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Abstract—Beyond the exploration of traditional spatial, tempo-
ral and subjective visual signal redundancy in image and video
compression, recent research has focused on leveraging cross-
color component redundancy to enhance coding efficiency. Cross-
component coding approaches are motivated by the statistical
correlations among different color components, such as those
in the Y’CbCr color space, where luma (Y) color component
typically exhibits finer details than chroma (Cb/Cr) color compo-
nents. Inspired by previous cross-component coding algorithms,
this paper introduces a novel in-loop filtering approach named
Cross-Component Sample Offset (CCSO). CCSO utilizes co-
located and neighboring luma samples to generate correction
signals for both luma and chroma reconstructed samples. It is
a multiplication-free, non-linear mapping process implemented
using a look-up-table. The input to the mapping is a group
of reconstructed luma samples, and the output is an offset
value applied on the center luma or co-located chroma sample.
Experimental results demonstrate that the proposed CCSO can
be applied to both image and video coding, resulting in improved
coding efficiency and visual quality. The method has been adopted
into an experimental next-generation video codec beyond AV1
developed by the Alliance for Open Media (AOMedia), achieving
significant objective coding gains up to 3.5 % and 1.8 % for
PSNR and VMAF quality metrics, respectively, under random
access configuration. Additionally, CCSO notably improves the
subjective visual quality.

Index Terms—Video coding, in-loop filter, Alliance for Open
Media (AOMedia), AV1, next-generation video coding, cross-
component sample offset (CCSO)

I. INTRODUCTION

IN recent years, the development of new-generation video
coding standards by several standardization organizations

has made substantial progress. In 2018, the AOMedia Video
1 (AV1) video coding standard [1]–[4] was released, with
substantial bitrate reduction achieved over its predecessor VP9
[5]. The latest Versatile Video Coding (VVC) [6], [7] standard
has been released by the Joint Video Experts Team (JVET)
of ITU-T SG 16 WP 3 and ISO/IEC JTC1/SC29/WG11 in
July, 2020. The VVC standard was reported to outperform
High Efficient Video Coding (HEVC) [8], [9] by 25 % and
35 % Bjøntegaard Delta rate (BD-rate) [10] savings under All-
Intra (AI) and RA configuration [5], respectively, using the
traditional PSNR objective quality metrics. The Audio and
Video Coding Standard 3 (AVS3) [11] was finalized in 2019
by the digital audio and video coding standard workgroup of
China. In 2021, AOMedia started research activities on ex-
ploring next-generation video codec with significantly higher
compression efficiency than AV1. A software experimental test
model, known as the AOMedia Video Model (AVM) has been
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developed and used for evaluating input technical contributions
related to this exploration activity.

The current mainstream video coding schemes still follow
a hybrid block-based processing framework. The prediction
mode and residual coding mode for each coding block are usu-
ally determined through Rate-Distortion Optimization (RDO).
Quantization of transform block coefficients introduces loss
of information, causing visual artifacts such as blockiness and
ringing. The quantization step is controlled by the quantization
parameter (QP) value, and it varies from 0 to 255 in AVM. The
larger the quantization step, the stronger the artifacts appear
in reconstructed images.

To effectively reduce the artifacts and improve the visual
quality of the reconstructed image, in-loop filters are com-
monly used in the modern video coding standards. Deblocking
filter (DBF) [12]–[14] is a well-developed filter to address
blocking artifacts in AVC, HEVC, VVC, and AV1. The DBF
applies a low-pass filter to smooth out the block boundaries
and reduce the discontinuities. Additionally, the quantization
of transform coefficients also introduces other artifacts, such
as blurriness and ringing. In HEVC, Sample Adaptive Offset
(SAO) [15] is used to address these artifacts by classifying
reconstructed pixels into different categories and applying
an offset to each category. The offset is entropy coded into
bitstream to enhance the texture. In the latest VVC standard,
an Adaptive Loop Filter (ALF) [13] method is introduced to
further reduce these artifacts after applying DBF and SAO.
ALF utilizes Wiener filter to reduce the distortion between
the source signals and the reconstructed frames. In AV1, new
loop filtering tools are also employed to reduce these artifacts
after DBF, including the Constrained Directional Enhancement
Filter (CDEF) [16] and Loop Restoration Filter (LRF) [17].
CDEF is capable of identifying the edge direction in a block
and applying a high-degree non-linear filter to enhance the
edges. LRF is composed of a symmetric Wiener filter and
a self-guided filter with subspace projection. Besides those
loop filtering methods introduced above, many other in-loop
filtering tools [18]–[21] have also been studied in recent years
to further enhance the video quality.

In recent years, cross-component video coding techniques
have achieved impressive coding efficiency improvements in
many modules within the hybrid block-based video coding
framework, including prediction [22], transform [23], residual
coding [24], and loop filtering [25]. The motivation of cross-
component approaches may be explored by the color spaces
and chroma sampling basics. The well-know Y’CbCr color
format is linearly transformed from RGB color format. Hence,
a strong correlation between the Y, Cb, and Cr color com-
ponents can be easily identified. The Y component contains
luma information which has finer structures and details than
chroma components. Moreover, in the popular 4:2:0 Y’CbCr
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sampling format, the chroma components are downsampled by
a factor of two in both horizontal and vertical dimension. As a
result, each chroma component contains one quarter number of
samples in the luma component. Therefore, luma component
typically contains richer information than chroma components.
Previous works on cross-component video coding technology
are mainly motivated by the aforementioned observations.

