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Abstract

In recent years, there has been a growing interest in Se-
mantic Image Synthesis (SIS) through the use of Generative
Adversarial Networks (GANs) and diffusion models. This
field has seen innovations such as the implementation of
specialized loss functions tailored for this task, diverging
from the more general approaches in Image-to-Image (I2I)
translation. While the concept of Semantic Video Synthe-
sis (SVS)—the generation of temporally coherent, realis-
tic sequences of images from semantic maps—is newly for-
malized in this paper, some existing methods have already
explored aspects of this field. Most of these approaches
rely on generic loss functions designed for video-to-video
translation or require additional data to achieve temporal
coherence. In this paper, we introduce the SVS-GAN, a
framework specifically designed for SVS, featuring a cus-
tom architecture and loss functions. Our approach includes
a triple-pyramid generator that utilizes SPADE blocks. Ad-
ditionally, we employ a U-Net-based network for the image
discriminator, which performs semantic segmentation for
the OASIS loss. Through this combination of tailored archi-
tecture and objective engineering, our framework aims to
bridge the existing gap between SIS and SVS, outperforming
current state-of-the-art models on datasets like Cityscapes
and KITTI-360.

1. Introduction
Video generation has been drawing more attention in re-

cent years using GANs [8, 37] or diffusion models [9, 12],
but it faces increasing challenges since it involves process-
ing much larger amounts of data in comparison with re-
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Figure 1. Illustration of our SVS-GAN’s capabilities in generat-
ing high-fidelity videos that closely mimic the details of the initial
reference image while following the given sequence of semantic
maps, demonstrating the model’s effectiveness in accurately syn-
thesizing the 30th frame within the sequence.

search areas working with non-temporal/single-shot 2D im-
ages. Despite these challenges, there have been significant
developments in models designed for perception applica-
tions [13, 15, 26, 39], like autonomous driving, which re-
quires extensive video training data along with their ground
truth labels. This progress highlights the growing impor-
tance of video generative models, particularly in the area of
controllable generation. Approaches within this area allow
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for precise placement and manipulation of generated con-
tent to meet specific requirements, which is crucial for cre-
ating realistic simulations, customizing outputs for specific
applications, and ensuring consistency across generated se-
quences. Improving these models would enable researchers
to augment the data available for training and testing, as
well as generate controlled outputs for new and diverse sce-
narios, such as relevant but rare corner cases in autonomous
driving and data generation under domain shifts.

Video generation techniques are divided into two main
approaches: unconditional [33] and conditional [14]. Un-
conditional video generation creates videos from random
noise without any guiding input, while conditional video
generation relies on specific inputs to direct the creation
process. These inputs can range from text descriptions and
object bounding boxes to detailed scene layouts, which help
in dictating the structure and content of the generated video.

In this paper, we introduce Semantic Video Synthesis
(SVS), a form of conditional video generation using seman-
tic map sequences to produce realistic, temporally coherent
videos that align accurately with the sequence of semantic
maps. This task poses greater complexity than Semantic
Image Synthesis (SIS), which generates single images from
semantic maps. SVS’s primary challenge is maintaining vi-
sual consistency across frames, crucial for realistic outputs.
However, GPU limitations restrict handling detailed, long
video sequences. Despite these challenges, SVS provides
per-pixel control over video outputs, offering better preci-
sion in video appearance and layout compared to textual
inputs, thus enhancing content and geometry customization
in video creation.

Despite the fact that SVS has not explicitly been de-
fined as a research area before, the following generic meth-
ods already tackle it either using extra modalities along the
semantic map or without focusing explicitly on semantic
maps as conditional input. The first approach, a Video-to-
Video (V2V) synthesis method [41], follows a general strat-
egy for video generation similar to the Image-to-Image (I2I)
translation framework used in pix2pix [17]. This approach
does not utilize tailored losses or architecture modifications
that leverage semantic inputs, leading to poor performance
since it fails to capitalize on the rich structural data within
the maps. The second study, World-Consistent Video-to-
Video (WC-V2V) [29], enhances the generator architecture
by incorporating SPADE [30] blocks and focuses on using
semantic maps as input. However, it also integrates addi-
tional 3D world inputs, thereby deviating from the primary
goal of SVS, which is to generate realistic videos directly
from semantic map sequences without additional data.

To address the mentioned limitations and motivated by
the advancements in SIS, we introduce SVS-GAN, a frame-
work designed to bridge the gap between SVS and SIS.
Figure 1 showcases results from our model, which pro-

cesses a sequence of semantic maps alongside a reference
image I1—either real or generated by any SIS framework.
SVS-GAN then autoregressively generates the subsequent
sequence of frames.

