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Abstract

Nowadays, more and more video transmissions primarily aim at downstream ma-

chine vision tasks rather than humans. While widely deployed Human Visual System

(HVS) oriented video coding standards like H.265/HEVC and H.264/AVC are effi-

cient, they are not the optimal approaches for Video Coding for Machines (VCM)

scenarios, leading to unnecessary bitrate expenditure. The academic and technical ex-

ploration within the VCM domain has led to the development of several strategies,

and yet, conspicuous limitations remain in their adaptability for multi-task scenarios.

To address the challenge, we propose a Transformable Video Feature Compression

(TransVFC) framework. It offers a compress-then-transfer solution and includes a

video feature codec and Feature Space Transform (FST) modules. In particular, the

temporal redundancy of video features is squeezed by the codec through the scheme-

based inter-prediction module. Then, the codec implements perception-guided con-

ditional coding to minimize spatial redundancy and help the reconstructed features

align with downstream machine perception. After that, the reconstructed features are

transferred to new feature spaces for diverse downstream tasks by FST modules. To

accommodate a new downstream task, it only requires training one lightweight FST
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module, avoiding retraining and redeploying the upstream codec and downstream task

networks. Experiments show that TransVFC achieves high rate-task performance for

diverse tasks of different granularities. We expect our work can provide valuable

insights for video feature compression in multi-task scenarios. The co des are at

https://github.com/Ws-Syx/TransVFC.

Keywords: Neural video compression, Feature compression, Video coding for

machines, Intermediate feature

1. Introduction

Digital video plays a crucial role in our lives, constituting a significant portion of

daily information consumption. For videos aimed at the Human Visual System (HVS),

such as movies and short clips, it is essential to preserve visual details perceptible to

humans during compression. Meanwhile, videos collected for machine vision tasks,

such as surveillance [1] and facial recognition [2], do not require maintaining all visual

details [3, 4]. Currently, neural video compression frameworks for HVS have evolved

significantly and offer excellent video compression performance [5, 6, 7]. However,

the comprehensive exploration of neural-based Video Coding for Machines (VCM)

remains nascent.

HVS-oriented video codecs, such as H.265/HEVC [9] and H.264/AVC [8], are

frequently employed to compress videos for downstream analysis, as shown in Fig-

ure 1(a). However, these approaches encounter two limitations in VCM scenarios.

Firstly, these compression frameworks focus on minimizing pixel-domain and HVS-

related distortion (PSNR and MS-SSIM) rather than meeting the specific needs of ma-

chine vision applications, which is a sub-optimal approach for machine vision. Sec-

ondly, machine vision tasks usually require only a subset of image content [3, 15]. For

example, indiscriminately transmitting the background for downstream image clas-

sification leads to bitrate wastage. There is a need for more tailored approaches in

machine-centric scenarios.

Some researches delve into the Analyze-Then-Compress (ATC) paradigm to solve

the above problems. The paradigm begins with feature extraction from images, fol-
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Figure 1: A comparison of different pipelines in VCM scenarios. “Task(front)” represents the shallow

layers of the task network, “Task(tail)” denotes the rest part of the downstream network, and the snowflake

symbol represents “frozen”. (a) Videos are compressed by a hybrid or neural-based codec [8, 9, 10, 11] and

analyzed by downstream networks. (b) Intermediate features are extracted by the shallow layers of the task

network and compressed by a specific-optimized video feature codec [12, 13]. (c) The intermediate features

for frame reconstruction are used to perform machine vision tasks, and the whole downstream task network

is optimized [14]. (d) Our framework uses a video feature codec for continuous feature transmission, then

transfers features to various downstream tasks by lightweight Feature Space Transform (FST) modules.

lowed by feature compression for specific downstream tasks [16]. To enhance the ver-

satility, some studies [3] focus on mining the generalization of intermediate features

across various downstream tasks. Nonetheless, the above advancements only cater to

intra-compression, not addressing the temporal redundancy in continuous features. For

video feature compression, one strategy [12, 13] entails optimizing a video feature

codec by the specific downstream loss, as shown in Figure 1(b). Alternatively, another

strategy [14] focuses on freezing the codec while fine-tuning the entire downstream

task network, as described in Figure 1(c). However, these approaches require retrain-
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ing and redeploying either the upstream codec or downstream machine vision networks

to accommodate new downstream tasks, thus costing more computation resources and

limiting their scalability in real-world applications.

For better scalability and versatility in multi-task scenarios, we propose a Trans-

formable Video Feature Compression (TransVFC) framework that offers a compress-

then-transfer solution. As illustrated in Figure 1(d), our proposed framework con-

tains an innovative neural-based video feature codec and diverse lightweight Feature

Space Transform (FST) modules. In detail, The codec employs a scheme-based inter-

prediction module to squeeze the temporal redundancy of video features and form a

coarse compensated feature. Furthermore, it conducts perception-guided conditional

coding for fine reconstruction and helps the reconstructed feature align with down-

stream machine perception. Subsequently, the reconstructed features are transferred

to other feature spaces of diverse downstream machine vision tasks by FST modules.

