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ABSTRACT

In this work, we present a comparison between color spaces
namely YUV, LAB, RGB and their effect on learned image
compression. For this we use the structure and color based
learned image codec (SLIC) from our prior work, which con-
sists of two branches - one for the luminance component (Y
or L) and another for chrominance components (UV or AB).
However, for the RGB variant we input all 3 channels in a sin-
gle branch, similar to most learned image codecs operating in
RGB. The models are trained for multiple bitrate configura-
tions in each color space. We report the findings from our
experiments by evaluating them on various datasets and com-
pare the results to state-of-the-art image codecs. The YUV
model performs better than the LAB variant in terms of MS-
SSIM with a Bjøntegaard delta bitrate (BD-BR) gain of 7.5%
using VTM intra-coding mode as the baseline. Whereas the
LAB variant has a better performance than YUV model in
terms of CIEDE2000 having a BD-BR gain of 8%. Overall,
the RGB variant of SLIC achieves the best performance with
a BD-BR gain of 13.14% in terms of MS-SSIM and a gain
of 17.96% in CIEDE2000 at the cost of a higher model com-
plexity.

Index Terms— Deep learning, learned image compres-
sion, image compression, variational autoencoder, color
learning, color spaces

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the widely researched topics today is the use of deep
neural networks in almost every field, with innumerable ap-
plications. In image processing and computer vision, they
have been in vogue for many years. Recently, there has
been a growing interest in the development of learned image
codecs. A learned image codec uses non-linear neural net-
works consisting of several layers. Traditional image codecs
such as JPEG [1] use orthogonal linear mapping functions
with discrete cosine transform (DCT). Learned image codecs
are catching up with their traditional counterparts such as

HEVC [2] and state-of-the-art VVC [3] in the intra-coding
mode.

Typically, learned image codecs are trained end-to-end in
order to learn the encoder and decoder parameters jointly. The
encoding process involves the transformation of an image into
a latent representation, quantization and entropy coding. The
quantized latent is extracted by the entropy decoder and re-
constructed as an image by the non-linear decoder. This non-
linear transform coding introduced in [4] forms the basis for
most learning based image codecs. The rate-distortion opti-
mization (RDO) for such a system can be written as:

minθ,ϕ{L},with L(θ,ϕ) = R(θ) + λ ·D(θ,ϕ), (1)

where L is the loss term, R is the rate measured in bits per
pixel (bpp), D represents distortion and λ is the Lagrangian
multiplier. The learnable parameters of the encoding and de-
coding networks are indicated by θ and ϕ respectively.

A large part of learned image codecs operate in RGB color
space. One of the reasons for this is the availability of image
datasets in this color space. However, properties of the human
visual system are not well exploited. Although the use of
YUV color space in image compression is not new, in this
work, we build on our prior works [5,6] to shed some light on
the effect of color spaces in learned image compression. The
performance is compared with state-of-the-art image codecs
by means of rate-distortion curves, Bjøntegaard delta bitrate
[7], and distortion values. Although we consider only RGB,
YUV, and LAB, according to our knowledge, it is the first
work in the domain of learned image compression focused on
color spaces.

2. RELATED WORK

Numerous contributions addressing specific problems in
learned image compression have been made. The base frame-
work for a majority of the learned codecs is variational au-
toencoder based. In order to have better entropy coding, a
hyperprior model for forward adaptation is introduced in [8]
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Fig. 1: Network architecture of SLIC models.

and eventually extended with a backward adaptation in [9].
The Cheng2020 [10] was one of the first works to have
competitive performance and the ELIC introduced in [11]
outperforms VVC intra-coding mode [3].

The models in [8–11] are all trained and operate in RGB
color space. There are some works such as [12, 13] that work
in the YUV color space. Learned image coding is also be-
ing made practical with standardization activities in JPEG
AI [14], which aims to address several image processing and
computer vision tasks in addition to compression.

The effect of color space has been studied in general im-
age classification [15] and robustness of deep learning [16] to
name a few. In our prior work [5] and [6], we present our find-
ings on designing a learning based codec that splits the task of
image compression into two - structure from luminance chan-
nel and color from chrominance channels. It shows the advan-
tage of optimizing networks with a color difference metric in
addition to the other terms in the loss function.