Our framework introduces a novel triple pyramid gen-
erator architecture tailored specifically for SVS. Addition-
ally, we are the first to introduce the OASIS [34] loss in
video generation, which significantly improves semantic
alignment metrics. This is facilitated by using our encoder-
decoder discriminator, which is capable of segmenting im-
ages. Our evaluations demonstrate that SVS-GAN sur-
passes existing state-of-the-art approaches in image qual-
ity, temporal coherence, and semantic alignment without re-
quiring additional inputs and by considering only one previ-
ous frame. Additionally, our model operates efficiently on
a single GPU at a resolution of 1024 × 512, achieving an
inference time of 40ms per frame.

Our architecture is versatile enough to be applied to any
SVS task, yet we have specifically targeted driving scenar-
ios due to their complexity and growing relevance in the
field of autonomous driving. These scenarios are particu-
larly challenging because they involve dual movement dy-
namics: the motion of the camera, represented by the ego
vehicle, and the interactions of other vehicles and pedes-
trians. We validate our framework on the Cityscapes Se-
quence [2] and KITTI-360 [24] datasets, achieving state-
of-the-art performance on both. A detailed ablation study
highlights the impact of each component in our framework.

2. Related Work
Data generation plays a crucial role in the field of ma-

chine learning, serving as a data augmentor for training var-
ious discriminative models. This includes a wide array of
data types like images, videos, and additional sensor out-
puts such as LiDAR. Within neural networks, two main ap-
proaches stand out for data generation: GANs and diffu-
sion models. Recently, diffusion models have made signif-
icant improvements in producing realistic outputs, surpass-
ing GANs in some aspects. However, they are hampered
by long training and inference times, and in scenarios such
as SIS, their output quality remains comparable to that of
GANs [1].

2.1. Semantic Image Synthesis

SIS falls under the broader category of I2I translation,
where the conditioning image is a semantic map. The
concept of I2I using GANs was pioneered by the pix2pix
framework, which introduced an approach to translate im-
ages from one domain X to another domain Y without
specific domain constraints [17]. This framework could
perform various tasks, such as image colorization and
SIS. Subsequent developments in I2I mainly focused on
application-specific enhancements. Several studies, includ-
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ing those on SPADE [30], OASIS [34], and DP-GAN [23],
have concentrated solely on SIS, evolving architectures
and loss functions tailored to generate realistic images that
closely align with the semantic map. SIS typically func-
tions within a supervised learning framework, relying on
paired datasets. However, the scarcity of such data has en-
couraged interest in Unsupervised SIS (USIS) [4] and semi-
supervised approaches [5].

SPADE [30] emerged as a solution in SIS by integrat-
ing a spatially adaptive denormalization layer into the gen-
erator. The authors demonstrated that directly feeding the
semantic map to the generator was not optimal. Instead,
SPADE modifies the normalization process by utilizing seg-
mentation maps to adaptively scale and shift the normalized
output. This technique enables the generation of images that
adhere more faithfully to the input semantic layout, preserv-
ing spatial information typically lost in standard normaliza-
tion layers.

Previously, many frameworks presented the discrimina-
tor with the real or fake image alongside its corresponding
semantic map. However, this approach did not guarantee
that the discriminator would leverage the semantic map as a
guide in the discrimination process. OASIS [34] addressed
this by implementing an encoder-decoder architecture in the
discriminator, that not only produces real/fake prediction,
but segments the image. This structure encourages the dis-
criminator to learn image segmentation, while the generator
tries to fool the discriminator by creating images that can be
accurately segmented by it.

2.2. Video-to-Video

The definition of V2V synthesis has varied across stud-
ies, with some interpreting it as a method for converting
between any two video domains [41], and others specifi-
cally linking it to SVS [29]. In our study, we will use V2V
to denote the transformation of a video from one arbitrary
domain X to another Y . Similarly, we will define SVS in
a manner similar to SIS, with the domain X limited to se-
quences of semantic maps.

The initial application of GANs to these tasks was in
2018 [41], which explored video transformations such as
from pose to dance, from sketches to faces, and SVS. The
generator G was designed to consider both the two previous
frames from the source and target domains, along with the
current source image, to produce the next frame in the tar-
get sequence. The work presented in [41] approached the
task as an autoregressive next-frame prediction, incorporat-
ing a specialized module to calculate optical flow [28] for
image warping, complemented by an additional module for
generating rapidly-moving foreground objects that the opti-
cal flow could not track. Subsequently, Fast-V2V [43] was
introduced, adding to the system spatial-temporal compres-
sion techniques to accelerate inference and minimize GPU

load. Additionally, the scarcity of paired datasets motivated
the development of unsupervised frameworks [25].