This paper introduces a novel approach called Cross-
Component Sample Offset (CCSO), which employs co-located
and neighboring luma samples to derive correction signals
for both luma and chroma reconstructed samples. CCSO
is characterized as a multiplication-free, non-linear mapping
process, implemented via a look-up table. The process takes
reconstructed luma samples as input and produces offset
values applied to central luma or co-located chroma samples.
Experimental results indicate that the proposed CCSO method
enhances both image and video coding, leading to superior
coding efficiency and visual quality.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows: Sec-
tion II reviews the related studies on cross-component video
coding technology and loop filtering from both academia and
industry. Section III details the proposed CCSO technology.
Section IV discusses the encoder implementation and software
optimization of CCSO. Section V shows the experimental re-
sults including coding performance summary, ablation studies,
and visual quality comparison. Finally, Section VI concludes
the work.

II. CROSS-COMPONENT CODING TECHNIQUES

A. Cross-Component Prediction

Cross Component Linear Mode (CCLM) [22] is a well-
studied cross-component prediction tool leveraging inter-
channel statistical redundancy. This prediction mode utilizes
a linear model to predict chroma samples based on the
reconstructed luma samples. The predicted chroma samples,
denoted as predC(i, j), are computed using

predC(i, j) = α · recL(i, j) + β, (1)

where recL(i, j) represents the downsampled co-located re-
constructed luma samples, i and j denote the coordinate of
the sample to be predicted, α and β denote parameters of the
linear mode derived using neighboring chroma samples and the
corresponding downsampled luma samples. These parameters
are implicitly derived at both the encoder and decoder. In [26],
a CCLM mode with three linear models is proposed, and the
linear model derivation depends whether left, above or both
left and above neighboring samples are used to derive the
linear model. In a subsequent work [27], an adaptive template
selection method was proposed, enabling chroma prediction
not only by the Y component but also by the Cb component
or an adaptive combination of Y and Cb. Furthermore, an im-
proved CCLM approach is proposed in [28], which is based on
univariate polynomial regression to model available adjacent
samples of chroma blocks and predict chroma samples using
reconstructed samples in co-located luma blocks. In [29], a
Multi-Directional Linear Model was proposed including left
and top versions. These advancements enable more efficient

chroma intra prediction by leveraging both cross-component
correlation and spatial correlation among image samples.

In [30], a multi-model CCLM (MM-CCLM) approach is
introduced, which incorporates multiple linear models within a
coding block. In MM-CCLM, reconstructed neighboring luma
and chroma samples of the current block are classified into
several groups, and different linear models may be derived
for different groups. Additionally, in [31] and [32], an LM-
angular prediction (LAP) method is proposed, which com-
bines traditional intra-prediction and MM-CCLM prediction
using a weighted sum as the prediction samples, exploiting
cross-component and spatial correlations simultaneously to
enhance prediction efficiency. Furthermore, in [32], a multi-
filter CCLM method is introduced, where four additional
candidate down-sampling filters are employed on top of the
CCLM prediction mode, and the best filter is selected and
signaled to downsample luma samples for deriving the linear
model parameters and performing cross-component prediction.

In [33], template matching was utilized for chroma predic-
tion by employing the reconstructed luma block. Meanwhile,
a chroma from luma (CfL) prediction mode [34] is employed
in AV1, and the prediction block is derived as the sum of the
chroma DC contribution and the scaled luma AC contribution.
The DC contribution of a block is the average value of the
block, while the AC contribution is derived by removing the
DC contribution from the block. In CfL mode, the model
parameters, such as the scaling factor applied to the luma
AC contribution, are calculated during the encoding process
and signaled into the bitstream. Notably, signaling scaling
parameters in the bitstream enables encoder-only fitting of
the linear model, reducing decoder complexity and enhancing
prediction accuracy. In [35], a convolutional cross-component
model (CCCM) is proposed, which predicts a chroma sample
using multiple downsampled luma samples located within a
cross-shape filter centered at the co-located luma sample. The
filter coefficients used in CCCM mode are computed via least
mean square minimization between the reconstructed chroma
and predicted chroma samples in the reference area of the
predicted unit.

B. Cross-Component Residual Coding

Numerous studies have focused on eliminating cross-
component redundancy using linear models for residual pixel
values. Kim et al. [36] introduced the Cross Component Pre-
diction (CCP) method, predicting the chroma residual signal
from the luma residual signal. CCP dynamically switches
predictors based on a linear model to code the residuals of the
second and/or the third color components using the residuals of
the first color component. This approach subtracts the residuals
of the remaining color component (rCR) from the residuals
of the main color component (r′CM ) before transform and
quantization, employing a linear operation expressed as

r′CR = rCR − γ · rCM , (2)

where γ is a weighting factor. An extension of this work [37]
allows the Cb residual to predict the Cr residual. Khairat et
al. [38] leveraged the correlation between residual components
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in 4:4:4 format with CCP, predicting the second and the third
components from the first component in RGB and Y’CbCr
color spaces, with the model parameters signaled in the
bitstream.

In [39], a Joint Coding of Chroma Residual (JCCR) coding
mode was introduced and utilized in VVC standard to further
reduce redundancy that exist in the residual signals between
two chroma components. Rather than signaling the residuals
separately, one of three JCCR modes, featuring various weight-
ing combinations of a single-coded chroma residual, can be
selectively applied at the coding unit level. A related method
was also proposed in [24] by applying a block-wise, rotational
Inter-Component Transform (ICT) on top of two residual
signals from intra or inter prediction of Cb and Cr components.
By applying inter-component transformation to joint coding of
chroma residual signals, better energy compaction is achieved.