3. COLOR SPACES IN LEARNED IMAGE
COMPRESSION

Here we provide an overview of the SLIC model and its vari-
ants, the model architecture, workflow, loss function, and the
implementation details including the training methodology.

3.1. Overview

We build on the structure and color based learned image codec
(SLIC) from our prior work in [6], which is an image codec
operating in YUV. In this paper, we introduce two new vari-
ants of the SLIC model called SLIC–LAB and SLIC–RGB.
But for clarity, the original SLIC model will henceforth be
referred to as SLIC–YUV. SLIC–LAB has exactly the same
architecture as the SLIC–YUV model except the operating
color space. To have an equivalent RGB model with same set
of layers, we introduce the SLIC–RGB, which has a single
branch. The model architectures are shown in Fig. 1. The
SLIC–RGB model is as shown in Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b) indi-

cates the block diagram for the YUV or LAB variant, wherein
the input and output images are in RGB, but the operating
color space is either YUV or LAB. The internal details of the
models are discussed in greater detail in our prior work [6]. In
the RGB model, the single branch consists of 192 channels. In
case of YUV and LAB models, the luminance branch consists
of 128 channels and the chrominance branch has 64 chan-
nels. Due to the increase in the number of channels in a single
branch, SLIC–RGB has a higher complexity. The two-branch
models have around 20 million parameters and need 1,512
kilo multiply accumulate operations per pixel (kMACs/pixel)
including encoder and decoder. For the RGB variant, it is
about 36 million parameters with 4,840 kMACs/pixel.

In the SLIC–RGB model in Fig. 1(a), the analysis trans-
form ga translates the image x into a latent space representa-
tion y. This is further transformed, to learn the statistical dis-
tribution of the latent as a hyperlatent representation z through
the hyper analysis transform ha. A factorized prior model
helps in encoding the quantized hyperlatents ẑ. The quan-
tized latent ŷ is efficiently encoded by backward adaptation
through an autoregressive context model (CM) using masked
convolution as proposed in [9]. The entropy parameter esti-
mation module (EP) combines the output γ of hypersynthesis
transform hs, and τ from the context model, to predict mean
µ and variance σ. In other words, the probability distribution
of the latent is estimated and used for entropy coding. The
entropy decoded latent ŷ is then transformed back to image
space through the synthesis transform gs as image x̂.

For the YUV and LAB models shown in Fig. 1(b), the
same workflow holds true. However, an input image is con-
verted from RGB into the respective color space and split into
luminance and chrominance components. These are then fed
into their corresponding branches. The symbols with sub-
scripts ·L and ·C indicate luminance and chrominance com-
ponents respectively. The outputs of these networks are com-
bined and converted back to an RGB image.
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Fig. 3: RD curves of learned image codecs operating in YUV (JPEG AI and SLIC–YUV), SLIC–LAB, SLIC–RGB, and VTM
for the Kodak dataset.

3.2. Loss Function

RDO is the backbone in optimizing image codecs. In this
work, we use an objective function that is a combination of
three distortion metrics and the rate term. The metrics used
are mean squared error (MSE), multi-scale structural similar-
ity index measure (MS-SSIM) [17], and color difference met-
ric CIEDE2000 (∆E12

00 ) [18]. The loss function, as used in
our prior works [5, 6] is :

minθ,ϕ{L},with L(θ,ϕ) = R+ λ1 ·MSE(x, x̂)

+λ2 · (1.0−MS-SSIM(x, x̂)) + λ3 ·∆E12
00(x, x̂),

(2)

where λ1, λ2, and λ3 are the Lagrangian multipliers for the
metrics MSE, MS-SSIM and CIEDE2000 respectively. It
should be noted that MSE and MS-SSIM are estimated in
RGB color space, since the data used for training and evalu-
ating the models are RGB images. All the SLIC variants are
trained with this same loss function.

The rate term R comprises of the bits required to encode
the image x. For the RGB model, it constitues of the la-
tent bits and the hyperlatent bits. However, in YUV or LAB
model, there are luma and chroma branches, contributing a
total of four components.