A later development in this field was the introduction of
WC-V2V, which prioritized maintaining consistency across
the entire world in the video rather than ensuring only
frame-to-frame continuity [29]. Unlike traditional V2V that
processes just the two preceding frames, WC-V2V utilizes
the entirety of preceding frames to synthesize the current
frame, necessitating a 3D world representation derived from
actual images using structure from motion (SfM) [27, 36].
This requirement, however, limits its applicability to pure
SVS, as creating a reliable 3D model from real images can
be impractical.

Our main contributions are threefold:

1. We formally define SVS and introduce a dedicated
framework for pure SVS. Utilizing a sequence of se-
mantic maps as inputs, our framework generates a
corresponding sequence of realistic, and spatially and
temporally coherent video frames.

2. We develop a novel triple-pyramid generator archi-
tecture that leverages semantic maps and information
from the past frame to predict visually coherent and
semantically accurate frames.

3. We integrate the OASIS loss [34] into our SVS frame-
work, enhancing the alignment of synthesized videos
with their corresponding semantic maps.

Our contributions have led to state-of-the-art perfor-
mance on datasets such as Cityscapes and KITTI-360, ex-
celling in metrics that assess image quality, video quality,
and adherence to the semantic map.

3. Method
Our model addresses the task of SVS by predicting the

next frame based on a given semantic map through an au-
toregressive video generation process. Each frame Ii de-
pends on the previously generated image, denoted as Ii−1,
and aligns with the current semantic map Si. This approach
allows the creation of videos with variable lengths that are
tailored to the input semantic maps.

Our new framework for SVS consists of three primary
components:

• Generator (G): The generator takes as input both past
and current semantic maps (Si−1, Si) to calculate the
optical flow. It also utilizes appearance information
from the previous image Ii−1, and uses the current
map Si to ensure the generated frame adheres to the
specified semantic guidance.

• Image Discriminator (DI ): This component eval-
uates individual frames independently to determine
their realism and conformity to the semantic map.
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Figure 2. Architectural illustration highlighting the generator G and the discriminators DI and DV . The generator features an optical
flow and occlusion map network illustrated at the top, followed by a triple-pyramid structure comprising a warped image encoder, a
semantic map encoder, and an image generation decoder. The decoder employs SPADE blocks to incorporate the semantic map and
utilizes ÔCi−1→i to modulate features passed through the skip connections using the occlusion mask fusion module. On the right, the
discriminator DI employs an encoder/decoder setup for image segmentation using the OASIS loss, while above, DV functions as a video
patch discriminator, aiming for temporal consistency.

• Video Discriminator (DV ): The video discriminator
assesses groups of generated frames together to evalu-
ate their temporal and spatial coherence. This ensures
the sequence of generated frames is smooth and transi-
tions are logically consistent, contributing to a realistic
video sequence.

3.1. Generator

Our generator architecture is designed to be efficient
while producing realistic results, utilizing about one-fourth
of the parameters of frameworks like V2V [41]. It con-
tains two primary segments: an optical flow predictor and
a triple-pyramid network for next frame prediction. While
our generator architecture incorporates an optical flow net-
work similar to that used in V2V, our method diverges by
integrating optical flow and occlusion maps not merely for
warping the previous frame and blending it with the gener-
ated image, but by embedding these elements into deeper
layers of the frame synthesis process for enhanced gener-
ation. The optical flow predictor functions as an encoder-
decoder network incorporating ResNet [10] blocks to pro-
cess inputs (Si−1, Si). This network generates the predicted
optical flow OFi−1→i and an occlusion map OCi−1→i.
Here, OFi−1→i depicts the movement of each pixel from
Ii−1 to Ii, while OCi−1→i identifies areas potentially oc-
cluded in the transition and requiring regeneration.

Utilizing OFi−1→i, the previous image Ii−1 is warped
to produce the warped image WIi−1 by shifting each pixel
according to its corresponding motion vector in OFi−1→i.
This warped image feeds into the first pyramid of our net-
work, an image encoder, designed to extract image features

for constructing the current image Ii in a U-Net [31] con-
figuration with skip connections (refer to Figure 2). The
modulation of these skip connections by OCi−1→i is used
to determine the balance between the generated content
and the information carried over from WIi−1. OCi−1→i,
with pixel values ranging from 0 to 1, indicates whether a
pixel should feature newly generated content or retain fea-
tures from the warped previous image. This dynamic scal-
ing optimizes the integration of these inputs to construct
Ii, thereby effectively managing the blend based on pixel-
specific occlusion.

The second pyramid, another encoder, accepts Si as in-
put and produces per-level features for the SPADE [30]
blocks within the generator’s decoder. Similar to DP-GAN
[23], the bottleneck features, which provide the largest field
of view, are concatenated to the features across all levels to
maintain a global perspective. This configuration enables
more accurate denormalization by integrating global con-
text and detailed local features, thereby improving the fi-
delity and consistency of the generated images relative to
the input semantic maps.

