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Abstract

It remains a significant challenge to compress images at
ultra-low bitrate while achieving both semantic consistency
and high perceptual quality. We propose a novel image
compression framework, Semantically Disentangled Image
Compression (SEDIC) in this paper. Our proposed SEDIC
leverages large multimodal models (LMMs) to disentangle
the image into several essential semantic information, in-
cluding an extremely compressed reference image, overall
and object-level text descriptions, and the semantic masks.
A multi-stage semantic decoder is designed to progressively
restore the transmitted reference image object-by-object, ul-
timately producing high-quality and perceptually consistent
reconstructions. In each decoding stage, a pre-trained con-
trollable diffusion model is utilized to restore the object de-
tails on the reference image conditioned by the text descrip-
tions and semantic masks. Experimental results demon-
strate that SEDIC significantly outperforms state-of-the-art
approaches, achieving superior perceptual quality and se-
mantic consistency at ultra-low bitrates (≤ 0.05 bpp). Our
code is available at https://github.com/yang-
xidian/SEDIC.

1. Introduction

With the recent advancements in 5G [21] and 6G [49], the
integration of numerous embedded devices and Internet-
of-Things devices into communication protocols has posed
challenges due to limited storage resources and extreme
channel conditions. Ultra-low bitrate image compression
research aims to address these challenges through com-
pressing an image to one-thousandth of its original size or
even smaller, thus dramatically reducing storage and band-
width requirements. It remains a significant challeng to re-
construct images with satisfactory perception quality due to
substantial information loss during compression.

**Corresponding author.
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Figure 1. The proposed multi-stage semantic image decoding
leverages controllable diffusion models to restore adequate details
starting from the reference image object-by-object progressively
conditioned by object descriptions and masks. Finally, the overall
description are used to enhance the overall perceptual quality.

Traditional block-based compression codecs, e.g., JPEG
[43], VVC [40], are constrained to use large quantization
steps in such scenarios, inevitably leading to noticeable
blurring and blocking artifacts. Despite the superior rate-
distortion (R-D) performance of learning-based compres-
sion techniques[4, 5, 29, 31] that follow the Variational Au-
toencoders (VAEs), these methods produce blurry images
at ultra-low bitrates, due to the reliance on optimization
of pixel-oriented distortion metrics as measured by Peak
Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) and Multi-Scale Structural
Similarity Index Measure (MS-SSIM).

In order to achieve such extreme compression ratios,
Generative Image Compression (GIC) shifts the focus from
low-level fidelity to semantic consistency with the reference
image. Early GIC implementations utilized Generative Ad-
versarial Networks (GANs) as decoders, offering the po-
tential for ultra-low bitrate compression. Afterwards, GAN
is gradually replaced by Diffusion constrained with mul-
timodal information such as text, edge. The rise of large
multimodal models has further ushered in new paradigms
for ultra-low bitrate image compression. Leveraging great
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understanding capabilities of state-of-the-art Large Multi-
modal Models(LMMs), such as GPT-4 Vision [1], Llama
[42], and the generative power of Stable Diffusion [39]
and DALLE [37], image data can be efficiently encoded
into compact semantic representations, facilitating high-
quality reconstructions even under extreme compression
constraints. For instance, Lei et al. [19] directly trans-
mit short text prompts and image sketches, employing the
pre-trained ControlNet [46] to produce reconstructions with
high perceptual quality. However, current text-to-image
models such as Stable Diffusion [39] and DALL-E [37] still
struggle to deal with complicated prompts involving content
details, resulting in semantic detail inconsistency with the
original image. That motivates us to think about the ques-
tion: How to extract adequate details and guide the image
reconstruction leveraging the power of LMMs to maintain
the trade-off between perception and consistency in ultra-
low bitrate image compression?