C. Cross-Component Signaling

For chroma component intra prediction, modern video cod-
ing standard, e.g., HEVC and VVC, offers the direct mode
(DM) [?], which utilizes the same intra prediction mode
applied to the co-located luma component for the chroma
components. This mode effectively reduces signaling overhead
for the chroma component, based on the assumption that the
texture direction in chroma coding block is similar to that
of the co-located luma coding block, allowing reuse of luma
intra modes by associated chroma coding blocks. In addition,
an enhanced cross-component context modeling technique on
top of the AV1 intra mode coding scheme is proposed in [40],
which signals the chroma nominal mode is based on the co-
located luma nominal mode. Additionally, leveraging the high
correlation between chroma and luma delta angles, the context
for chroma delta angles is derived from the delta angles of co-
located luma blocks.

D. Cross-Component Loop Filtering

Misra et al. [23] present a cross component adaptive loop
filter (CC-ALF), which leverages the correlation between luma
and chroma samples to enhance the quality of chroma samples.
It applies a linearly filtered version of co-located luma samples
to generate corrections for chroma samples, effectively reduc-
ing the compression distortion. This approach extends previous
ALF methods by refining chroma samples using filtered luma
samples after a single-channel process. Unlike traditional ALF,
which handles luma and chroma channels separately, CC-
ALF processes them jointly to exploit cross-component rela-
tionships. Additionally, the luma filtering occurs concurrently
with the single-channel ALF luma filtering, avoiding increased
latency and line buffer requirements. The filter coefficients for
CC-ALF are determined using a Wiener-filter approach at the
encoder side and signaled in the Adaptation Parameter Set
(APS). This filtering process, selectively enabled and disabled
across the image, aims to refine each chroma component using
the corresponding luma component, enhancing overall image
quality.

In scenarios where chroma components contain abundant
textures and edges, using the reconstructed chroma samples to

Fig. 1. Comparison of detailed textures between luma and chroma component;
top row: original Y (left) and Cb (right) channels, bottom row: reconstructed
Y (left) and Cb (right) channels after compression.

restore blurred textures in the luma component can improve
coding efficiency. Cross-component SAO (CCSAO) has been
proposed in [41], which utilizes collocated luma samples to
classify chroma samples and enhance the quality of recon-
structed chroma samples. CCSAO reduces sample distortion
by leveraging the strong correlation between luma and chroma
components to classify reconstructed samples into different
categories and deriving one offset for each category, which
is then added to the samples in that category. The offsets
for each category are derived at the encoder and signaled
in the bitstream. To maintain low complexity, only the band
information of reconstructed samples is considered for sample
classification in CCSAO.

III. PROPOSED CROSS-COMPONENT SAMPLE OFFSET

A. Motivation

As illustrated in Fig. 1, for lossy coding of a camera cap-
tured image, the luma channel preserves a significant amount
of texture details, whereas the chroma channels suffer greater
information loss in structural texture patterns. To exploit the
correlations between the luma and chroma channels during
the in-loop filtering process, CC-ALF [23] was introduced in
VVC. In CC-ALF, filters are applied to the reconstructed luma
sample values to enhance the reconstructed chroma sample
values, using a typical linear weighted sum of co-located and
neighboring luma reconstruction samples. However, the linear
relationship assumption of CC-ALF between luma and chroma
samples may not always hold true.

To make the cross-component loop filtering more flexible
without linear filtering limitation, a CCSO in-loop filtering
method is introduced, which is designed to improve both the
luma and chroma reconstructed signals using information from
the luma reconstructed signal. Different from CC-ALF, CCSO
is featured as a non-linear filtering process. In the subsequent
subsections, technical design of CCSO will be introduced with
details.
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Deblocking

CDEF

CCSO

Loop Restoration

Fig. 2. Location of the proposed CCSO filter in the loop filtering pipeline
on top of the AV1 codec.

B. Filtering Process

As illustrated in Fig. 2, CCSO operates concurrently with
CDEF. The reconstructed samples following deblocking are
used as input for both CCSO and CDEF. CCSO produces
offset values, which are added to the reconstructed samples
of the luma and chroma components to reduce reconstruction
error. This in-loop filter arrangement offers a better balance
between hardware implementation cost and coding efficiency
compared to other alternatives.

CCSO is designed for improved loop filtering on both luma
and chroma components, and the filtering process of CCSO
involves three main steps. First, the current reconstructed
luma samples, i.e., the output of the deblocking process, are
classified using two types of classifiers: the edge-offset (EO)
classifier and the band-offset (BO) classifier. These classifiers
can operate jointly or individually based on indicators signaled
at the frame level. Second, the class associated with the current
luma sample is used as an index to fetch offset values from a
lookup table (LUT), which is determined at the frame level
with entries selected from a limited number of predefined
values. This LUT is shared across the entire frame. Finally, the
derived offset values using the LUT and class index are added
to the corresponding luma and chroma components. A filter
unit-level on/off flag (non-overlapped 256×256 luma samples)
is signaled to indicate whether CCSO filtering is applied for
the associated filter unit.