The third pyramid, functioning as the decoder, employs
multiple SPADE ResNet blocks. These blocks utilize the
features extracted from WIi−1 and Si to generate the cur-
rent image Ii, ensuring fidelity to the appearance of Ii−1

and adherence to the semantic guidance from Si.

3.2. Discriminators

The primary objective of the discriminator is to ensure
spatial-temporal coherence and fidelity to the semantic map.
This is achieved through the use of two discriminators: DI
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and DV . The image discriminator DI concentrates on vali-
dating each image’s realism and adherence to the semantic
map, while the video discriminator DV ensures temporal
coherence across a video sequence.

DI is structured as an encoder-decoder network similar
to DP-GAN [23], utilizing the OASIS loss to effectively
guide the generator. It accepts as input either a real image Ii
or a generated image Îi and produces a predicted segmenta-
tion map Ŝi. In the case of Ii, DI is tasked with segmenting
the image into correct semantic labels. Conversely, when
evaluating Îi, it attempts to identify an additional class in-
dicative of the ’fake’ class. This segmentation-based loss
specifically provides detailed, pixel-level feedback, enhanc-
ing the semantic alignment of the generated images with the
input map Si. This loss-driven feedback forces the genera-
tor to refine its output to closely match Si.

For DV , we employ a network model similar to V2V
[41], which functions as a patchwise discriminator to check
temporal coherence. In our framework, we utilize two video
discriminators, with each one targeting a different tempo-
ral scale to ensure coverage of longer temporal sequences.
This means each discriminator analyzes frames at varying
rates to assess broader temporal coherence. Each DV ex-
amines three frames simultaneously to evaluate their tem-
poral alignment, thereby enhancing the overall realism of
the video.

3.3. Losses

Our model architecture employs a comprehensive suite
of loss functions, each designed to optimize specific char-
acteristics of the generated outputs. These loss functions
are briefly summarized below, with detailed formulations
and additional discussions available in the appendix.

• OASIS Adversarial Loss LDI
and LGI

[34]: DI acts
as a semantic segmentation network, generating a se-
mantic map Ŝi. The discriminator’s loss, LDI

, uses
cross-entropy to ensure precise segmentation of real
images Ii by comparing Ŝi with Si. For generated im-
ages Îi, DI aims to assign each pixel to an additional
fake label class. Meanwhile, the generator’s loss, LGI

,
is designed to deceive DI by producing images Îi that
are misclassified as real and accurately mapped to their
corresponding semantic classes Si, using also cross-
entropy, therefore enhancing the realism and semantic
accuracy of the generated images.

• Adversarial Loss Ladv [29, 41]: Applied to video se-
quences, this loss utilizes a discriminator to distinguish
between real and synthetic videos, enforcing that gen-
erated videos are indistinguishable from real videos,
thus promoting temporal stability and coherence.

• VGG Loss LV GG [19]: Measures the perceptual dif-
ference between the feature maps of generated Îi and

real images Ii obtained from various layers of a pre-
trained VGG network [32], aiming to reduce these dis-
crepancies to enhance visual similarity.

• Feature Matching Loss LFM [22]: Aligns interme-
diate representations of real and generated images by
minimizing the L1-norm difference between feature
maps extracted from multiple discriminator layers.

• Flow and Warping Loss LFlow [29, 41]: This loss
function evaluates the accuracy of predicted optical
flows by comparing them with pseudo ground truth
flows derived from FlowNet2 [16]. Additionally, it in-
corporates a warping loss that assesses the consistency
of WIi−1 with their subsequent frames Ii. LFlow aims
to minimize motion discrepancies between consecu-
tive frames, enhancing the realism and temporal con-
sistency of the video output.

4. Experiments

The following describes the implementation details, in-
troduces the datasets and metrics used throughout the ex-
periments, and finally presents the results.

4.1. Implementation Details

We trained our model using a single NVIDIA A6000
GPU and employed a progressive learning approach that in-
cludes both increasing the sequence length [41] and the spa-
tial resolution [20]. The base model is initially trained over
20 epochs at a constant resolution, with the sequence length
starting at 6 frames and progressively increasing to 12, 24,
and finally 30 frames, with increments every 5 epochs. Af-
ter completing these 20 epochs, training continues for an-
other 20 epochs with a decaying learning rate. Following
this initial 40-epoch training period, an additional SPADE
block is integrated into the generator’s decoder to facilitate
spatial progression. This enhancement enables the model
to handle higher resolutions. Subsequently, the model un-
dergoes further training for an additional 8 epochs with the
sequence length progressively increasing. Throughout this
process, the Adam optimizer [21] is utilized with parame-
ters β1 = 0.5 and β2 = 0.999.