3.3. Implementation details

The models are implemented in Python programming lan-
guage using the PyTorch1 framework and CompressAI
library [19].

1https://pytorch.org

The model variants are trained individually for each oper-
ating color space, with the loss function in (2) and four operat-
ing points with Lagrangian values from our prior works [5,6];
λ1 = {0.001, 0.005, 0.01, 0.02}, λ2 = {0.01, 0.12, 2.4, 4.8},
and λ3 = {0.024, 0.12, 0.24, 0.48} for MSE, MS-SSIM and
∆E12

00 respectively. The models are trained for 120 epochs
with the COCO2017 training dataset [20] comprising around
118,000 images. The validation data has about 5,000 ran-
domly chosen images from the ImageNet dataset [21] span-
ning various classes. Adam optimizer [22] initialized with a
learning rate of 1e-4 is employed in tandem with a learning
rate scheduler.

4. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

In this section, we report our findings from various experi-
ments. We start with the rate-distortion performance where
we compare various codecs using the metrics PSNR, MS-
SSIM and CIEDE2000 for model configurations resulting in
a bitrate range of 0 to 1 bpp. Followed by that, we make a
comparison between the effect of color channels in the SLIC–
LAB and SLIC–YUV models. Finally, we illustrate the effect
of color spaces on the latent channels through the channel im-
pulse responses and visual comparison.

4.1. Rate-distortion performance

We measure rate-distortion (RD) performance of various
codecs and compare them with our models using the Kodak
dataset, that consists of 24 images of resolution 512 × 768

https://pytorch.org


Table I: BD-Rate and BD-Distortion values of various image codecs with VTM-intra baseline for the Kodak dataset.

Codec Name
PSNR MS-SSIM CIEDE2000

BD-BR
(%)

BD-PSNR
(dB)

BD-BR
(%)

BD-MS-
SSIM

BD-BR
(%)

BD-1
/CIEDE2000

Cheng2020 [10] 3.40 -0.1461 -3.32 0.1333 20.82 -0.0175
ELIC MSE [11] -7.07 0.3260 – – – –

ELIC MS-SSIM [11] – – -12.87 0.5961 – –
JPEG AI [14] 55.75 -1.7562 -20.16 0.9121 69.68 -0.6138

SLIC–RGB (Ours) 12.60 -0.5298 -13.14 0.4772 -17.96 0.0302
SLIC–YUV (Ours) 21.73 -0.8274 -7.50 0.2052 -4.66 0.0080
SLIC–LAB (Ours) 22.65 -0.8305 -6.23 0.2342 -7.99 0.0157

Bold indicates the best values and underline represents the second best.
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Fig. 4: RD curves of chroma channel variants of SLIC–LAB and SLIC–YUV models for the Tecknick RGB dataset.

in either orientation. This experiment is split into two parts.
First, we compare the RGB codecs and then the codecs op-
erating in YUV. In both cases, we compute RGB PSNR and
MS-SSIM with the original and reconstructed images for all
bitrate configurations for each codec.

The PSNR for each RGB image is computed as the av-
erage across each pixel over every channel. Similarly, the
MS-SSIM metric is calculated according to [17] and by using
equal weights for RGB channels.

The CIEDE2000 metric, indicated by ∆E12
00 requires a

color conversion from RGB to LAB. Moreover, we represent
the metric as 5.0−∆E12

00 in order to complement it as a qual-
ity metric, with 5.0 as an offset based on the range of values.

4.1.1. RGB image codecs

A comparison of rate-distortion performance of SLIC–RGB
is made with Cheng2020 [10], ELIC [11], Hyper Prior [8],
and Factorized Prior [4] models. The rate-distortion curves
are reported in Fig. 2 for PSNR and MS-SSIM. We use the RD
values of ELIC from CompressAI, where PSNR values are
provided for MSE optimized ELIC and MS-SSIM values for
MS-SSIM optimized models. They are indicated as ELIC–
MSE and ELIC–MS-SSIM respectively.