C. CCSO classifier

1) BO classifier: The BO classifier utilizes only a single
input luma sample. When CCSO is applied to the luma com-
ponent, the current luma sample is used in the BO classifier.
When CCSO is applied to the chroma components, the co-
located luma sample serves as the input for the BO classifier.

Additionally, the BO classifier can be used in conjunction
with the EO classifier or independently. A frame-level flag is
signaled to indicate whether the current frame uses only the
BO classifier or combines both the BO and EO classifiers.
In both scenarios, the BO index (BOidx) is derived using the
following formula:

BOidx = Irl(x, y) ≫ (bitDepth − log2 Nband), (3)

where Irl denotes the intensity values of the reconstructed
luma samples located at (x, y), bitDepth corresponds to the bit
depth of the input signal, and Nband is the maximum allowed
number of bands which are indicated in the frame header. The
supported values of Nband are limited to 1, 2, 4, and 8 when
BO and EO are jointly applied. When BO is applied alone, the

Fig. 3. The input of CCSO EO classifier are three luma reconstructed samples
p0, p1 and rl; rc is the current chroma sample which applies CCSO, and rl
is the co-located luma sample of rc.

Fig. 4. Six switchable filter shapes of CCSO, one filter shape is selected at
frame-level for each color component.

supported values of Nband include 1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64, and
128. The maximum allowed number of bands is signaled at
the frame level using two or three bits. The computed BOidx
from (3) is used in the LUT to derive the offset values of
CCSO.

2) EO classifier: The EO classifier employs a three-tap
filter, utilizing three reconstructed luma samples as input. As
illustrated in Fig. 3, the current luma sample (when CCSO is
applied to the luma component) or the co-located luma sample
(when CCSO is applied to the chroma components), denoted
as rl, along with its neighboring samples p0 and p1, whether
adjacent or non-adjacent, are used in this classifier.

To better preserve edges in various scenarios, the locations
of the neighboring input luma samples are adjustable. As
illustrated in Fig. 4, six filter shapes are defined by the
positions of p0 and p1, including four with adjacent filter taps
(filters 1–4) and two with non-adjacent filter taps (filters 5
and 6). These filter taps are switchable at the frame level,
and the selection of the filter shape is indicated by a 3-bit
index. This design of filter shapes ensures that only one top
and one bottom line of reconstructed samples are involved,
thereby minimizing line buffer memory requirements.

Given the intensity values of p0, p1 and rl, the EO classifier
index EOidx0,1 as derived as following. The delta values
between p0, p1 and rl are computed first, denoted as m0 and
m1, respectively, described as follows,

m0 = p0 − rl; (4)

m1 = p1 − rl. (5)

The delta values m0 and m1 are further quantized into two or
three indices depending on EO quantizer types. As illustrated
in Fig. 5, two types of EO quantizers are supported. That is,
the edge clf0, which quantize m0 and m1 into one of three
quantization indices using (6), and edge clf1, which quantizes
them into one of two quantization indices as in (7),

EOidx0,1 =


0, m0,1 < −T,

1, −T ⩽ m0,1 ⩽ T,

2, m0,1 > T ;

(6)

EOidx0,1 =

{
0, m0,1 < −T,

1, m0,1 ⩾ −T,
(7)
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(a) EO quantizer edge clf0 with three quantizaiton indices.

(b) EO quantizer edge clf1 with two quantizaiton indices.

Fig. 5. Illustration of the two proposed EO quantizer types.

where T is denoted as quantization step with T ∈
{8, 16, 32, 64}.

D. Derivation of Offsets

A combined CCSO class index CCSOidx is calculated using
the BO index and the EO indices as follows:

CCSOidx = (BOidx ≪ 4) + (EOidx0 ≪ 2) + EOidx1. (8)

If only BO classifier is used without EO classifier, the EOidx0,1
are set as zero. The CCSOidx will be used as the input
of the offset values LUT to derive the corresponding offset
values. This LUT is adaptively generated for individual color
component inside one frame at encoder and signaled into the
bitstream.

The size of of this LUT depends on the number of possible
values of CCSOidx. For example, when the maximum number
of bands is eight, and the EO quantizer type provides three
quantization intervals, the LUT size in this case equals to 8×
3× 3 = 72, which is the largest possible size for BO and EO
classifiers combined case. For BO classifier standalone case,
largest possible LUT size is 128, calculated as 128× 1× 1.

The entries si with i = CCSOidx of this LUT directly reflect
the offset values that will be added on the output of the CDEF.
Thus, the values are carefully selected based on experimental
results and limited as

si ∈ {0, 1,−1, 3,−3, 7,−7,−10}. (9)

At the frame level, a truncated unary syntax element is
signaled to indicate each individual si. At the encoder side,
the method for determining the best offset value for a certain
class is described in Section IV-A.

