scalar for scale level j. Then, the masks M1,2,3

and the flow-guided offsets Õ1,2,3 are input into the multi-
scale deformable convolutional network

F comp−1,2,3 = DCN(M1,2,3, Õ1,2,3) (6)

to obtain compensated feature map for the current frame.

3.4. Multi-scale Contextual Coding by Feature Prediction
using Deformable Convolutions

We adopt multi-scale conditional coding, similar to our pre-
vious work [12], due to its proficiency in deriving efficient
representations of video frames. This technique significantly
enhances the quality of reconstructed videos, offering supe-
rior adaptability to the diverse characteristics inherent in dif-
ferent video content. Furthermore, conditional coding opti-
mizes bitrate allocation by astutely discerning the importance
of various regions within a frame.

The encoding and decoding process involves conditional
coding of multi-scale feature maps F 1,2,3

t for the current
frame using F comp−1,2,3

t as a condition through a single
bottleneck autoencoder subnet Enc

ŷt = round(Enc(F 1,2,3
t , F comp−1,2,3

t )) (7)

where F comp−1,2,3
t denotes the outputs from the deformable

convolutional network (6). Subsequently, current frame fea-
tures are decoded using the decoder subnet Dec with inputs ŷt
and condition F comp−1,2,3

t and reconstructed as

F̂ 1,2,3
t = Dec(ŷt, F

comp−1,2,3
t ) + F comp−1,2,3

t (8)

The reconstructor Rec then yields the decoded video frame

X̂t = Rec(F̂ 1,2,3
t ) (9)

4. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

4.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets. We used Vimeo-90k dataset [20] to train our model
similar to the literature. Each sequence in the dataset con-
tains 7 consecutive frames with a resolution of 448 × 256.
We benchmarked our model performance on the UVG [21]
dataset, which is also commonly used in the literature.
The resolution of test sequences is 1920× 1080.
Training Details. The training process involves a nuanced
approach to frame selection, data augmentation, and rate dis-
tortion loss optimization. Frames are selectively chosen at
regular intervals, adopting a 3-frame configuration from a se-
quence of 7 frames (1-3-5, 2-4-6, 3-5-7) to capture substantial
motion variations within the video sequence. Temporal flip-
ping is employed as a data augmentation strategy to enhance
the model’s robustness by introducing variations in temporal

orientation and ensuring effective handling of diverse video
content. The model is trained on 256×256 random crops with
an end-to-end fashion using the Adam [22] optimizer and a
rate distortion loss: λD + R where D is calculated as the
MSE between the ground truth and reconstructed frame and
R is the total rate of all compressive bottlenecks. In the initial
500,000 steps, the learning rate is set to 1e-4, with a primary
focus on training the model to compress the middle frame
while utilizing the other two frames as reference frames.
Subsequently, in the next 500,000 steps, the learning rate is
reduced to 1e-5. Post the initial training phase, the model un-
dergoes additional training on 5 consecutive frames, utilizing
the same data augmentation technique. The decoding process
involves using the initially decoded frame as a reference,
enhancing the model’s ability to learn optimal rate allocation
within group-of-pictures (GOP) structures and contributing
to improved compression efficiency. The rate distortion loss
is computed as the average of losses calculated for the 3-
frame configuration, serving as the basis for optimization.
This detailed training methodology provides insights into the
effective integration of temporal flipping data augmentation
in deep learning-based video compression, demonstrating the
potential for achieving efficient compression with enhanced
rate allocation within GOP structures. To enable variable rate
compression within a single model, we follow the method
explained in [12]. With this approach, we can interpolate
between distinct points during the inference, and can achieve
a varying compression ratio. For intra frame compression, we
employed the same learned compression setup in [12].

4.2. Comparison with the State-of-the-Art

We evaluate our model in terms of peak signal-to-noise ra-
tio (PSNR) versus bits-per-pixel (bpp). We report PSNR and
bpp results averaged over each decoded frame [23] following
the literature. To ensure an equitable comparison, Group of
Pictures (GoP) sizes are set to 16 across all models.