4.2. Datasets

We trained our model on two driving datasets:
Cityscapes Sequence and KITTI-360. These datasets were
chosen for their challenging scenarios, which include the
movement of the ego vehicle (the camera) as well as the
dynamic movement of other objects such as cars and pedes-
trians. Although our model was specifically trained on these
driving datasets, it is designed to generalize to non-driving
scenarios as well.
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Cityscapes Sequence [2]: The Cityscapes Sequence
dataset extends the well-known Cityscapes dataset, specifi-
cally tailored for video-based urban scene analysis. It en-
compasses 150,000 high-resolution frames (2048 x 1024
pixels), drawn from video sequences captured across 30
cities at 17 frames per second. Each sequence consists of
30 frames. Notably, ground truth semantic labels are pro-
vided only for a single frame in each sequence. To address
this limitation, we employed OneFormer [18], which was
trained on the Cityscapes dataset, to produce segmentation
and instance maps for all images. Although these segmen-
tations are not fully accurate, this pseudo ground truth is
sufficient to enable our model to generate realistic videos.

Our model is trained using the 2,975 training sequences
and is assessed on the 500 validation sequences. We start by
training our model on resolution 512× 256 as our base and
then add an extra SPADE block to reach resolution 1024×
512.

KITTI-360 Dataset [24]: The KITTI-360 dataset en-
hances the original KITTI [7] by providing detailed 3D ur-
ban scene perception for autonomous driving research. This
dataset comprises over 80,000 images (1400 x 425 pixels)
alongside more than 80,000 dense 3D laser scans, covering
approximately 75 km of urban and rural roads.

Annotations include 2D and 3D bounding boxes for ob-
ject detection and semantic labels for both images and 3D
point clouds. Data capture involves two color video cam-
eras and two laser scanners.

The sequences in this dataset vary in length, with a min-
imum sequence length of 136 frames and a maximum of
8294 frames taken at 11 frames per second. This gives us
the ability to test our model on long sequences while only
trained on sequences of length 30. We start with a resolution
512× 128 and reach 1024× 256.

4.3. Metrics

We evaluate our SVS-GAN using several key metrics to
assess both visual quality and semantic accuracy. Fréchet
Inception Distance (FID) [11], calculated using feature vec-
tors from the Inception-v3 network [35] trained on Ima-
geNet [3], quantifies how closely generated images match
real images in content and style. Fréchet Video Distance
(FVD) [38] is used to measure how closely generated videos
mimic real ones. Traditionally, FVD employs FVDi3d fea-
tures from the I3D model, which focuses on frame ap-
pearance and includes some temporal elements. How-
ever, [6] demonstrates that FVDcd, using features from the
VideoMAE-v2 [40] network, provides a more precise as-
sessment of temporal coherence, offering a more accurate
evaluation of video realism. Mean Intersection over Union
(MIoU) evaluates the semantic accuracy, using predictions
from the DRN-D-105 network [42] to measure the overlap
of semantic labels with ground truths. Lower FID and FVD

Method FID ↓ FVDi3d ↓ FVDcd ↓ MIoU ↑ FPS

V2V 69.07 126.71 97.90 55.4 4.3
WC-V2V 49.89 127.36 110.44 62.0 3.4
Fast-V2V 89.57 322.06 223.57 35.1 24.8
SVS-GAN 42.34 85.30 66.91 66.0 25.6

Table 1. Quantitative results on the Cityscapes sequence dataset.

Method FID (↓) FVDi3d (↓) FVDcd (↓) MIoU (↑)

V2V 23.61 1201.26 123.05 36.13
SVS-GAN 19.63 1103.69 96.18 45.08

Table 2. Quantitative results on the KITTI-360 dataset.

scores, along with higher MIoU values, indicate improved
performance of the generated videos. For a comprehensive
exploration of these metrics, see the supplementary mate-
rial.

4.4. Experimental Results

Our model not only demonstrates accurate video gener-
ation but also achieves this with significantly fewer param-
eters and improved inference times, as evidenced by both
quantitative and qualitative results. Figure 3 illustrates the
capabilities of our framework by displaying the reference
frame, the 10th, 20th, and last frames of each sequence
alongside their semantic maps. In the first sequence, our
model accurately preserves car details, closely aligning with
the ground truth. Notably, our model uniquely reproduces
the bicycle in the final frame, despite it not being visible in
the reference image. This is a result of our discriminator
prioritizing rare objects (the OASIS loss) and our genera-
tor’s use of a triple-pyramid structure to balance global and
local image aspects.

Conversely, WC-V2V struggles with the appearance of
the road and lane colors, as seen in the first and second
scenes. We can see an issue in V2V where the color of
the van on the right changes between the 10th and 20th
frames, indicating a lack of temporal coherence. WC-V2V
performs better in rendering buildings due to its world view
assumption, as buildings are static and give this approach
an edge. However, obtaining a 3D world representation is
not applicable in pure SVS frameworks.