E. Applying Offsets

The offset values are separately derived for luma and
chroma component. If CCSO is enabled for luma, the CDEF
reconstructed luma samples are corrected by

rl′(x, y) = clip(rl(x, y) + sluma(x, y)), (10)

where rl(x, y) is the luma reconstructed sample from CDEF,
sluma(x, y) is the derived CCSO offset values, and rl′(x, y) is
the final filtered reconstructed samples by CCSO; and when

Algorithm 1 CCSO Syntax Design
Syntax Descriptor
frame header()
ccso frame flag u(1)∗

if ccso frame flag then
for plane = 0 to num planes do

ccso enable[plane] u(1)
if ccso enable[plane] then

ccso bo only[plane] u(1)
if ccso bo only[plane] then

max band log2[plane] u(3)
else

max band log2[plane] u(2)
quant step idx[plane] u(2)
filter shape idx[plane] u(3)
edge clf [plane] u(1)

end if
max band = 1 ≪ max band log2
intervals = ccso bo only ? 1 : (∼edge clf + 2)
for d 0 = 0 to intervals do

for d 1 = 0 to intervals do
for bdn = 0 to max band do

ccso idx = bnd ≪ 4 + d 0 ≪ 2 + d 1
offset idx tu†

offset lut[plane][ccso idx]
= offsets[offset idx]

end for
end for

end for
end if

end for
end if

∗ Fixed-length coded syntax elements.
† Truncated unary coded syntax elements.

CCSO is enabled for Cb and Cr components, the corrected
chroma samples are given by

rc′cb(x, y) = clip(rccb(x, y) + scb(x, y)), (11)

and
rl′cr(x, y) = clip(rccr(x, y) + scr(x, y)), (12)

where rccb, cr(x, y) are reconstructed samples of CDEF,
rccb,cr(x, y) are CCSO offset values, and rc′cb, cr(x, y) are final
filtered samples in Cb and Cr components, respectively.

Additionally, a fixed-size non-overlapped filter unit with
256 × 256 luma samples, i.e., 128 × 128 chroma samples
for 4:2:0 color format, are introduced. The CCSO filter can
be turned on or off at this filter unit level for each color
component, separately.

F. Syntax Elements Design

The syntax elements signaling of CCSO can be categorized
into frame-level and filter-unit-level.

The frame-level signaled syntax elements are given by
Algorithm 1, more specifically,
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• One-bit flag ccso frame flag flag indicates whether
CCSO is applied on any color component of the current
frame;

• One-bit flag ccso enable indicates whether CCSO is
applied in the current component of the current frame;

• One-bit flag band only flag indicates if BO classifier is
used alone or combined with EO classifier;

• Two (or three)-bits syntax max band log2 specifies the
logarithm base two value of the maximum number of
allowed bands.

• Two-bits index quant step idx indicates the selection of
quantization step size;

• Three-bits index filter shape idx indicates the selection
of filter shape used in EO classifier;

• One-bit flag edge clf indicates the EO quantizer type;
• For each CCSO class, offset values indices offset idx

indicate the LUT entries from eight pre-defined values
descried in (9), which are signaled using truncated unary
code (up to 7 bits for each index).

At filter-unit-level, a context coded flag is signaled to
indicate whether the CCSO filter is enabled or not for a specific
filer unit. Three contexts are added for signaling this flag, one
for each color component.

IV. IMPLEMENTATION OF PROPOSED METHODS

As described in Section III, the proposed CCSO method
is a highly adaptive loop filtering technique with multiple
syntaxes designed to accommodate various video content. This
approach offers a substantial search space for CCSO filtering
parameters. To achieve optimal coding gain, it is essential to
develop an efficient encoder implementation of the proposed
method, alongside an effective Single Instruction/Multiple
Data (SIMD) implementation for the filtering process.

A. Encoder Search of CCSO Parameters

There are seven frame-level and one filter-unit-level CCSO
filtering parameters to be determined by encoder, as de-
scribed in Section III-F. The derivation of a group of five
frame-level syntax, including ccso bo only, filter shape idx,
quant step idx, max band log2, and edge clf, involves eval-
uating different combinations of model parameters through
cascaded loops. This approach results in a substantial search
space if implemented using a brute-force search method.

For each combination of the five frame-level filtering param-
eters, the encoder must determine the filter-unit-level CCSO
filter enabling flag for each filtering unit and derive the offset
LUT. Given that the derivation of the offset LUT is intertwined
with determining the filter units applying CCSO, an iterative
search strategy is implemented to optimize both the filter-unit-
level enabling flags and the LUT entries.

Initially, the filter-unit-level CCSO filter enabling flag is set
to one for all filtering units, assuming that CCSO filtering will
be applied to all units in the current frame. The optimization
process then proceeds iteratively through the following steps:

Step 1: Based on the current determination of filtering units
with CCSO enabled, derive the optimal LUT by calculating the
difference between the original samples and the reconstruction

TABLE I
SIMD OPTIMIZATION RUNTIME COMPARISON (ANCHOR: W/O SIMD,

TEST W/ SIMD)

AI RA LD

Enc-T Dec-T Enc-T Dec-T Enc-T Dec-T

A1 4k 101.6 % 96.4 % 99.9 % 93.8 % − −
A2 2k 99.5 % 93.8 % 98.8 % 94.7 % 98.5 % 93.2 %
A3 720p 98.6 % 92.8 % 98.4 % 94.6 % 98.0 % 94.8 %
A4 360p 97.9 % 96.2 % 98.3 % 98.2 % 97.8 % 92.6 %
A5 270p 98.9 % 101.2 % 98.6 % 95.3 % 98.1 % 93.4 %
B1 SYN 99.9 % 94.7 % 98.5 % 95.0 % 99.1 % 95.0 %
AVG 99.5 % 94.9 % 98.8 % 95.0 % 98.4 % 93.8 %

samples for each combination of CCSO classes (CCSOidx) as
given by (8).

Step 2: Using the updated LUT, compare the rate-distortion
(R-D) cost of enabling versus disabling CCSO filtering for
each filtering unit. Set the CCSO filter enabling flag according
to the option with the lower R-D cost.