For any new downstream task, it only requires training one lightweight FST module,

instead of retraining and redeploying the upstream codec or networks of downstream

tasks. The experiments are conducted on three machine vision tasks of different gran-

ularities. The results demonstrate that the proposed TransVFC performs better than

SOTA neural codecs on all downstream tasks, and outperforms VTM-23.1 [17] on

video instance segmentation and object detection. The contributions are as follows:

• We propose a novel Transformable Video Feature Compression (TransVFC) frame-

work. It comprises two components: a video features codec and diverse feature

space transform modules, offering a scalable and deployable VCM solution.

• We introduce an innovative neural-based video feature codec to squeeze redun-

dancy in the feature domain. It includes a scheme-based inter-prediction module

and a perception-guided conditional coding module.

• We design the lightweight Feature Space Transform module that transfers in-

termediate features to diverse downstream tasks in a highly scalable way. Ex-

perimental results validate the scalability and effectiveness of TransVFC across

multiple downstream machine vision tasks of varying granularities.
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2. Related Works

2.1. Neural Video Compression

Most of the existing neural video compression methods follow the motion-then-

residual paradigm [6, 5, 18] and mainly include inter-prediction and residual (i.e. con-

text) compression. Lu et al. [19] propose the first end-to-end video compression frame-

work DVC which uses optical flow for inter-prediction and replaces the DCT transform

with auto-encoder. Lu et al. [20] propose FVC to convert the video from the pixel do-

main to the feature domain and use deformable convolution for motion estimation and

motion compensation in the feature domain. In traditional hybrid coding frameworks

and above neural video compression frameworks, residuals are calculated based on

mathematical subtraction. This method is simple and easy to implement, but it may not

be the optimal solution for compression. Li et al. [21] redefine the concept of resid-

ual and transform subtraction-based residual into conditional residual calculated by the

neural codec, named DCVC. Sheng et al. [22] propose DCVC-TCM with a multi-scale

conditional residual, which enhances the ability to remove inter-frame temporal re-

dundancy. Overall, existing neural video compression methods improve compression

efficiency from various perspectives such as inter-prediction, residual compression,

and entropy models. Many NVC methods (e.g., DCVC-series [6, 7, 5]) demonstrate

formidable compression capabilities.

2.2. Nerual-based Video Coding for Machines

The exploration of neural-based VCM unveils two pivotal paradigms: the Analyze-

Then-Compress (ATC) and the Compress-Then-Analyze (CTA).

2.2.1. Image and Video Compression in CTA Paradigm

With the surge in machine vision applications, the video compression framework

is re-envisioned to better cater to downstream machine vision tasks. Some meth-

ods [23, 24] bridge the image codec and downstream task networks, then integrate the

downstream task loss function to guide the optimization of the compression network,

thus tailor-fitting it for enhanced performance on specific tasks. In addition, Tian et

al. [11, 10] propose maintaining semantic similarity through an additional bitstream,
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which improves the performance of multiple downstream tasks in an unsupervised way.

Furthermore, the introduction of plug-and-play pre-processing modules [15] marks a

significant advancement. These approaches achieve better downstream performance

by enhancing important regions and filtering useless details for downstream analysis.

Moreover, Video Coding for Machines is a sub-task of Video Coding for Humans and

Machines. Some studies [3, 4, 25] modify the decoder and use features originally ded-

icated to fully reconstructing images, for downstream video analysis.

2.2.2. Feature Compression in ATC Paradigm

Intermediate feature compression is a widely studied VCM method under the ATC

paradigm. Intermediate features contain more general information about images than

high-level features and offer the potential for multi-task analysis. Moreover, they pre-

serve the original spatial structure, which enables more effective redundancy removal

through neural networks. Unlike shallow features, intermediate features undergo pre-

liminary extraction, filtering out irrelevant information for machine vision tasks, mak-

ing it easier to compress. In image feature compression, some approaches adopt tradi-

tional hybrid codec [26] or a VAE-based network optimized by feature distortion and

specific task loss [27] for intra-compression. Moreover, some efforts [28, 29] change

the compressed object from a single intermediate feature to the multi-scale features and

compress them into a joint bit stream. In video features compression, Misra et al. [12]

introduce an end-to-end feature compression network. It employs a simple ResBlock-

based [30] bi-prediction in the feature domain and the entire framework is optimized for

specific downstream tasks. Sheng et al. [14] propose a framework that conducts pixel-

feature-domain inter-compression and supports multiple downstream tasks by freezing

codec and optimizing downstream networks. However, there is a limitation to retrain-

ing and redeploying the upstream feature codec or whole downstream task networks

in practical applications. In light of the above challenge, there’s a growing need for

adaptable and scalable VCM solutions.
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Figure 2: The overview of the proposed Transformable Video Feature Compression (TransVFC) framework.