The second scene in Figure 3 reveals a significant issue
with WC-V2V: it assumes a static world representation, un-
affected by time, leading to deteriorated results with dy-
namic objects in the scene. This limitation is illustrated
where the people crossing the street behind the bus are miss-
ing from the WC-V2V output. This is because WC-V2V re-
lies on the coloration of the 3D world representation when
receiving new data. Since the 3D world is assumed to be
constant, with only the movement of the ego-vehicle con-
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Figure 3. Comparison of model performances on the Cityscapes sequence dataset: On the two displayed scenes our model, compared to
V2V and WC-V2V models, demonstrates enhanced detail capture, particularly in the road surfaces and vehicles.
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Figure 4. Our model demonstrates the ability to produce accurate
results on long sequence lengths using the KITTI-360 dataset. The
figure shows that even with rare classes like the truck, SVS-GAN
maintains temporal consistency.

sidered, WC-V2V fails in dynamic scenarios.
Additionally, in the second scene, V2V’s reliance on a

separate foreground network that does not depend on pre-
vious frames causes the flickering and inconsistent appear-
ance of cars throughout the video. While this avoids the
problem of complicated optical flow calculations for the
movement of the cars, it introduces a larger issue where

the appearance of the cars changes completely and is not
coherent with the rest of the objects in the image.

Similarly, V2V struggles with maintaining visual consis-
tency for dynamically moving objects, such as the two peo-
ple crossing the street. This example highlights our frame-
work’s capability in managing dynamic scenes and corner
cases not represented in the training dataset. Accurately ad-
hering to the semantic map in these scenarios is crucial, as
they are essential for training robust frameworks that can
generalize to critical real-world conditions often underrep-
resented in training datasets.

The qualitative results are supported by quantitative ev-
idence presented in Table 1, where our approach achieves
best results throughout all metrics in comparison with the
baselines on Cityscapes. Our model exhibits a decrease in
FID, indicating better frame-wise visual quality and diver-
sity. Moreover, significant improvements in both FVDcd
and FVDi3d underscore our model’s enhanced temporal co-
herence, with generated videos exhibiting realistic, smooth
transitions. Additionally, our MIoU score exceeds others
by over 4 points, demonstrating more accurate adherence to
segmentation maps and confirming the model’s effective-
ness in maintaining visual and semantic integrity. Lastly,
our framework not only significantly outperforms Fast-V2V
[43] but also achieves this at a higher resolution compared
to the 512 × 256 resolution of Fast-V2V, while both main-
tain a comparable frame rate of 25 FPS.

Further validation comes from the KITTI-360 dataset, as
shown in Figure 4. Despite being trained on sequences with
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a maximum length of 30 frames, our model is capable of
generating videos that exceed 1000 frames in length. This
demonstrates the model’s ability to generalize beyond its
training constraints and maintain high-quality video gener-
ation over extended sequences.

The figure displays the generated 348th and 353rd
frames, which include a rare class (truck). Our model suc-
cessfully generates the truck with appropriate structure and
detail, illustrating its capability to handle infrequent objects
effectively. Additionally, it maintains temporal coherence
between these frames which is critical for realistic video
generation, ensuring that objects and their movements re-
main consistent over time.

Quantitative results presented in Table 2 demonstrate
that our SVS-GAN framework outperforms V2V on the
KITTI-360 dataset. SVS-GAN not only achieves lower FID
and FVD scores, indicating better image quality and spatial-
temporal coherence, but it also shows a significant 8-point
improvement in MIoU, further validating its enhanced ca-
pability to maintain semantic integrity in generated videos.

4.5. Ablation Study

To assess the impact of each modification, we performed
an ablation study on the Cityscapes dataset. Due to long
training times, we focused on the base model with a 512 ×
256 resolution, excluding spatial progressive learning. Con-
sequently, the results differ from those presented in Table 1.

Our results in Table 3 illustrate the impact of each change
where configuration A serves as our baseline. Adding the
OASIS loss and the encoder/decoder discriminator in con-
figuration B increased the MIoU by approximately 8 points,
as the OASIS loss encourages the generator to produce re-
sults that the discriminator can easily segment. However,
the image/video quality metrics did not show significant im-
provement, suggesting potential issues with the generator
architecture. Key issues include the direct use of the seman-
tic map as input along the reference image. Specifically, the
SPADE paper [30] highlighted that this approach is sub-
optimal for managing semantic maps, effectively ’washing
away’ semantic details essential for high-quality genera-
tion. Furthermore, the generated images are directly merged
with the previously warped images without additional re-
finement, and the foreground module generating the cars
fails to consider previous frames, resulting in flickering that
severely undermines temporal coherence.