The above steps 1 and 2 are repeated until a maximum of
15 iterations is reached or the accumulated filter-unit-level R-
D cost for the current picture ceases to decrease. According
to the determined filter-unit-level CCSO enabling flag, the
frame-level CCSO enabling flags ccso enable for individual
component and ccso frame flag for the whole frame are set.

B. SIMD Optimization

The proposed CCSO loop filtering method is highly compat-
ible with SIMD architecture, and an implementation of SIMD
for the CCSO filtering process has been successfully developed
and validated to significantly reduce the runtime complexity
of the software implementation.

The CCSO loop filtering process consists of two primary
steps:

Step 1 involves determining the index for the Lookup Table
(LUT) entry, which is calculated based on the BO and EO
classes, denoted as the combination of BOidx, and BOidx0,1.

Step 2 entails retrieving the offset from the LUT and adding
this offset value to the reconstruction samples.

In the CCSO encoder design, BOidx0 and BOidx1 for each
reconstruction sample are computed on a frame-level basis
before the application of filtering. The SIMD implementation
of step one is straightforward, as determining the LUT entry
involves simply packing the BO and EO classes indices into a
single value. For step 2, the operation of fetching the LUT off-
set can be efficiently executed using the mm256 shuffle epi8
instruction, taking advantage of the small size of the LUT,
which comprises up to 9 entries for individual BOidx0, each
limited to 3 bits. The runtime saving achieved by the proposed
SIMD optimization is shown in Table I. For the overall encoder
runtime, average 1.2 % and 1.6 % savings are achieved for RA
and LD configurations, respectively. For the overall decoder
runtime, average 5.0 % and 6.2 % savings are achieved for RA
and LD configurations, respectively.
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TABLE II
OVERALL CODING PERFORMANCE OF CCSO UNDER THE AI, RA, AND LD CONFIGURATIONS

Y Cb Cr YCbCr VMAF(Y) Enc-Time Dec-Time

AI

A1 4k −0.08% −2.24% −3.88% −0.48% −0.42% 107% 109%
A2 2k −0.16% −4.20% −4.68% −0.62% −0.71% 104% 107%
A3 720p −0.29% −4.01% −4.17% −0.65% −0.58% 102% 105%
A4 360p −0.25% −9.31% −5.87% −0.88% −1.26% 101% 109%
A5 270p 0.02% −2.23% −1.23% −0.10% −0.50% 102% 107%
B1 SYN −0.45% −4.58% −4.93% −0.88% −1.10% 104% 109%
AVG w/o B2 −0.22% −4.37% −4.41% −0.64% −0.75% 104% 107%
B2 SCC −0.25% −1.33% −0.93% −0.32% −1.15% 103% 104%

RA

A1 4k −0.40% −3.77% −5.39% −0.91% −0.85% 106% 107%
A2 2k −0.32% −6.26% −5.97% −0.85% −0.70% 103% 104%
A3 720p −0.27% −5.28% −5.43% −0.75% −0.33% 103% 103%
A4 360p −0.19% −7.53% −6.53% −0.79% −0.53% 101% 102%
A5 270p 0.01% −1.67% −4.04% −0.25% −1.07% 102% 100%
B1 SYN −0.42% −5.43% −6.09% −0.94% −0.78% 103% 104%
AVG w/o B2 −0.30% −5.41% −5.75% −0.81% −0.69% 103% 104%
B2 SCC −1.87% −2.24% −2.30% −1.92% −5.25% 110% 105%

LD

A1 4k − − − − − − −
A2 2k −0.62% −7.42% −7.29% −1.24% −1.07% 104% 106%
A3 720p −0.33% −5.40% −4.79% −0.78% −0.77% 104% 107%
A4 360p −0.02% −7.06% −5.45% −0.55% 0.20% 102% 106%
A5 270p −0.15% −4.80% −6.21% −0.58% −1.25% 101% 106%
B1 SYN −0.77% −6.33% −8.13% −1.40% −0.84% 103% 106%
AVG w/o B2 −0.48% −6.57% −6.72% −1.05% −0.82% 103% 106%
B2 SCC −3.22% −3.59% −4.14% −3.28% −7.99% 109% 105%

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Test Condition
The proposed algorithm has been implemented based on

tag v6.0.0 of AVM reference software [42]. The common test
condition (CTC) [43] specified by AOM Testing Subgroup
is used to conduct the experiment. The test set has a total
of 56 sequences, including camera captured sequences with
resolutions from 4K to 240p (class A1–A5), synthetic content
sequences (class B1), and screen content sequences (class
B2). The QP settings are from 110 to 235 for RA and LD,
and from 85 to 210 for AI. BD-Rate is used to evaluate the
coding gain, which is calculated for each color component
(Y/Cb/Cr) using PSNR and VMAF. The overall BD-rate is
also reported using 14/16, 1/16, and 1/16 weightings on the
quality scores of Y, Cb, and Cr components (marked as YCbCr
in the results tables), respectively. The complexity is measured
by the ratio between the encoding and decoding time of the
test and anchor.

B. Coding Performance and Complexity Analysis
Table II presents the BD-rate improvement achieved by

CCSO across AI, RA, and LD configurations, respectively,
wherein the anchor is AVM tag v6.0.0 with CCSO disabled
(achieved by setting runtime flag –enable-ccso=0), and the test
is AVM tag v6.0.0 with CCSO enabled (achieved by setting
runtime flag –enable-ccso=1). A negative number in Table II
indicates coding gain (or bitrate saving under the same quality)
when CCSO is applied.