As we all know, the human perception of an image
is usually progressive. Our eyes tend to first capture an
overview of the image at a glance, which tends to be un-
focused and blurred with low quality. Subsequently, by
directly focusing on the objects of interest, our eyes can
acquire detailed and high-resolution information regarding
the objects. Inspired by this biological phenomenon, we
design a novel SEmantically Disentangled Image Compres-
sion (SEDIC) framework to imitate this progressive percep-
tion. Initially, a low-quality reference image is obtained
through a learned image encoder at ultra-low bitrate. Then
we leverage LMMs to extract and encode essential seman-
tic information regarding the objects of interest at the min-
imal bitrate cost, including image overall description, ob-
ject detailed description and semantic segmentation masks.
As illustrated in Figure 1, We design a multi-stage semantic
image decoder that leverage pre-trained controllable text-to-
image diffusion models to restore the low quality reference
image with adequate details object-by-object progressively,
conditioned by the text descriptions and semantic masks,
ultimately generating high-quality reconstructions that are
highly consistent with the original image.The contributions
of this paper are summarized as follows.

• We propose a semantically disentangled image com-
pression framework by leveraging the great compre-
hension capacity of LMMs to encode the image into
compact semantic information at the object level to
achieve ultra-low bitrate compression.

• We design a multi-stage semantic decoder which per-
forms decoding object-by-object progressively starting
from the low-quality reference image, ultimately gen-
erating high-quality and high-fedility reconstructions.
In each stage, pre-trained controllable diffusion model
are used to restore details conditioned by the transmit-
ted text descriptions and semantic segmentation masks.

• Both qualitative and quantitative results demonstrate
that proposed SEDIC achieves a significant improve-
ment compared to SOTA codecs in terms of perceptual
quality metrics at ultra-low bitrates (≤ 0.05bpp).

2. Related Work
Ultra-low Bitrate Image Compression. Compression
paradigm shifts the focus from low-level fidelity to seman-
tic consistency with the original image to achieve ultra-low
bitrate. Early image compression implementations [28, 32]
utilized GANs as decoders, offering the potential for ultra-
low bitrate compression. Afterwards, GAN is gradually
replaced by Diffusion due to its great generative capacity.
Yang et al.[44] replaced the decoder network with a con-
ditional diffusion model. some works began to leverage
pretrained text-to-image diffusion models as prior knowl-
edge to achieve realistic reconstructions at extremely low
bitrates. Pan et al.[34] encode images into short text em-
beddings and then generate high-quality images with pre-
trained text-to-image diffusion models. Lei et al. [19] uti-
lized the image understanding capabilities of CLIP [36] and
great generation abilities of the Stable Diffusion to com-
press images into short text descriptions and sketches to
achieve ultra-low bitrate compression. Despite these ad-
vantages, they still struggle to achieve trade-off between the
consistency and perceptual quality at such low bitrates.
Large Multimodal Models. Large Multimodal Models
(LMMs) have brought their robust reasoning and compre-
hension capabilities to multimodal tasks, achieving sig-
nificant progress in various visual tasks such as visual
question answering [1, 25, 45] and document reasoning
[17, 27]. Among these, Multimodal Large Language Mod-
els (MLLMs) have demonstrated exceptional ability in con-
versing and generating detailed image descriptions based
on visual inputs. Notably, GPT-4 Vision [1] is the most ad-
vanced MLLM model that can simultaneously process text
and image inputs, enabling richer understanding and gen-
eration capabilities. Meanwhile, Multimodal Large Vision
Models have also demonstrated significant potential values
in the domains of image understanding. Grounding DINO
[26] serves as an open-set object detector allowing it to de-
tect arbitrary objects based on human-provided inputs such
as category names or referential expressions. The Segment
Anything Model (SAM) [18], a recent foundation model for
segmentation, generates high-quality masks from diverse
prompts, including points, rough boxes, or other cues. In
this work, we aim to leverage these LMMs to extract and
encode compact semantic information from images at the
cost of minimum bitrates.
Controllable Image Generation. Diffusion models have
attracting attentions due to its powerful generative capabil-
ity. Text-to-image generation [14] is one of the most pop-
ular applications, which aims to generate the high-quality
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Figure 2. The SEDIC framework consists of a Semantically Disentangled Image Encoder and a Multi-stage Semantic Image Decoder. The
Semantically Disentangled Image Encoder extracts overall and object detailed descriptions, semantic masks and the extremely compressed
image. The Multi-stage Semantic Image Decoder progressively leverages the controllable diffusion models to progressively restore the
details of the objects until the details of the entire image are restored conditioned by the aforementioned components.