In terms of PSNR, ELIC–MSE has the best performance
and Cheng2020 is better than SLIC–RGB. When we observe
the MS-SSIM curves, ELIC–MS-SSIM has the best perfor-
mance. However, SLIC–RGB outperforms Cheng2020, and
is comparable to ELIC at bitrates larger than 0.5 bpp.

4.1.2. YUV image codecs

We compare JPEG AI [14] and intra-coding mode of VVC
test model (VTM) [3] with the SLIC variants. The RD curves
are presented in Fig. 3 with PSNR, MS-SSIM and ∆E12

00

metrics at various bitrates. For JPEG AI, the verification
model vm-release-v4.5 is used in the default evaluation
mode. Clearly, VTM has the best PSNR performance. With
MS-SSIM, JPEG AI outperforms all codecs under consider-
ation for bitrates lower than 0.5 bpp. But VTM, SLIC–LAB,
and SLIC–YUV variants are close in terms of MS-SSIM and
SLIC–RGB has slightly higher values.

JPEG AI [14] has the worst performance in terms of
CIEDE2000. VTM has a comparable performance to SLIC–
RGB for bitrates lower than 0.2 bpp. It is interesting to see
that SLIC variants have a superior performance and thus, hav-
ing a color difference metric in the loss function can improve
color fidelity.

4.1.3. BD-Rate and BD-Distortion

The Bjøntegaard-delta bitrate [7] and distortion values are
measured and reported in Table I. VTM is used as the base-
line. The values are measured for PSNR, MS-SSIM, and
CIEDE2000 metrics. In each column, the best value is in-
dicated in bold and the second best value is underlined. The
MSE optimized ELIC model has the most gains in PSNR,
both in bitrate and distortion with values 7.07% and 0.326
dB respectively. In the MS-SSIM column, SLIC–RGB has a
gain of 13.14% in BD-BR. However, JPEG AI has the high-



(a) SLIC–YUV
Rate: 0.4398 bpp, PSNR-Luma: 37.23 dB

(b) SLIC–LAB
Rate: 0.4410 bpp, PSNR-Luma: 37.31 dB

(c) SLIC–RGB
Rate: 0.4657 bpp, PSNR-Luma: 37.90 dB

Fig. 5: Reconstructed versions and channel impulse
responses of the image GRAY R03 0400x0400 014.png

est gain with 20.16% and 0.9121 dB in bitrate and distortion
respectively.

Lastly, for the color difference metric CIEDE2000, only
the SLIC variants have a BD-BR gain of 17.96% for SLIC–

(a) SLIC–YUV
Rate: 0.7158 bpp, PSNR: 34.49 dB,

MS-SSIM: 22.29 dB, ∆E00 : 1.56

(b) SLIC–LAB
Rate: 0.7205 bpp, PSNR: 33.90 dB,

MS-SSIM: 21.62 dB, ∆E00 : 1.56

(c) SLIC–RGB
Rate: 0.6379 bpp, PSNR: 35.08 dB,

MS-SSIM: 22.75 dB, ∆E00 : 1.47

Fig. 6: Reconstructed versions and channel impulse
responses of the image RGB R03 0400x0400 014.png

RGB, 7.99% for SLIC–LAB, and a gain of 4.66% for SLIC–
YUV models. This is also reflected in the RD curves in Fig. 3.
With the color difference metric, we observe that Cheng2020
is better than JPEG AI.



4.2. Effect of channels in chroma branch

In this experiment, we reduce the number of channels in
the chroma branches of SLIC–YUV and SLIC–LAB models
from 64 to 32, 16, and 8. This is done in order to under-
stand the effect of colors through the chroma branch. This
can be interpreted as the feature space equivalent of color
sub-sampling in the image space. For each set of chroma
channels, the models are trained. With four bitrate configu-
rations in each model variant, eight RD curves are obtained
and shown in Fig. 4, in which we use JPEG AI as an anchor.
We used 100 RGB images of dimensions 400× 400 from the
Tecknick dataset [23].