FOD
t , FS S

t , and F IS
t denote features for downstream object detection, semantic segmentation, and instance

segmentation. The TransVFC framework employs a compress-then-transfer process. In detail, the codec

conducts scheme-based inter-prediction to form a coarse compensated feature and then performs perception-

guided conditional coding for fine reconstruction. Then, the reconstructed features are transferred to other

feature spaces of diverse downstream machine vision tasks by Feature Space Transform (FST) modules.

Notably, each downstream task corresponds to a distinct FST module.

3. Methodology

The pipeline of the proposed Transformable Video Feature Compression (TransVFC)

framework is shown in Figure 2. It contains two main components: a neural-based

video feature codec and diverse Feature Space Transform (FST) modules. Inspired

by [12, 20], the intermediate features are extracted by the res2 layers of the ResNet-

50 backbone in Faster R-CNN [31], then the 256D features are converted into a 64D

representation to squeeze channel redundancy. The video feature codec follows the

motion-then-residual paradigm, it employs the scheme-based inter-prediction module

to get the coarse motion-compensated feature and then uses the perception-guided con-

ditional coding module for fine feature reconstruction. After that, the FST modules

transfer the reconstructed intermediate feature F̂t to different feature spaces, making

them suitable for various downstream machine vision tasks. Notably, each downstream

task is associated with a dedicated FST module.

3.1. Scheme-based Inter-prediction

As shown in Figure 3, temporal redundancy exists among repeated spatial struc-

tures, thus highlighting the need for redundancy removal by inter-prediction tech-

niques. For inter-prediction in the feature domain, the deformable-based approach [20]
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(2) Channel Redundancy

Ft

Ft+1

(1) Temproal Redundancy

(3) Spatial Redundancy

Figure 3: There are channel redundancy, temporal redundancy, and spatial redundancy among video features.

The above redundancy needs to be squeezed by the video feature codec.

focuses on finding the optimal reference region and recombining existing feature val-

ues. To better address complex motion, we depart from this referencing-and-recombination

method. Instead, we propose a scheme-based inter-prediction module. It generates a

variety of potential motion schemes from reference frames and selectively combines

them to get the compensated feature.

In the encoder, the Motion Estimation module performs four-step samplings for

motion analysis across three distinct scales. The motion representation mt contains

both the global trends and the high-frequency details of motion, as shown in Fig-

ure 4(b). After that, the Motion Encoder compresses the mt into a compact latent

representation z with dimensions of (H/16,W/16, 64). Subsequently, the latent repre-

sentation z is quantized into ẑ for entropy coding and transmission. In the decoder, the

motion combination matrix m̂ is reconstructed by the Motion Decoder module from

ẑ. Leveraging the channel-wise computation by depthwise separable convolution [32],

the Motion Compensation module generates diverse possible motion schemes based

on the reference frame fre f . Then, referring to the motion representation m̂t, schemes

are judiciously selected and combined to form the compensated feature f̃t. More anal-

ysis and visualization are shown in Section IV. The whole process of scheme-based

inter-prediction is described in the following equation:

f̃t = MC( fre f ,Dm(⌊Em(ME( ft, fre f ))⌉)) (1)

where ME(·) denotes Motion Estimation, MC(·) denotes Motion Compensation. Em(·)

andDm(·) denote Motion Encoder and Decoder, and ⌊·⌉ is quantization operation.

8



C
on

v

R
es

B
lo

ck
(↓

2)

R
es

B
lo

ck
(↓

2)

R
es

B
lo

ck
(↑

2)

+ +

ft

C

D
ep

th
C

on
v(

4)

fref

R
es

B
lo

ck
(↑

2)

D
ep

th
B

lo
ck

Motion Estimation

Motion Compensation

mt

fref

D
ep

th
C

on
v(

4)

D
ep

th
B

lo
ck

R
es

B
lo

ck

C
on

v 
1×

1 
(1

6)

×

mt^

Motion
Encoder

Motion
Decoder

C
on

v

G
D

N

R
es

B
lo

ck

C
on

v(
↓2

)

G
D

N

R
es

B
lo

ck

C
on

v(
↓2

)

G
D

N

R
es

B
lo

ck

C
on

v

G
D

N

R
es

B
lo

ck

R
es

B
lo

ck

IG
D

N

D
ec

on
v(

↑2
)

R
es

B
lo

ck

IG
D

N

D
ec

on
v

C

C C

C C

C

C

ft

ft

ft

Cenc

Cdec

p2 p3 p4 p5 p6

p2 p3 p6p5p4

~

^

y

ŷ
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Figure 4: (a) The overall structure of the proposed neural-based video feature codec. It contains 3 main

stages: channel reduction/restoration, scheme-based inter-prediction, and perception-guided conditional cod-

ing. The green modules are at both the encoder and decoder sides, while the yellow ones are only used at

the encoder side. (b) The structure of the Scheme-based Inter-prediction module, including a Motion Esti-

mation module, a Motion Compensation module, a Motion Encoder, and a Motion Decoder. DepthConv(n)

represents a depthwise separable convolution layer with the number of channels increased by n times. The

structure of DepthBlock is similar to ResBlock but replaces the convolution layers with the depthwise sep-

arable convolution layers. (c) The structure of the Perception-guided Conditional Encoder and Decoder.