image aligning with given text prompts. Additionally, sev-
eral studies [3, 8, 47] further augmented controllability via
add spatially localized input conditions, e.g., edges, depth,
segmentation, human pose, etc., to a pretrained text-to-
image diffusion model via efficient finetuning. Based on
ControlNet[47], Lin et al.[24] proposed IRControlNet that
leverages text-to-image diffusion prior for realistic image
restoration. Li et al. [22] proposed a multimodal LLM
agent (MuLan) that utilized a training-free multimodal-
LLM agent to progressively generate objects with feedback
control so that the whole generation process would be bet-
ter controlled. We aim to exploit controllable image genera-
tion techniques for object-level semantic decoding, thereby
maintaining high visual fidelity and perception quality.

3. Semantically Disentangled Image Compres-
sion Framework

In this section, we propose the Semantically Disentangled
Image Compression framework, as illustrated in Figure 2.
Specifically, the semantically disentangled image encoder
is consisted of three encoding modules, including an im-
age textualization encoder to extract overall and object-level
detailed descriptions, a semantic mask encoder to annotate
spatial information for each object, and an image encoder
to obain an extremely compressed reference image. The
Multi-stage object-level semantic image decoder leverages

pre-trained conditional diffusion models to faciliate recon-
struction object-by-object progressively starting from the
extremely compressed image, conditioned by the decom-
pressed text descriptions and semantic masks.

3.1. Semantically Disentangled Image Encoder

Image Textualization Encoder. Text description is the
compact semantic representation of the image. Existing
image compressors harnessing Image-to-Text models only
used a brief and holistic text description lack of details to
guide the generative decoders, which results in low fidelity
with the ground thuth although satisfying perception quality
is achieved [19, 34]. Inspired by the work[35], we elab-
orately design an image textualization encoder to gener-
ate a comprehensive description of the entire image along
with detailed descriptions of important objects. Specifi-
cally, it operates in two stages: fine-grained object tex-
tualization and coarse-grained holistic captioning. Fine-
grained Object Textualization. We leverage the power-
ful visual understanding capabilities of the MLLM model
to generate fine-grained object-level descriptions focusing
on object attributes, such as shape, color, and texture, and
etc. Coarse-grained Holistic Captioning. We further uti-
lize the MLLM model to generate an overall description of
the image with respect to the image resolution, content, syle
and etc. Despite lack of visual details, it includes the main
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objects present in the image and the contextual information
of the scene. Besides the object details, these elements are
able to restore the texture details of the entire image to en-
hance the overall perception quality.

Specifically, to accurately extract object-level and overal
text descriptions, we feed the prompts to the most advanced
GPT-4 Vision [1] model for image textualization. The
prompt template is illustrated in the supplementary mate-
rial in detail. The following natural language feedback is
obtained:
• Textnj : Object Name (⩽ ln words)
• Textdj : Object Detail (⩽ ld words)
• Textall: Overall Image Description (⩽ lall words)

Where j ∈ {0, 1, ..., J − 1}, J represents the number of
objects. It has been shown in [13] that as the number of de-
scriptive terms increases, compression performance grad-
ually improves, reaching a maximum at approximately 50
words. Therefore, we adjust lall according to the com-
pression level, with an upper limit of 50. [Overall Image
Description] provides a holistic description of the image.
[Object Name] is used as a prompt for semantic segemen-
tation and is not transmitted to the decoder for reconstruc-
tion; its maximum word length ln is set to 3. [Object De-
tails] includes attributes such as object shape, color, con-
dition, or other characteristics. Its word length ld is dy-
namically adjusted based on the level of compression with
an upper limit of 50. The greater the compression ratio,
the smaller ld, resulting in fewer details. Finally we utilize
Huffman coding to losslessly compress the text information
{Textn, Textd, Textall} at an ultra-low bitrate and trans-
mits them to the decoder.