Overall, the SLIC–YUV models perform better than
SLIC–LAB. The number of channels is directly proportional
to the quality. The difference between the variants is higher
in PSNR and MS-SSIM. Whereas, in CIEDE2000, both color
spaces have a similar performance. JPEG AI outperforms
all the variants in terms of MS-SSIM upto a bitrate of 0.5
bpp. After which, the 32 and the 64 channel SLIC–YUV
models are better. However, in CIEDE2000, from 16 channel
onwards, YUV and LAB variants outperform JPEG AI.

4.3. Channel impulse responses and color spaces

The channel impulse responses of a learned image codec pro-
vide an insight into the overall features captured by the anal-
ysis transform in the form of latent representations. In this
experiment, we visualize the impulse responses of the SLIC
variants. The impulse response computation is done in the
same way as prior work [5]. The models with the highest
bitrate configuration are chosen. Two images of dimensions
400×400 from the Tecknick dataset [23] are considered here.
The impulse responses are first arranged in the decreasing or-
der of their importance by means of their bitrate contribution.
The 48 most important channels are considered with the RGB
model. In case of YUV and LAB, as there are two branches,
the 32 highest channels from the luma branch, and 16 highest
from the chroma branch are considered.

The grayscale image GRAY R03 0400x0400 014.png
and its color counterpart RGB R03 0400x0400 014.png
are encoded and reconstructed with all the SLIC variants, and
shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. The impulse responses for each
color space are shown below the reconstructed image. Each
patch has dimensions 16 × 16 in the impulse response and
represents individual channels in the latent. The luminance
impulse responses are shown in the first two rows and the
chroma impulse responses are shown in the third row for the
LAB and YUV models. The rate and distortion metrics are
provided below each image for reference. Comparing the
visual quality of reconstructed images, they are very similar,
which is also clear from the rate and PSNR values. Irrespec-
tive of the model color space, the quality and bitrates are
comparable for the example images.

Observing the impulse responses of the grayscale images

across all color space variants, it is clear, as one would ex-
pect, no color is captured. The main information contained is
related to structure, which is represented in the first two rows
of SLIC–YUV and SLIC–LAB images in Fig. 5. Similar be-
haviour can be observed for SLIC–RGB, where the top 48
channels resemble structural filters. However, when we ob-
serve the impulse responses of the color image counterparts
in Fig. 6, again we observe a similar behaviour, where the last
rows of SLIC–YUV and SLIC–LAB are now populated with
colored regions. In case of SLIC–RGB, the impulse responses
are a mix of both color and structural components since there
is no explicit separation of luminance and chromiance com-
ponents. For the image considered, since a large part is the
blue sky background, this is reflected as the second most im-
portant or second highest bitrate contributing channel.

When we consider the top most channel, and use only this
channel to perform the synthesis transform while setting the
rest to zero, a low resolution version of the original image is
obtained. This means that irrespective of color space, the first
channel is most often similar to a low pass filter. The succes-
sive channels capture other finer details and colors in the im-
age. Using channel impulse responses, it can be inferred that
the number of structural features captured by a learned image
codec’s non-linear transform is oftentimes higher than that of
color features. By separating the luminance and chrominance
channels with a color transform, we can have control on the
constituents. However, when such a split is not made, deep
neural networks learn them implicitly but this results in a lack
of optimization and control of the components.

Hence, we can conclude that the features captured by the
YUV, LAB and RGB variants of the SLIC model have sim-
ilarities. With an explicit separation of structure and color,
it can be observed that they can be independently optimized
and tuned. Whereas, for the RGB model, a granular control
is not directly possible with the single branch structure, but
training with the loss function in (2) has an improvement in
performance for all variants.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we report our findings on the effect of color
space in learned image compression. Building on our prior
work, we compare the rate-distortion performance of our
SLIC model variants with other codecs. It is shown that YUV
and LAB models have similar performance. But the RGB
model outperforms them at the cost of a higher complexity.
The measurements also show that the RGB model has 1.2
times more number of parameters, and requires 3.2 times
higher kMACs/pixel to that of the YUV and LAB variants.
With the channel impulse responses, it is shown that the
features captured by color space variants of SLIC have simi-
larities. However, the split model architecture has the benefit
of reducing complexity. The experiments can be extended to
other color spaces such as HSV, XYZ etc.
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