The BD-BR (Bjøntegaard Delta Bit Rate) results for
the UVG sequences are tabulated in Table 1. Our model
demonstrates a significant reduction in BD-BR, achieving
a −9.36% reduction compared to the next best-performing
learned codec. Also in comparison to VTM-18.0, our model
achieves a −4.10% BD-BR reduction, underscoring its supe-
rior efficiency in video compression. Notably, it stands out
as not only the best among learned codecs but also the sole
learned codec outperforming VTM-18.0.

4.3. Ablation Studies

In Table 2, we present the results of our comprehensive in-
vestigation into the effects of various components within the
proposed method for video compression. Our findings indi-
cate that incorporating flow prediction significantly enhances
compression efficiency, particularly in sequences character-
ized by predictable, fast and abundant motion. The impact



Table 1: BDBR(%) performances of different learned codecs and our proposed method over UVG sequences. The anchor is
the reference codec of H.266 [19]: VTM - 18.0 with random access and intra period = 16 configuration.

Ours
Li

2023 [7]
Kwan

2023 [14]
Yilmaz

2023 [12]
Li

2022 [6]
Sheng

2021 [5]
Beauty -56.12 -53.67 -31.31 -52.45 -51.21 -39.01
Bosphorus -8.70 20.83 0.91 0.70 40.86 78.18
Honeybee -7.94 20.56 -76.03 -7.89 33.47 63.84
Jockey 46.11 59.88 90.43 114.92 71.86 171.07
ReadySetGo 19.00 2.05 40.36 41.55 12.37 46.97
ShakeNDry -7.71 -2.70 -30.06 -4.03 7.71 27.16
YachtRide -13.33 -10.11 53.81 -11.10 -0.15 20.75
Average -4.10 5.26 6.87 11.67 16.42 52.71

Table 2: BDBR(%) performances of our proposed method
with and without motion adaptive downsampling and flow
prediction. The anchor is VTM - 18.0 with random access
and intra period = 16 configuration. AD, FP represents adap-
tive downsampling and flow prediction respectively

Ours /w
AD

Ours /wo
AD

Ours /wo
FP

Beauty -56.12 -56.13 -55.68
Bosphorus -8.70 -7.84 -1.38
Honeybee -7.94 -7.92 -4.95
Jockey 46.11 84.42 105.66
ReadySetGo 19.00 40.57 71.94
ShakeNDry -7.71 -7.80 -8.63
YachtRide -13.33 -12.44 -9.27
Average -4.10 4.69 13.96

of flow prediction is most pronounced in sequences such as
ReadySetGo and Jockey, which exhibit reductions in BD-BR
of 31.37% and 21.24%, respectively. Conversely, sequences
like ShakeNDry, and Beauty; which lack camera motion and
feature unpredictable movement coupled with less motion,
show a negligible improvement with flow prediction, increas-
ing the BD-BR rate by 0.83% and decreasing it by 0.45, re-
spectively. However, in scenarios having slow motion with
global motion exemplified by the Bosphorus sequence a BD-
BR reduction of 6.46% is observed. On average, implement-
ing flow prediction has reduced the BD-BR by 9.27%.

The application of motion adaptive reference frame down-
sampling, described in Section 3.2, further enhances com-
pression performance, especially in sequences with complex
and substantial motion. This technique yields a BD-BR re-
duction of 38.31% in Jockey and 21.57% in ReadySetGo,
demonstrating its effectiveness in sequences with fast mo-
tion. The overall impact of adaptive downsampling across all
sequences has led to an average BD-BR reduction of 8.79%.

In our sequence-by-sequence analysis, distinct character-

istics and performances emerge across various test sequences.
In the Beauty sequence, the prowess of learned codecs be-
comes evident, outperforming traditional codecs mainly be-
cause it has simple motion. The Bosphorus and YachtRide
sequences showcase the superiority of bidirectional video
compression due to making use of future reference frames.
For Honeybee and ShakeNDry, the work in [14] achieves
optimal results, particularly because these sequences ex-
hibit high frame similarities, ideally suiting implicit video
modeling techniques. In Jockey, our method excels among
learned codecs. The bidirectional approach provides am-
ple information for current frame modeling, yet its efficacy
is somewhat constrained by the training dataset, leading to
data drift. This issue is partially mitigated through motion
adaptive downsampling, although traditional bidirectional
compression maintains an edge under these conditions. In
the ReadySetGo sequence, containing significant occlusion,
absent in our Vimeo90k training dataset, hinders the perfor-
mance of learned bidirectional codecs. These codecs struggle
when the distance between reference frames are large, result-
ing in sequential coding yielding more robust results.