Even the most powerful MLLMs, such as GPT4-Vision,
suffer from the hallucination issue. It may generate descrip-
tions of objects that do not exist in the image. To prevent
hallucinations and ensure that the generated object descrip-
tions accurately correspond to the contents of the image,
we utilize an open-set object detector (e.g., Grounding Dino
[26]) to verify each of object in the descriptions are detected
in the image. Any hallucinated object phrases, which are
not found in the image, are tagged as ”Hallucination” and
removed from the text descriptions.
Semantic Mask Encoder. Since textual descriptions can
only express relative left-right and above-below relation-
ships in the image, they lack the ability to convey precise
spatial relationship between objects needed in image recon-
struction. To address this limitation, we propose a Semantic
Mask Encoder that generates precise semantic segemanta-
tion masks given the object name Textn, to provide precise
spatial information and edge coutour for each object.

The SAM model [18] is an open-world segmentation
model capable of isolating any object within an image when
given appropriate prompts, such as points, boxes. However,
SAM requires point or box prompts and does not directly

identify masked objects based on arbitrary text inputs. To
address this issue, we combine the SAM model with an
open-world object detector Grounding DINO [26] to sup-
port text inputs about the object. Grounding DINO is an
open-world object detector with robust zero-shot detection
capabilities that can detect bounding boxes by inputting ob-
ject text. First, we input the object name into Grounding
DINO to obtain the object’s bounding box, and then we
pass the bounding box information to the SAM model to
generate the semantic segmentation mask.

The semantic mask for each object, as a form of binary
image, represents pixels in two distinct states—typically
black and white, where each pixel is encoded using a single
bit. Some binary image compression methods, e.g. JBIG2
[33], runlength coding [15], can be applied to further loss-
lessly compress the semantic masks.
Image Encoder. The aforementioned text descriptions
and semantic masks are obviously inadequate for the ac-
curate decoding of the image. Such an approach would
inevitably lead to a significant reduction in fidelity com-
pared to the original image, akin to the findings in the re-
lated literature[19]. This is attributable to the substantial
loss of critical information, such as structural details and
color nuance, which are inherently challenging to encapsu-
late in natural language.

An extremely compressed representation of the original
image can serve as a foundational reference of structural
and color information for the generative decoder although
this compressed representation captures only a severely de-
graded version of the original image and lacks texture de-
tails. When combined with the two aforementioned image
textualization and semantic mask encoders, this extremely
compressed image helps the subsequent generative decoder
achieve satisfactory perceptual quality while maintaining
consistency with the original image.

To obtain a reference image at an ultra-low bitrate, we
retrained the existing deep learning-based image compres-
sion methods, such as the cheng2020-attn model in the
deep image compression platform CompressAI [6]. Given
an input image I, a pair of latent y = ga(I) and hyper-
latent z = ha(y) is computed. The quantized hyper-latent
ẑ = Q(z) is modeled and entropycoded with a learned fac-
torized prior. The latent y is modeled with a factorized
Gaussian distribution p(y|ẑ) = N (µ, diag(σ)) whose pa-
rameter is given by the hyper-decoder (µ, σ) = hs(ẑ). The
quantized version of the latent ŷ = Q(y−µ)+µ is then en-
tropy coded and passed through decoder gs to derive recon-
structed image Ĩ0 = gs(ŷ). The reconstructed image Ĩ0 will
serve as the starting point of the subsequent multi-stage se-
mantic image decoding. The loss function L of end-to-end
training is formulated as,

L = R(ŷ) +R(ẑ) + λ ·D(I, Ĩ0) (1)

where λ is the Lagrange multiplier regulating the trade-off
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Algorithm 1 Multi-stage Semantic Image Decoding

Input: Reference image Ĩ0 , text description Textall, Textd,
semantic mask M , diffusion steps T , attention guidance
timestep threshold T ′,number of objects J , the CLIP text en-
coder, the fixed VAE encoder ε(•), the fixed VAE decoder
D(•),the pretrained ControlNet.