High-level and multi-scale features Cenc and Cdec are inferred from the Perception Network and used as

conditions during residual compression and reconstruction.

3.2. Perception-guided Conditional Coding

The compensated feature f̃t is obtained from the previous scheme-based inter-

prediction. While, there is a gap in content detail between f̃t and ft, making it essential

to complete the content details by the residual. We employ conditional coding to com-

press the residual in the feature domain. Since different machine vision tasks share

common perception [33], we further introduce multi-scale high-level features Faster
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R-CNN [31] as perception conditions to help the reconstructed features better align

with downstream machine perception. Furthermore, the perception conditions offer

TransVFC more prior knowledge during residual compression and reconstruction for

lower entropy and better spatial redundancy removal, as follows:

H( f − f̃ ) > H( f | f̃ ) > H( f | f̃ ,Cenc,Cdec) (2)

where H(·) represents entropy, f̃ denotes compensated feature, Cenc and Cdec denotes

the perception condition for encoding and decoding, respectively.

As depicted in Figure 4(c), the Perception-guided Conditional Encoder comprises

a four-step feature extraction process that compresses residuals into a compact and flat

representation, while the decoder mirrors this structure symmetrically to reconstruct

features. Multi-scale perception conditions are strategically inserted into positions that

align with their corresponding shapes (specifically at 1/4, 1/8, and 1/16 scales), serving

as conditions for both encoding and decoding to enhance the overall performance of the

codec. Particularly, the encoding perception condition Cenc = {p2, p3, p4, p5, p6} are

inferred from the original intermediate feature Ft by Feature Pyramid Network (FPN)

backbone of Faster R-CNN. Due to the invisibility of Ft during decoding, the decoding

perception condition Cdec is calculated from the compensated feature F̃t. The whole

process of perception-guided conditional coding is described as follows:

f̂t = Dc(⌊Ec( ft |Cenc, f̃t)⌉|Cdec, f̃t) (3)

where Ec(·) and Dc(·) denote Perception-guided Conditional Encoder and Decoder,

respectively.

The latent representation y of residual with the dimension of (H/16,W/16, 96) is

entropy-encoded by an entropy model similar to DCVC-TCM [22]. Regarding compu-

tational efficiency, auto-regressive or other complex techniques are not employed in the

TransVFC. Additionally, a detailed explanation of how perception-guided conditional

coding removes redundancy is in Section IV.
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Original frame CrossVIS Deeplab-v3 Faster R-CNN

Figure 5: Visualizations of the first three channels of intermediate features across various machine vision

networks. There are similar spatial structures but distinct feature patterns and textures among different

intermediate features.
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Figure 6: The structure of Feature Space Transform module. Reconstructed intermediate feature F̂t is trans-

ferred to F̂i
t in a new feature space for the i-th downstream machine vision task.

3.3. Task-oriented Feature Space Transform

Due to the gap between the intermediate features of different neural networks, as

shown in Figure 5, the decoded video features can not be directly used in diverse down-

stream tasks. Some researches [3, 14] have already shown that intermediate features

have the potential to be converted and used in other machine vision tasks. Inspired

by [3], we design the multi-scale Feature Space Transform (FST) module that maps

the reconstructed features to other feature spaces for different downstream tasks. Dif-

ferent from the existing neural-based VCM strategies [14, 12], our approach does not

fine-tune the upstream feature codec and downstream task networks. Instead, it only

requires training a single lightweight FST module for a specific downstream task.

As shown in Figure 6, the FST module is structured with three branches: the up-

then-down branch, which coarsely reconstructs current frame x̂t for content preserva-

tion in pixel domain; the bottleneck-resblock [30] branch, facilitating feature migration
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at the original shape; and the down-then-up branch, focusing on global information

extraction. Additionally, a convolution layer is used to align the channel and spatial

shape of the output features to the specific downstream task. The process of feature

space transform is described below:

F̂ i
t = FS T i(F̂t) (4)

where FS T i(·) denotes the i-th FST module, F̂t denotes the intermediate feature recon-

structed by video feature codec, and F̂ i
t denotes the transferred feature suitable for the

i-th downstream task.