Overall, CCSO demonstrates a promising coding gain, ex-
hibiting improvements of 0.64 %, 0.81 %, and 1.05 % YCbCr
coding gain under AI, RA, and LD configurations,respectively.
Notably, substantial enhancements are observed in the chroma
channels, with notable gains chroma component, e.g., 5.41 %
and 5.75 % Cb and Cr coding gain under RA configuration.
It is worth mentioning that for individual sequences, such
as WestWindEasy in natural video content, the maximum RA
coding gains of 0.88 %, 26.36 %, and 28.83 % for the Y, Cb,
and Cr components, respectively, are achieved. For screen
content sequence Slides2r in class B2, the maximum RA
coding gains of 3.45 %, 13.75 %, and 12.16 % for Y, Cb, and
Cr components, respectively, are observed.

The BD-rate curves for sequence WestWindEasy is shown
in Fig. 6, it is observed that both Cb and Cr channel BD-rate
curves show significantly improved coding performance with
the proposed CCSO.

When analyzing the performance of CCSO across different
video classes, such as class A5 (270p), and class B2 (screen
content), it becomes evident that CCSO tends to exhibit
relatively different coding gains compared to other test classes.
This discrepancy in performance, particularly observed in class
A5, may be attributed to the minimal block size required for
implementing CCSO. The minimal block size found in class
A5 videos contains relatively more intricate video content,
which poses challenges for effective offset compensation by
CCSO. On the other hand, for the luma channel in the class
B2 videos, a relatively high coding gain is observed. This may
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Fig. 6. BD-rate curves of sequence WestWindEasy from class A3 under RA configuration tested using AVM tag v6.0.0; (a) Cb-PSNR vs bitrate curve; (b)
Cr-PSNR vs bitrate curve.

TABLE III
FIXED EO CLASSIFIER OF CCSO ONLY ON CHROMA COMPONENTS

Y Cb Cr YCbCr

AI

A1 4k 0.10 % −3.51 % −3.64 % −0.33 %
A2 2k 0.06 % −3.15 % −4.09 % −0.28 %
A3 720p 0.05 % −3.45 % −2.47 % −0.23 %
A4 360p 0.08 % −6.76 % −9.40 % −0.58 %
A5 270p 0.10 % −4.37 % −2.55 % −0.21 %
B1 SYN 0.03 % −2.58 % −2.63 % −0.18 %
AVG 0.06 % −3.57 % −3.95 % −0.28 %

RA

A1 4k 0.21 % −7.37 % −9.09 % −0.73 %
A2 2k 0.13 % −6.64 % −8.25 % −0.54 %
A3 720p 0.09 % −4.67 % −4.44 % −0.33 %
A4 360p 0.17 % −6.60 % −7.10 % −0.48 %
A5 270p 0.05 % −6.25 % −1.75 % −0.31 %
B1 SYN 0.04 % −4.92 % −3.87 % −0.33 %
AVG 0.12 % −6.10 % −6.43 % −0.47 %

LD

A1 4k − − − −
A2 2k 0.04 % −8.84 % −10.84 % −0.84 %
A3 720p 0.12 % −5.27 % −4.56 % −0.32 %
A4 360p 0.15 % −7.30 % −7.91 % −0.56 %
A5 270p 0.16 % −6.89 % −0.62 % −0.17 %
B1 SYN -0.02 % −7.09 % −5.09 % −0.52 %
AVG 0.06 % −7.56 % −7.42 % −0.60 %

be due to the screen content videos having less natural noise
and clearer structures, which allows CCSO to better exploit
the luma offset compensation.

Additionally, for B2 classes, the coding gains on chroma
channels are relatively lower than natural video contents,
except for the class A5. This suggests that the performance
of CCSO may vary depending on the content characteristics,
with screen content videos demonstrating unique behavior
compared to natural video content.

When comparing the relative complexity, excluding class
B2, the average encoding time increases by 4 % and decoding
time by 7 % for AI, 3 % and 4 % for RA, and 3 % and
6 % for LD configuration, respectively. The effective encoder
searching methods and SIMD implementations as described
in Section IV-A contributing the relative low complexity of
the proposed CCSO method. Upon analysis, there is a more
noticeable increase in encoding times under the RA and LD

TABLE IV
BO CLASSIFIER OF CCSO ONLY ON CHROMA COMPONENTS

Y Cb Cr YCbCr

AI

A1 4k 0.09 % −1.45 % −1.62 % −0.12 %
A2 2k 0.07 % −1.85 % −1.70 % −0.10 %
A3 720p 0.04 % −1.07 % −0.87 % −0.04 %
A4 360p 0.06 % −1.53 % −0.47 % −0.03 %
A5 270p 0.06 % −0.29 % −0.12 % 0.04 %
B1 SYN 0.05 % −0.76 % −0.82 % −0.04 %
AVG 0.06 % −1.34 % −1.17 % −0.07 %

RA

A1 4k −0.17 % −1.82 % −2.01 % −0.37 %
A2 2k 0.02 % −2.32 % −1.46 % −0.14 %
A3 720p 0.04 % −2.11 % −0.97 % −0.10 %
A4 360p 0.03 % −2.41 % −0.90 % −0.11 %
A5 270p 0.04 % −0.32 % −0.40 % 0.01 %
B1 SYN 0.03 % −1.04 % −1.18 % −0.08 %
AVG 0.00 % −1.84 % −1.29 % −0.14 %

LD

A1 4k − − − −
A2 2k 0.06 % −2.56 % −1.65 % −0.12 %
A3 720p 0.03 % −2.20 % −1.07 % −0.12 %
A4 360p 0.10 % −2.71 % −0.92 % −0.05 %
A5 270p 0.05 % −1.00 % −1.12 % −0.04 %
B1 SYN 0.03 % −0.98 % −1.87 % −0.10 %
AVG 0.05 % −2.04 % −1.49 % −0.10 %

configurations for class B2. This discrepancy underscores the
importance of considering the specific video class character-
istics when assessing the performance of CCSO.