Output: Final Reconstructed Image ĨF .
1: for j = 0 : J do
2: zj,T ∼ N (0, I)
3: cfj = ε(Ij);
4: if j < J then
5: ctdj = CLIP (Textdj);
6: for t = T : 0 do
7: if t > T ′ then
8: zj,t = zj,t − η · ∇zj,tE(A,Mj , k);
9: end if

10: zj,t−1 = ControlNet(zj,t, ctdj , t, cfj);
11: zj,(t−1) = Mj ⊙ zj,(t−1)+(1−Mj)⊙ z(j−1),(t−1);
12: end for
13: else
14: ctdj = CLIP (Textall);
15: for t = T : 0 do
16: zj,t−1 = ControlNet(zj,t, ctdj , t, cfj);
17: end for
18: end if
19: Ĩj+1 = D(zj,0);
20: end for
21: return ĨF = ĨJ+1

between rate R(·) and distortion D(·). The larger the pa-
rameter λ, the large bitrate, and vice versa. The ultra-low
bitrate compression can be achieved by adjusting the pa-
prameter λ.

3.2. Multi-stage Semantic Image Decoder
We have developed a multi-stage semantic image de-

coder that utilizes pre-trained controllable text-to-image
diffusion models. This decoder restores adequate details
in the image constrained by the extremely compressed ref-
erence image, text descriptions and semantic masks. This
decoding process is implemented object-by-object progres-
sively starting from the low-quality reference image, ul-
timately generating high-quality reconstructions that are
highly consistent with the original images. In each decoding
stage, we choose ControlNet as the decoder, a text-to-image
model built on top of Stable Diffusion that can process spa-
tial conditions in the form of the reference image. It ensures
that the reconstructed images follow constraints provided
by the essential structure of the input reference image, and
text descriptions. In addition, we follow the pipeline simi-
lar to Mulan [22] to ensure that the generated object detail
information is accurately positioned within the mask region
given the object description Textdj and the corresponding
mask Mj . The complete procedure is listed in Algorithm 1
and described as follows.

Condition Encoding. In each stage, we utilize the
fixed VAE encoder ε(•) to encode the reconstructed refer-

ence image Ij into the latent space for condition encoding:
cfj = ε(Ij). In addition, CLIP text encoder, a pretrained
model that provides a shared text-image embedding space,
is utilized to produce the textual representations and inject
them into the cross attention layers of the denosing U-Net.

Single-Object Restoration with Attention Guidance
Given the semantic mask Mj of object j and the reference
image Ij , the next is to ensure the generated object details
will be correctly located within Mj . A natural and intu-
itive approach to achieving this in diffusion models is to
guide the generation of the cross-attention map for objects,
thereby establishing correlations between text prompts and
object locations. To this end, our method manipulates the
cross-attention map under the guidance of the mask, em-
ploying a reverse guidance method to maximize the rele-
vance within the mask region. Specifically, let Am,k de-
notes the cross-attention map which associates each spa-
tial location m of the immediate feature in the denoising
network to token k that describes object j in the prompt
Textdj . Larger values in Am,k indicate a higher likelihood
that the description is situated at that spatial location. The
attention map is biased by introducing an energy function

E (A,M j , k) =

(
1−

∑
m∈Mj

Am,k∑
m Am,k

)2

(2)

where
∑

m∈Mj
denotes the summation over the spatial

locations included in Mj , and
∑

m denotes the summation
over all the spatial locations in the attention map. This
energy function is optimized to maximize the correlation
Am,d within the mask while minimizing the correlation out-
side of it. Specifically, at each application of ControlNet for
image restoration, the gradient of the loss (2) is computed
via backpropagation to update the latent zj,t

zj,t = zj,t − η · ∇zj,tE(A,Mj , k) (3)

where η > 0 is a scale factor controlling the strength of the
guidance.

Meanwhile, to account for the preceding objects and
their constraints during the restoration of the current ob-
ject, we further combine the latent values of zj,(t−1) and
z(j−1),(t−1). Specifically, following the step t in the reverse
process (where t transitions from its initial value to 0), we
update the latent variable zj,(t−1) as follows:

zj,(t−1) = Mj ⊙ zj,(t−1) + (1−Mj)⊙ z(j−1),(t−1) (4)

where ⊙ computes element-wise product.
After J iterations, we have successfully restored the de-

tailed information for J objects in the reference image.
Finally, we use the description text of the entire image,
Textall, to further restore the whole image. This step plays
a crucial role in the decoding process as it ensures consis-
tency and enhances perception scores of the entire image.