3.4. Optimization

Figure 7: The correlation between the pixel-domain and HVS-related distortion metric (PSNR and MS-

SSIM) and downstream machine vision performance (e.g., Average Precision of video instance segmenta-

tion) is weak. Optimizing the compression network for pixel-domain HVS distortion is not the best approach

for the VCM scenario. The degraded videos are collected from traditional hybrid codecs and neural-based

codecs [9, 6, 7, 22, 21, 20]. Particularly, dataset Youtube-VIS 2019 and model CrossVIS [34] are used.

Since there is a lack of strong correlation between HVS-oriented pixel-domain met-

rics and machine vision performance, as mentioned in Figure 7. The optimization of

our proposed TransVFC is mainly conducted in the feature domain and divided into

two stages.

3.4.1. Optimization of the Video Feature Codec

The Rate-Distortion Optimization (RDO) of the proposed video feature codec is

performed in the feature domain. The loss function Lcodec is detailed as below:

12



Lcodec = λR(Rr + Rm) + λ f D f + λcDc + λpDp (5)

where λR, λ f , λc, and λp are coefficients for balancing different loss terms. Rr and

Rm represent the bitrates of residual and motion representation. D f denotes the Mean

Square Error (MSE) between the original intermediate feature Ft and reconstructed

feature F̂t. Dc denotes the MSE between Ft and compensated feature F̃t. Dp denotes

the distortion in perception space and is defined as follows:

Dp =
1
N

N=5∑
j=1

MS E(PN j(Ft), PN j(F̂t)) (6)

where PN(·) shorts for the perception network in TransVFC, and N is the number of

high-level output features from the perception network.

3.4.2. Optimization of Feature Space Transform Module

Since the FST module mainly transforms the reconstructed intermediate features to

other spaces for downstream networks. It is optimized for minimizing the downstream

task loss and feature distortion in new feature space. All other modules are frozen in

this training stage.

LFS T = λtaskLtask + λxDx + λmidDmid + λhighDhigh (7)

where λtask, λx, λmid and λhigh are coefficients for balancing different loss terms. Ltask

is the loss of downstream task network. Dmid denotes MSE between transferred fea-

ture F̂ i
t and original feature F i

t for i-th downstream task, Dx denotes MSE between

reconstructed frame x̂t and original frame xt, and the definition of Dhigh is as follows:

Dhigh =
1
N

N∑
j=1

MS E(T AS Ki
j(F

i
t),T AS Ki

j(F̂
i
t)) (8)

where T AS Ki(·) represents the backbone of the i-th downstream task network and N is

the number of high-level output features in the i-th downstream backbone.

13



4. Experiment

4.1. Experimental Settings

4.1.1. Downstream Machine Vision Tasks

The performance of TransVFC is verified on three downstream tasks of different

granularities. We employ the CrossVIS [34] framework for video instance segmenta-

tion, Deeplab-v3 [35] for semantic segmentation, and Faster R-CNN [31] for object

detection. Parameters of all downstream networks are frozen throughout the entire

experiment.

4.1.2. Datasets

Experiments are conducted on the YoutubeVIS2019 (YTVIS2019)[34] and Video

Scene Parsing in the Wild (VSPW) [36] datasets. YTVIS2019 dataset is a large video

dataset including 2,883 videos with frame-level annotations of 40 categories for video

instance segmentation. The resolutions range from 1080P to 360P, and the data pre-

process follows [34]. VSPW dataset is a large video dataset including 3,536 videos in

480P resolution across 231 scenarios. It has frame-level annotations of 124 categories

for video semantic segmentation.

4.1.3. Compared Methods

The proposed TransVFC is compared with traditional hybrid codecs VTM-23.1

(lowdelay-P) [17], HM-18.0 (lowdelay-P) 1 [37] and x265 (FFmpeg-4.2.7, zerola-

tency) 2 [38], and open-sourced neural video compression (NVC) frameworks, such

as DCVC-DC [6], DCVC-HEM [7], DCVC-TCM [22], DCVC [21], and FVC [20].

1The command of VTM and HM is ./bin/TAppEncoderStatic -c

./cfg/encoder lowdelay P main.cfg -i {input path} -b {output binary path}

-o {output path} -wdt {width} -hgt {height} -q {QP} -fr {frame rate}

-InputChromaFormat=420 --IntraPeriod=12
2The command of x265 is FFREPORT=file=ffreport.log:level=56 ffmpeg -pix fmt yuv420p

-s {width}x{height} -i {input path} -c:v libx265 -tune zerolatency -x265-params

"crf={crf}:keyint=12:verbose=1" out.mkv
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For compared NVC methods, all available pre-trained models are evaluated across dif-

ferent metrics (PSNR, MS-SSIM, YUV), showcasing only the model with the highest

rate-task performance. In addition, VCM-oriented video codec SMC++ [11] is used as

a compared method. The VTM-23.1 serves as the anchor for calculating BD-Rate [39]

(the lower BD-Rate means more bitrate saving).