5. CONCLUSION

We propose the first learned bi-directional (B-frame) com-
pression model that outperforms the random access mode of
the H.266 reference codec VTM-18.0, consequently, outper-
forming all available learned bi-directional coding models,
over the UVG test set. The proposed motion adaptive frame
downsampling for bi-directional flow prediction is the piv-
otal factor in the success of our framework, enabling effec-
tive modeling of complex video dynamics and addressing data
drift between training and real-world test conditions.

Looking ahead, there is still room for further improve-
ment, especially for sequences with localized high-motion
such as Jockey and ReadySetGo. We continue to explore
methods for content-specific adaptability at inference time to
achieve better generalization across diverse content types in
challenging conditions.
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[11] E. Çetin, M. A. Yılmaz, and A. M. Tekalp, “Flexible-
rate learned hierarchical bi-directional video compres-
sion with motion refinement and frame-level bit alloca-
tion,” in IEEE Int. Conf. on Image Processing (ICIP),
2022, pp. 1206–1210.

[12] M. A. Yılmaz, O. Ugur Ulas, and A. M. Tekalp, “Multi-
scale deformable alignment and content-adaptive infer-
ence for flexible-rate bi-directional video compression,”
in IEEE Int. Conf. on Image Processing (ICIP), 2023,
pp. 2475–2479.

[13] X. Zhu, H. Hu, S. Lin, and J. Dai, “Deformable convnets
v2: More deformable, better results,” IEEE/CVF Conf.
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR),
pp. 9300–9308, 2018.

[14] H. M. Kwan, G. Gao, F. Zhang, A. Gower, and D. Bull,
“Hinerv: Video compression with hierarchical encoding
based neural representation,” 2023.

[15] K. C. Chan, S. Zhou, X. Xu, and C. C. Loy, “Ba-
sicVSR++: Improving video super-resolution with en-
hanced propagation and alignment,” in IEEE Conf. on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2022.

[16] G. Lu, C. Cai, X. Zhang, L. Chen, W. Ouyang, D. Xu,
and Z. Gao, “Content adaptive and error propagation
aware deep video compression,” in Euro. Conf. Comp.
Vision (ECCV), 2020, pp. 456–472.

[17] T. Xu, H. Gao, C. Gao, Y. Wang, D. He, J. Pi, J. Luo,
Z. Zhu, M. Ye, H. Qin, Y. Wang, J. Liu, and Y.-Q.
Zhang, “Bit allocation using optimization,” in Int. Conf.
on Machine Learning (ICML), 2023, pp. 38 377–38 399.

[18] Z. Hu, D. Xu, G. Lu, W. Jiang, W. Wang, and S. Liu,
“Fvc: An end-to-end framework towards deep video
compression in feature space,” IEEE Trans. on Pattern
Analysis and Machine Intelligence, pp. 1–17, 2022.

[19] B. Bross, J. Chen, S. Liu, and Y.-K. Wang, “Versa-
tile video coding (draft 10),” Joint Video Experts Team
(JVET) of ITU-T SG16 WP3 and ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC29,
Output Document JVET-S2001, 2020.

[20] T. Xue, B. Chen, J. Wu, D. Wei, and W. T. Freeman,
“Video enhancement with task-oriented flow,” Interna-
tional Journal of Computer Vision (IJCV), vol. 127,
no. 8, pp. 1106–1125, 2019.

[21] A. Mercat, M. Viitanen, and J. Vanne, “Uvg dataset:
50/120fps 4k sequences for video codec analysis and
development,” in ACM Multimedia Systems Conference,
ser. MMSys ’20, 2020, p. 297–302.

[22] D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, “Adam: A method for stochas-
tic optimization,” in Int. Conf. Learning Representation
(ICLR), 2015.
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