5



LPIPS ↓ on Kodak

DISTS ↓ on Kodak

LPIPS ↓ on DIV2K DISTS ↓ on DIV2K FID ↓ on DIV2K KID ↓ on DIV2K

LPIPS ↓ on CLIC2020 DISTS ↓ on CLIC2020 FID ↓ on CLIC2020 KID ↓ on CLIC2020

VVC (TCSVT 2021) BPG (2014) MBT (NeurIPS 2018) HiFiC (NeurIPS 2020) CDC (NeurIPS 2024)

PICS (2023) MCM (2023) PerCo (ICLR 2024) DiffEIC (TCSVT 2024) SEDIC (Ours)

Figure 3. Quantitative comparisons with state-of-the-art methods in terms of perceptual quality (LPIPS↓ / DISTS↓ / FID↓/ KID↓) on the
Kodak [38], DIV2K validation [2], and CLIC2020 [41] datasets.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Settings

Implementation: In our method, we keep the Image Tex-
tualization and Semantic Mask Encoder, along with dif-
fusion models at the decoder (using default parameters
from GPT-4 Vision [1], SAM [18],GroundingDino [26] and
ControlNet [47]), frozen, focusing instead on fine-tuning
an ultra-low bitrate image encoder/decoder based on the
cheng2020-attn model from the deep image compression
platform CompressAI [6]. Specifically, this process starts
the model in its lowest bitrate mode, then increases the bi-
trate weight of the loss function tenfold (by reducing λ to
1/10 of its original value), thereby enabling extreme com-
pression training with a learning rate of 10−4. Our method,
SEDIC, dynamically adjusts bitrates by tuning the number
of objects J , text description length ld and lall. When the
bitrate falls within the range of 0.02 to 0.03 bpp, J is set to
1, with ld and lall are designate as 20 and 30 words, respec-
tively. When the bitrate is 0.04 ∼ 0.05 bpp, J increases
to 3, with ld and lall are designated as 30 and 50 words,
respectively. This relatively high bitrate allows for more
image details and thus better recovery. All experiments are
conducted on a single NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090 GPU.

Test Data: For evaluation, we utilize three commonly used
benchmark datasets: Kodak [38], DIV2K validation [2], and
CLIC2020 [41] datasets. The Kodak dataset consists of 24
natural images at a resolution of 768×512. The DIV2K val-
idation dataset includes 100 super-resolution images, while
the CLIC2020 dataset contains 428 high-quality images.

For the DIV2K validation and CLIC2020 datasets, we re-
size images such that the shorter dimension is set to 768px.
Subsequently, we center-crop each image to a resolution of
768×768 for evaluation purposes [44].
Metrics: We adopt a comprehensive set of compression
evaluation metrics to address both consistency and percep-
tual quality requirements. Since semantic metrics become
crucial at ultra-low bitrates, which better characterize the
difference between compressed images and ground truth.
They are prioritized over pixel-level metrics such as PSNR
and SSIM. Specifically, we employ Learned Perceptual Im-
age Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [48], a widely used visual
metric based on the Human Visual System (HVS), and the
Deep Image Structure and Texture Similarity (DISTS) [12]
metric to quantify compression-induced distortions. For
perceptual evaluation, we use Frechet Inception Distance
(FID) [16] and Kernel Inception Distance (KID) [9]. Addi-
tionally, the compression bitrate is assessed in terms of bits
per pixel (bpp).

4.2. Experiment Results and Discussion

We compare our SEDIC with state-of-the-art image com-
pression methods, including traiditional compression stan-
dards VVC [10], BPG [7]; learned image compression ap-
proach MBT [30], GAN based HiFiC [28], Diffusion based
approaches including CDC [44],PerCo [11], DiffEIC [23],
Mask image modeling based MCM [20] and Text-to-Image
model based PICS [19]. For VVC, we utilize the reference
software VTM23.03 configured with intra-frame settings.
Quantitative Comparisons: Figure 3 presents the rate-
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Figure 4. We visually compare the proposed SEDIC framework with stable diffusion-based methods, including PICS, PerCo, and DiffEIC
on the Kodak and DIV2K validation datasets under ultra-low bitrate settings. We also include HiFiC at 0.1 ∼ 0.2 bpp and the Ground Truth
as references. For each method, the corresponding bpp and LPIPS values are displayed below the images. Compared to other approaches,
our method produces more realistic and faithful reconstructions while achieving lower bpp.