4.1.4. Implementation Details

Stages Lcodec Learning rate

1 1
2λRRy + λ f D f + λcDc + λpDp 1 × 10−4

2 1
2λR(Ry + Rz) + λ f D f + λcDc + λpDp 1 × 10−4

3 λR(Ry + Rz) + λ f D f + λcDc + λpDp 1 × 10−4

4 λR(Ry + Rz) + λ f D f + λcDc + λpDp 5 × 10−5

5 λR(Ry + Rz) + λ f D f + λcDc + λpDp 1 × 10−5

Table 1: Training strategy for video feature codec

Downstream tasks λmid λhigh λx λtask

Object detection 16 4 1024 10

Instance segmentation 8 64 1024 1

Semantic segmentation 16 64 1024 10

Table 2: Training hyperparameters λ for Feature Space Transform module

In the first stage, we optimize the video feature compression framework of different

bitrates with λR = 16, 32, 128, 256, λ f = 16, λc = 0.1λ f , and λp = 4. The training

strategy is shown in Table 1. The input features during training are cropped to 128×128.

The neural-based video feature codec is optimized on the YTVIS2019-train.

In the second stage, different weights λ are used to train FST modules for each

downstream task, as shown in the Table 2. Weights λ are determined to ensure that

different loss items are in a similar order of magnitude and that the magnitudes of gra-

dients produced by each loss item are approximately balanced, which achieves equilib-

rium across the multiple optimization objectives. The training iteration number of the

FST module is 100k, and the learning rate is set to 1 × 10−5.

The implementation of TransVFC is based on PyTorch 1.9.0. The whole framework

is optimized on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090 24GB with batchsize = 4.
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Object Semantic Instance

detection segmentation segmentation

VTM-23.1 (low-delay) [17] 0.00 0.00 0.00

HM-18.0 (low-delay) [37] 7.82 -11.40 5.60

x265 (zero-latency) [38] -1.16 36.34 3.91

FVC (CVPR’20) [20] 97.15 130.03 368.56

DCVC (NerulPS’21) [21] 50.34 286.38 109.43

DCVC-TCM (TMM’22) [22] 7.84 204.46 32.69

DCVC-HEM (ACMMM’22) [7] -3.92 183.80 46.34

DCVC-DC (CVPR’23) [6] -4.53 145.53 26.56

SMC++ (arXiv’24) [11] -4.28 74.61 -6.77

TransVFC (Ours) -15.21 63.60 -27.67

Table 3: BD-Rate (%) ↓ comparison. The anchor is VTM-23.1. Bold indicates the best results.

4.2. Rate-task Performance

4.2.1. Object Detection

The implementation of Faster R-CNN [31] is based on Detectron2 [40], which is an

extensively used and efficient framework for keypoint detection, object detection, and

segmentation. Following [31], Average Precision (AP)3 is used to evaluate the perfor-

mance of object detection. Figure 8(a) displays the performance across various bitrates.

As shown in Table 3, in terms of rate-task performance, TransVFC achieves a 15.21%

reduction in bitrate compared to VTM. From a rate-time perspective, TransVFC has a

better speed-performance balance than other neural-based methods.

4.2.2. Semantic Segmentation

We implement the Deeplab-v3 [35] based on TorchVision-0.9.0. Following [35],

mean Intersection over Union (mIoU) is used for evaluating the performance of se-

mantic segmentation. As demonstrated in Table 3, TransVFC outperforms the best

neural-based method SMC++ [11] in terms of rate-task performance. Also, TransVFC

achieves the best speed-performance balance compared to other neural-based methods,

as shown in Figure 8(b).

3IoU=0.50:0.95, area=all, maxDets=100
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(a) (c)(b)

Figure 8: Rate-task performance of all compared methods (the upper row) and execution time of neural-

based methods (the lower row) on object detection, semantic segmentation, and instance segmentation. The

execution time including compression and downstream analysis was evaluated with batchsize = 1 on a single

NVIDIA RTX 3090 24GB, excluding the time of file I/O.

4.2.3. Instance Segmentation

The CrossVIS is implemented on its official released code. Following [34], AP is

the evaluation metric for video instance segmentation. As demonstrated in Table 3,

in terms of rate task performance, TransVFC achieves the highest compression ratio,

saving 27.67% of the bitrate compared to VTM. In terms of execution speed, compared

to the high-performance NVC method DCVC-DC [6], TransVFC has a 34% faster

execution speed, as shown in Figure 8(c).

As shown in Figure 9, TransVFC achieves better subjective segmentation results

at different bitrates. Despite the high quality of reconstructed frames, the downstream

task network CrossVIS struggles with maintaining the segmentation consistency of the

main objects (e.g., the skateboard and the man holding an umbrella), often incorrectly

segmenting them into multiple instances. In contrast, our framework better keeps the

consistency of the instance and maximally retains the original segmentation results.
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Figure 9: The visualization of predicted masks, bpp, MS-SSIM, and PSNR at low bitrates (a, b) and high

bitrates (c, d). In videos with intense motion (a, c) and tiny movement (b, d), TransVFC maintains the original

prediction and ensures consistency of the instance. The visualization shows that even if the reconstructed

frames have high reconstruction quality, they may still underperform in downstream tasks.