After modifying the generator architecture in framework
C and solving the mentioned issues, we observed a decrease
in FVDi3d by more than 30 points and a reduction in FID.
This indicates that our new generator significantly enhances
temporal consistency and video quality. Additionally, the
MIoU increased, indicating that our generator receives bet-
ter guidance with SPADE blocks. Interestingly, our new
generator has significantly fewer parameters and produces

FID (↓) FVDi3d (↓) MIoU (↑) G Params

A 46.88 110.87 58.56 411.3 M
B: A+OASIS 46.98 105.52 66.66 411.3 M
C: B+SPADE 45.35 72.38 68.47 105.9 M

Table 3. Ablation study results on the Cityscapes dataset.

FID (↓) FVDi3d (↓) MIoU (↑) G Params (M)

C 45.35 72.38 68.47 105.9
D 48.42 88.68 66.01 105.9
E 43.81 70.54 67.97 153.0

Table 4. Comparing different generator architecture modifications.

better quality. This optimization was achieved through our
design choices, such as employing fewer ResNet blocks and
utilizing skip connections that facilitate better feature inte-
gration across the network. Additionally, by considering
only one past frame for appearance , as opposed to V2V and
WC-V2V which use two past frames, our model’s complex-
ity was reduced while maintaining high performance.

We have performed multiple other experiments to val-
idate our generator architecture. In our final architecture,
we produce the optical flow from the two semantic maps
and then warp the image before passing it to the image en-
coder. We tested feeding the image as is to the encoder and
warping the features of the image that get fed to the decoder
(Framework D). We found that our method performs better
when looking at all the metrics as seen in Table 4.

We have also tested in framework E the use of an extra
SPADE block in each layer to take the style of the warped
input image, similar to how we did with the semantic map.
Although this modification led to slight improvements in
both FVDi3d and FID compared to framework C, the MIoU
slightly worsened. Furthermore, this approach resulted in
almost a 50% increase in the number of generator parame-
ters, so we opted to go with our decided architecture.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we defined Semantic Video Synthesis
(SVS) and developed a GAN framework capable of gen-
erating realistic, time-coherent videos from corresponding
semantic maps. Through a dedicated architecture and losses
tailored for the SVS application, we achieved state-of-the-
art results on the Cityscapes sequence dataset while main-
taining a more efficient architecture. Additionally, we are
the first to apply this task to the KITTI-360 dataset, suc-
cessfully generating long sequences of realistic temporally
coherent videos from the corresponding semantic maps.

Despite the success of our method in producing realistic,
time-coherent results, we identified a limitation in maintain-
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ing world-consistency. Each generated frame relies only
on the previous frame, without knowledge of the preced-
ing frames. This can result in inconsistencies, such as a
car appearing in different colors if it reappears after sev-
eral frames. Addressing this issue without incorporating a
3D world representation as input is a critical area for future
research. Furthermore, another significant limitation is the
handling of optical flow, particularly in scenarios where a
vehicle maneuvers around corners, such as turning right or
left, or navigating roundabouts, where flow estimation be-
comes much more challenging. Additionally, managing do-
main shifts throughout extended video sequences presents a
critical area for future exploration.
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SVS-GAN: Leveraging GANs for Semantic Video Synthesis
Supplementary Material

A. Losses
Our architecture is optimized using an extensive set of

loss functions designed to refine different aspects of the
generated output. Throughout the following equations, x
denotes the real video frame, and s represents the input
semantic label map. Additionally, x̂ is defined as x̂ =
G(xp, sp, s), where xp is the previously generated image,
and sp and s are the past and current semantic maps, re-
spectively. The individual losses and their formulations are
as follows:

• OASIS Adversarial Loss for DI : As [10], to ensure
that the generator synthesizes images that align with
the input semantic label maps, we use a discrimina-
tor that can perform both semantic segmentation and
fake/real detection. This is achieved by casting the dis-
criminator task as a multi-class semantic segmentation
problem. The loss is defined as:

LDI
=− Ex




N∑

c=1

αc

H×W∑

i,j

si,j,c logDI(x)i,j,c




− Ex̂



H×W∑

i,j

logDI(x̂)i,j,c=N+1




(1)

where N is the number of real classes, αc is the weight
for class c, si,j,c is the label at position (i, j) for class c,
DI(x)i,j,c is the discriminator output at position (i, j)
for class c, and DI(x̂)i,j,c=N+1 is the discriminator
output at position (i, j) for the fake class N +1. Here,
H ×W are the height and width of the input data.

To balance the contributions of each class, we weight
each class by its inverse per-pixel frequency, giving
more importance to rare classes and encouraging the
generator to synthesize less-represented classes ade-
quately.