distortion-perception curves of various methods on three
datasets under ultra-low bitrate settings. It can be observed
that our proposed SEDIC consistently outperforms state-
of-the-art (SOTA) image compression approaches across
all distortion and perception metrics, showing better se-
mantic consistency and perceptual performance. BPG [7],
VVC [40] and MBT[30] optimize the rate-distortion func-
tion in terms of mean square error, leading to poor percep-
tion quality in terms of FID, DISTS and LPIPS. By con-
trast, Generative image compression approaches exhibits
much better perception quality even at low bitrates, includ-
ing HiFiC [28] PerCo [11] and DiffEIC [23], PICS [19]
and etc. Among these generative approaches, PICS [19] en-
codes images into simple text and rough sketches, results in
poor semantic consistency (high LPIPS and DISTS) despite
of high perception quality(low FID). DiffEIC [23] becomes
the SOTA baseline in terms of perception quality and se-
mantic consistency. Compared with DiffEIC, our proposed
SEDIC method still outperforms DiffEIC [24] with a great
margin.

Qualitative Comparisons: Figure 4 presents a visual com-
parison of evaluated methods under extremely low bitrates.
We visualize the performance of stable diffusion-based
methods PICS, PerCo, DiffEIC and our proposed SEDIC
at ultra-low bitrates, along with HiFiC results at a 0.1 ∼

0.2 bpp setting as a reference. Compared to other meth-
ods, SEDIC achieves reconstructions with higher percep-
tual quality, fewer artifacts, and more realistic details at ex-
tremely low bitrates. For example, SEDIC preserves the
fine details of the tower’s peak that are lost or distorted in
other methods (see the first row). Similarly, SEDIC gen-
erates more realistic fur details (e.g., the squirrel’s tail in
the second row). Additionally, SEDIC better retains back-
ground cloud details (see the third row). Remarkably, our
method achieves visually comparable performance to HiFiC
at only one-tenth of HiFiC’s bpp, demonstrating even bet-
ter perceptual quality . More qualitative comparison results
can be found in the supplementary material.

4.3. Ablation Study
We conducted an ablation study to evaluate the contribu-
tion of different semantically encoding components within
SEDIC, as shown in Table 1. These components are des-
ignated as: 1) number of objects, 2) Overall Description
of the image Textall, 3) extremely compressed reference
image Ĩ0, and 4) object description length ld and overall de-
scription length lall. The results indicate that the extremely
compressed reference image is the most essential compo-
nent. Absence of the extremely compressed reference im-
age brings dramatic perception quality degradation (Line 6
vs 7). Furthermore, the perception quality is incrementally
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Figure 5. Visual comparisons of different denoising steps. 0 step denotes the reference image as the starting point.

Serial No. Content (LPIPS ↓ ,bpp) (DISTS ↓ ,bpp)
J Textall Ĩ0 ld words lall words

1 0 ✓ ✓ 50 (0.2338, 0.0226) (0.1667,0.0226)
2 1 ✓ ✓ 30 50 (0.2260, 0.0304) (0.1522,0.0304)
3 1 ✓ 30 (0.2517, 0.0258) (0.1760,0.0258)
4 2 ✓ 30 (0.2327, 0.0334) (0.1641,0.0334)
5 3 ✓ 30 (0.2243, 0.0412) (0.1503,0.0412)
6 3 ✓ ✓ 30 50 (0.1518, 0.0457) (0.1012,0.0457)
7 3 ✓ 30 50 (0.3518, 0.0275) (0.2284,0.0275)
8 3 ✓ ✓ 10 50 (0.1718, 0.0413) (0.1318,0.0413)
9 3 ✓ ✓ 30 30 (0.1651, 0.0442) (0.1151,0.0442)

Table 1. Ablation validation on Kodak [38] dataset. J represent
the number of objects, Textall represent the Overall Image De-
scription, Ĩ0 represent the reference image, ld words denote the
length of the object details, and lall words represent the length of
the Overall Image Description.