4.3. Analysis

4.3.1. Complexity of Video Features Compression

Non-stream With bitstream Model MACs per

inference Encoding Decoding params pixel

FVC (CVPR’20) [20] 165.8 / / 21.0M /

DCVC (NerulPS’21) [21] 129.1 1818.9 4738.3 7.9M 1.09M

DCVC-TCM (TMM’22) [22] 197.6 232.8 121.4 10.7M 1.40M

DCVC-HEM (ACMMM’22) [7] 240.6 250.3 124.6 17.5M 1.58M

DCVC-DC (CVPR’23) [6] 347.5 285.5 243.8 19.8M 1.27M

SMC++ (arXiv’24) [11] 830.1 / / 96.2M

TransVFC (Ours) 191.2 234.5 122.5 22.4+26.7M 1.16M

Table 4: Execution time (ms) on 720P frame, number of model parameters, and MACs per pixel of neural-

based methods.

As shown in Table 4, we compared the execution time, parameter number, and

MACs of our proposed video feature codec with other neural-based compression meth-

ods [20, 21, 22, 7, 6, 11]. Our proposed video feature codec consists of an optimized
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codec with 22.4M parameters and a frozen perception network with 26.7M parameters.

The inference time reflects the computation complexity of all neural-based modules on

GPU without arithmetic coding. The encoding and decoding time includes the time for

arithmetic coding operation but excludes file I/O. Although our codec has more param-

eters than other neural compression methods, it has fewer MACs per pixel than high-

performance codecs like DCVC-DC and DCVC-HEM. The TransVFC has a better

complexity-performance balance than other high-performance NVC approaches, with

efficiency gains stemming from three aspects. Firstly, the intermediate features have a

1/4 spatial size of the original image, helping TransVFC use fewer convolutions and

down/up-sampling operations than neural video compression frameworks. Secondly,

to improve encoding and decoding speed, TransVFC uses a simple entropy model in-

cluding a mean-scale hyperprior module and a temporal prior module [22], which is

better parallelized. Thirdly, introducing depthwise convolution reduces computational

complexity [6, 32], resulting in lower MACs.

4.3.2. Complexity of Feature Space Transform

The FST module in the TransVFC framework is lightweight, with a parameter size

of 4.3M. It is significantly smaller than the networks for downstream visual analysis

(e.g., CrossVIS-ResNet50-version has 37.4M parameters), adding less additional train-

ing overhead. The execution time of feature space transform under 720P resolution is

11.7ms, which only accounts for 3.3% of the total time. The MACs per pixel of the FST

module is 0.16M. The above results indicate that the FST module is highly effective

during both training and inference stages.

4.3.3. Visualization of Scheme-based Inter-prediction

Visualization of our proposed Scheme-based Inter-prediction module is shown in

Figure 10. This module generates potential pattern schemes and then combines them

by motion representation. The motion representation captures motion information, in-

cluding local edge movements (e.g., channels 0 and 8) and large-scale motion (e.g.,

rapid movement of vehicles in channels 4 and 6). Meanwhile, motion schemes illus-

trate the potential components of the compensated feature, incorporating various types
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Motion Representation

Motion SchemesCompensated Feature

Reference frame Input frame

Figure 10: Visualization of compensated feature, motion representation, and motion schemes.

of pattern schemes. Subsequently, under the guidance of motion representation, these

schemes are synthesized into the compensated feature.

The compensated feature is a coarsely reconstructed feature by inter-prediction and

it is similar to the current feature. As shown in Figure 10, the feature of the car is

already moved to a new position in the compensated frame. Since the compensated

feature is just a coarse-version feature of the current frame, feature details is fulfilled

by following conditional coding.

4.3.4. Relation between Perception-guided Conditional Coding and Spatial Redun-

dancy Removal

Figure 11: The process of perception-guided conditional encoding. The feature is compressed into a compact

representation with lower entropy with the help of perception conditions as prior knowledge.

Spatial redundancy is prevalent in intermediate features,as adjacent regions often

exhibit similar textures and high-frequency details, leading to overlapping or repeti-
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tive information. The Perception-guided Conditional Coding module addresses this

redundancy through two key perspectives: Firstly, as depicted in Figure 11, the orig-

inal features are down-sampled multiple times and get smaller, compacter, and flatter.

For a better understanding of the decrease of information, we take one frame as an

example and calculate the entropy per pixel, as shown in equation 9. As dedicated in

Figure 11, the feature’s entropy decreases during the encoding process, then the fea-

ture is compressed into a latent representation with lower entropy suitable for entropy

coding and transmission. Secondly, the intermediate features to be compressed have

significant spatial structural correlation and repetition with the perception condition.