• OASIS Adversarial Loss for G [10]: The objective of
this loss is to make sure that the images generated by G
are both realistic and semantically consistent with the

input label maps. This is achieved by training the gen-
erator to maximize the likelihood that the discriminator
DI will classify the generated images as belonging to
the correct semantic classes.

LGI
=− Ex̂




N∑

c=1

αc

H×W∑

i,j

si,j,c logDI(x̂)i,j,c




(2)

• Adversarial Loss for DV [8, 13]: Utilized with the
video discriminator DV , this loss encourages temporal
coherence:

Ladv = Ev̂[logDV (v̂)] + Ev[log(1−DV (v))] (3)

In this formulation, v represents real video sequences
and v̂ represents generated video sequences. The loss
is designed to encourage the production of videos that
are not only realistic in appearance but also temporally
coherent, ensuring smooth transitions and consistent
motion across frames.

• VGG Loss [6]: This loss ensures that the generated
images are perceptually similar to the real images by
utilizing features extracted from multiple layers of a
VGG network [9]. The VGG loss measures the differ-
ence between the feature representations of the gener-
ated image and the real image:

LV GG =E(x,x̂)

[
L∑

l=1

βl

∥∥ϕV GG
l (x̂)− ϕV GG

l (x)
∥∥
1

]

(4)

Here, ϕV GG
l denotes the feature maps from layer l of

the VGG network, and L is the total number of layers
used.

• Feature Matching Loss [7]: This loss ensures that the
feature representations of generated images are closely
aligned with those of real images, by comparing out-
puts from specific layers of the discriminators DI and

ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

06
07

4v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 9

 S
ep

 2
02

4



DV . The feature matching loss is computed as the L1-
norm difference between the features of the generated
image and the real image across multiple layers:

LFM =E(x,x̂)

[
L∑

l=1

αl

∥∥ϕD
l (x̂)− ϕD

l (x)
∥∥
1

]
(5)

Here, ϕD
l represents the output from the l-th layer of

the discriminators (DI or DV ), where L denotes the
total number of layers evaluated.

• Flow and Warping Loss: As [8, 13], this loss en-
hances the network’s optical flow predictions, using
ground truth flows OFi−1→i derived via FlowNet2 [5].
It combines the flow accuracy and image warping er-
rors:

LFlow = λOF ∥OFi−1→i − ÔF i−1→i∥1
+ λW ∥WIi−1 − Ii∥1

(6)

In this equation, ÔF i−1→i indicates the predicted flow
from G, used to warp the previous image Ii−1 into
WIi−1 by shifting pixels based on their motion vec-
tors. The term λOF and λW balances the importance
of flow accuracy and warping discrepancies relative to
the total loss.

The final loss function for our generator model is com-
posed of several components, weighted appropriately based
on insights derived from prior frameworks. The composi-
tion of the generator loss function is detailed as follows:

LG = LGI
+ Ladv + LFlow

+ λV GGLV GG + λFMLFM

(7)

These losses ensure that our architecture not only gener-
ates realistic and temporally coherent video sequences but
also adheres closely to the given semantic maps.

B. Metrics
For the evaluation of our SVS-GAN, we employ several

key metrics that quantify both the visual quality and the se-
mantic accuracy of the generated videos:

• Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) [4]: This metric
measures the distance between feature vectors calcu-
lated for real and generated images. The vectors are
obtained by a deep convolutional network, Inception-
v3 [11], trained on ImageNet [2]. A lower FID score
indicates that the generated images are closer to the
real images in terms of their content and style, sug-
gesting better model performance.

• Fréchet Video Distance (FVD): The FVD metric
evaluates the quality of generated videos by measur-
ing the Fréchet distance between the feature distribu-
tions of real and synthetic video clips. We employ
two variants: FVDi3d and FVDcd as implemented in
[3]. FVDi3d uses features extracted via the I3D net-
work, trained on the Kinetics-400 dataset [1], focus-
ing mainly on frame appearance. In contrast, FVDcd,
or content debiased FVD, utilizes features from the
VideoMAE-v2 model [12], which is trained in a self-
supervised manner on diverse video data. Lower val-
ues in both metrics suggest higher similarity and qual-
ity, with FVDcd providing a more precise evaluation
of spatial and temporal coherence. Moreover, [3] ob-
served that significant variations between FVDi3d and
FVDcd may occur, depending on the dataset.

• Mean Intersection over Union (MIoU): To assess
the semantic accuracy of the generated video frames,
we compute MIoU using the DRN-D-105 [14] net-
work, a deep residual network tailored for semantic
segmentation. MIoU measures the pixel-wise overlap
between the predicted semantic labels and the ground
truth across the semantic classes. Higher MIoU values
indicate better semantic segmentation performance, re-
flecting the model’s ability to understand and replicate
the scene’s contextual details.
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