Method Denoising Step Encoding Speed(in sec.) Decoding Speed(in sec.) Platform

VVC - 13.862 ± 9.821 0.066 ± 0.006 13th Core i9-13900K
HiFiC - 0.038 ± 0.004 0.059 ± 0.004 RTX4090

PICS 25 62.045 ± 0.516 12.028 ± 0.413 RTX4090
PerCo 20 0.080 ± 0.018 2.551 ± 0.018 A100

DiffEIC 20 0.128 ± 0.005 1.964 ± 0.009 RTX4090
DiffEIC 50 0.128 ± 0.005 4.574 ± 0.006 RTX4090

SEDIC(Ours) 20 0.157 ± 0.013 2.332 ± 0.003 RTX4090
SEDIC(Ours) 50 0.157 ± 0.013 4.994 ± 0.003 RTX4090

Table 2. Encoding and decoding speed (in seconds) on Kodak [38].

improved by increasing the number of objects to restore
the object-level semantic details upon the reference image,
demonstrating the effectiveness of our object-level seman-
tic compression (from Line3 to 5). Additionally, the Overall
Description also brings overall perception quality improve-
ment during the decoding process. The word lengths of ob-
ject descriptions ld and overall descriptions lall have a slight
impact on the results (Line3 vs 2). In summary, all of the
encoding components in our proposed SEDIC make contri-
butions to the ultimately satisfying perception performance.

4.4. Effect of Denoising Steps

Figure 6 illustrates the reconstruction performance using
varying numbers of denoising steps. We observe that in-
creasing the number of denoising steps enhances the per-
ceptual quality of the decoded results. However, with an
extremely low number of steps (e.g., 5 steps), the recon-
structed image quality is significantly degraded. Addition-
ally, when the number of denoising steps exceeds 30, the
reconstruction quality tends to stabilize. The visual results
in Figure 5 further demonstrates that more realistic and re-
fined details will be restored as the denoising steps increase.

step

0.05

0.15

0.25

0.35

0.45

0.55

0.65

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

LPIPS ↓, 0.0227 bpp LPIPS ↓, 0.0457 bpp

DISTS ↓, 0.0227 bpp DISTS ↓, 0.0457 bpp

Figure 6. Quantitative comparisons of different denoising steps on
Kodak [38]. 0 step denotes directly using reference image.

4.5. Complexity Analysis
We further compare the proposed SEDIC with SOTA im-
age compression methods in terms of computational com-
plexity. For PerCo [11], we report the results as stated in
their paper, as the official source code is unavailable. Table
2 summarizes the average encoding/decoding time on the
Kodak dataset (in seconds), along with standard deviations.
Notably, diffusion based methods have higher encoding and
decoding complexity compared to VAE and GAN based
approaches. In addition, PICS[19] needs to perform pro-
jection gradienIn additiont search in the CLIP embedding
space to generate text, which takes a significant amount of
time. the proposed SEDIC encoder is significantly faster
than PICS . Compared to other methods PerCo and Dif-
fEIC based on pretrained diffusion models, SEDIC achieves
comparable encoding and faster decoding speeds with the
same number of denoising steps.

5. Conclusion
We propose a novel image compression framework, named
SEDIC, which leverage LMMs to achieve ultra-low bitrate
compression while maintaining high semantic consistency
and perceptual quality. Specifically, the SEDIC approach
leverages LMMs to decompose the images into compact se-
mantic representations, including an extremely compressed
reference image, overall and object-level text descriptions
and the semantic masks. The multi-stage decoder em-
ploys controllable diffusion models to restore high-quality,
semantically consistent images object-by-object progres-
sively starting from the reference image. Experimental
results demonstrate that SEDIC significantly outperforms
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SOTA image compression methods in terms of perceptual
quality at ultra-low bitrates(≤ 0.05 bpp).We believe that this
LMMs driven approach has the potential to pave the way for
a new paradigm in image compression.
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