C. Ablation Study

To gain deeper insights into the components of the proposed
CCSO method, a comprehensive set of ablation studies has
been conducted.

In the first experiment, we isolate the impact of EO classi-
fier (with only EO quantizer type edge clf0) exclusively on
the chroma channel to exploring the use cases of the EO
classifier. The results, summarized in Table III, reveal no-
table coding gains across different configurations. Specifically,
0.28 %, 0.47 %, and 0.60 % YCbCr overall BD-rate reduction
is observed under AI, RA, and LD configurations. These gains
primarily stem from enhancements in the Cb and Cr channels,
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TABLE V
EO AND BO CLASSIFIERS ONLY ON LUMA COMPONENT

Y Cb Cr YCbCr

AI

A1 4k −0.52 % 0.10 % 0.11 % −0.45 %
A2 2k −0.36 % 0.12 % 0.13 % −0.32 %
A3 720p −0.39 % 0.15 % 0.14 % −0.34 %
A4 360p −0.43 % 0.17 % 0.18 % −0.38 %
A5 270p −0.09 % 0.28,% 0.29 % −0.06 %
B1 SYN −0.42 % 0.09 % 0.09 % −0.37 %
AVG −0.39 % 0.13 % 0.13 % −0.34 %

RA

A1 4k −0.76 % 0.07 % 0.21 % −0.67 %
A2 2k −0.41 % 0.07 % 0.08 % −0.37 %
A3 720p −0.29 % 0.07 % 0.05 % −0.25 %
A4 360p −0.32 % 0.17 % 1.20 % −0.25 %
A5 270p 0.05 % 0.21 % 0.50 % 0.08 %
B1 SYN −0.54 % −0.17 % 0.30 % −0.48 %
AVG −0.43 % 0.04 % 0.28 % −0.37 %

LD

A1 4k − − − −
A2 2k −0.61 % 0.13 % 0.37 % −0.54 %
A3 720p −0.56 % −0.03 % 0.08 % −0.50 %
A4 360p −0.36 % 0.05 % −0.41 % −0.35 %
A5 270p −0.12 % 0.71 % −0.60 % −0.09 %
B1 SYN −0.59 % 0.25 % −0.26 % −0.53 %
AVG −0.53 % 0.17 % 0.02 % −0.47 %

whereas the Y channel experiences marginal coding because
CCSO is only applied to chroma in this test.

Furthermore, we conducted another experiment focusing
solely on the BO classifier on chroma components to explain
the functionality of BO classifier. The results are detailed in
Table IV. Overall, BO classifier standalone provides 1.34 %
and 1.17 % coding gain for Cb and Cr components under AI
configuration, 1.84 % and 1.29 % Cb and Cr gains under RA
configuration, and 2.04 % and 1.49 % Cb and Cr gains under
LD configuration. The luma coding loss is negligible because
CCSO is also not applied on luma component in this test.

Lastly, we conducted an experiment to evaluate the effi-
ciency of applying CCSO exclusively to the luma component.
Therefore, a test was designed using both EO and BO clas-
sifiers solely on the luma channel. The simulation results,
presented in Table V, show significant coding gains for the
Y component, with 0.39 %, 0.43 %, and 0.53 % luma BD-rate
gain under AI, RA, and LD configurations, respectively.

D. Visual Analysis
The visual quality comparison is presented in Fig. 7. In

column (a), the source frame of the video sequence is shown.
Column (b) highlights the regions where CCSO is applied.
Column (c) shows the specific regions selected from sequences
with CCSO disabled, whereas column (d) displays the same
regions from sequences with CCSO enabled. From column (b),
it is observed that the rate of applying CCSO is very high
over the whole picture. Comparing columns (c) and (d), it is
evident that the application of CCSO successfully enhances
and restores the textures of chroma components. The notably
sharper edges in column (d) illustrated the effective of EO
classifier, whereas the detailed textures show the strength
BO classifier. In general, it is concluded from the analysis
that, the proposed CCSO method recovers more details in the
reconstruction image.

VI. CONCLUSION

A Cross-Component Sample Offset approach is proposed
and implemented on top of a developing AOMedia video
codec towards a next-generation video coding standard be-
yond AV1. The proposed method is featured as a non-linear
multiplication-free loop filtering method that explores cross-
component statistical redundancy to achieve higher coding
efficiency and better subject quality. Simulation results show
that, under the common test conditions specified by AOMedia,
the proposed method achieved significant objective BD-rate
coding gain for several mainstream quality metrics, such
as PSNR and VMAF, and observable subjective quality en-
hancement, with marginal increased complexity and hardware
friendly decoder implementation.
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