Since the perception condition (acting as prior knowledge) is already accessible on

both encoder and decoder sides, there is no need to redundantly transmit this content

from the encoder to the decoder. Instead, the decoder can effectively reconstruct the

original content using the available perception information, further squeezing spatial

redundancy and enhancing the efficiency of the coding process.

entropy =
N∑
i

p( fi)log(p( fi))/(H ×W) (9)

where N is number of values in fi, p(·) represents probability if each value, H and W

is height and width of current frame. The feature f is 8-bit quantized for probability

statistics.

4.4. Ablation Study

Ablation experiments are conducted on the task of video instance segmentation and

the model of CrossVIS [34].

4.4.1. Video Feature Codec

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed scheme-based inter-prediction, our pro-

posed Motion Estimation and Motion Compensation modules are replaced with ex-

isting deformable-based approach [20] as Model 1 in Table 5, which results in an

11.37% average bitrate increase. To verify the effectiveness of the perception con-

ditions, we retain the framework structure but without using Cenc and Cdec as condi-

tions, named Model 2. It is demonstrated that reconstructing video features without

21



Models
Scheme-based Perception Perception

BD-Rate (%)↓
Inter-prediction condition loss

Model 1 ✗ ✓ ✓ +11.37

Model 2 ✓ ✗ ✓ +13.85

Model 3 ✓ ✓ ✗ +36.92

Model 4 ✓ ✗ ✗ +40.18

Model 5 ✗ ✗ ✗ +46.71

Table 5: Ablation study on our proposed components in feature codec.

conditions causes a 13.85% bitrate increase. Furthermore, the high-level perception

loss Dp is removed in Model 3, resulting in a 36.92% bitrate increase. The result of

model 4 indicates that introducing high-level perception in both conditional coding

and loss function can significantly boost the rate-task performance, 40.18% in total.

Additionally, when both Scheme-based Inter-prediction and Perception-guided Con-

ditional Coding are removed (Model 5), simplifying the codec to a structure similar

to FVC [20] with deformable-based inter-prediction and residual coding, the bitrate

increases by 46.71%.

4.4.2. Feature Space Transform Module

Models Bottleneck Down-up Up-down BD-rate(%)↓

Model 6 ✓ ✓ ✗ +2.83

Model 7 ✓ ✗ ✓ +2.69

Model 8 ✓ ✗ ✗ +5.69

Table 6: Ablation study on our proposed FST module.

To verify the function of each branch in the FST module, we removed the up-

down branch (model 6), the down-up branch (model 7), and both branches (model 8),

as shown in Table 6. The experimental results demonstrate that each branch plays a

significant role in the quality of feature space transformation. Notably, the up-down

branch enhances feature-domain transformation by coarsely reconstructing the origi-

nal image, making the FST module aware of pixel-domain content, as illustrated in

Figure 12.

Addtionally, we conduct an ablation study on the complexity of the FST module.
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Bpp/MS-SSIM/PSNR
0.282 / 0.806 /  21.01

Bpp/MS-SSIM/PSNR
0.246 / 0.866 /  22.75

Bpp/MS-SSIM/PSNR
0.234 / 0.887 /  24.00

Bpp/MS-SSIM/PSNR
0.233 / 0.803 / 20.43 

Figure 12: Visualization of up-sampled results. The “up-then-down” branch can coarsely reconstruct the

original content in the pixel domain, which helps the feature transfer process get a knowledge of pixel-

domain content.

We roughly double the number of parameters of the FST. The number of parameters

in FST increases from 4.30M to 5.92M (+37%), and the MACs per pixel rise from

0.14M to 0.26M (+86%). The FST only further reduces the BD-Rate by 2.42%. We

also roughly reduce the number of res-blocks. The number of parameters reduces to

3.53M and MACs per pixel reduces to 0.12M. The BD-Rate increases by 5.60%. It

shows that the current structure is appropriate since more complexity will only bring

limited BD-rate reduction.

4.4.3. Comparasion of Different Approaches in ATC Paradigm

Models Codec Task BD-Rate(%)↓
Optimzed GPU mem Training time

params (GiB) per step (s)

Model 9 ✓ ✗ -6.33 22.4M 19.3(+12.9%) 1.430(+14.1%)

Model 10 ✗ ✓ -7.16 37.4M 18.6(+8.8%) 1.374(+9.7%)

Ours ✗ ✗ 0 4.3M 17.1 1.253

Table 7: Ablation study on different approaches in ATC paradigm. “✓” means optimized and “✗” means

frozen.

Other ATC-based VCM pipelines are implemented based on TransVFC, as detailed

in 7. Referring to [12, 13, 14], we fine-tune either the upstream video feature codec

(model 9) or the downstream task network (model 10) instead of the FST module. Ex-

perimental results indicate that training either the upstream or the downstream network

leads to additional bitrates saving. However, this comes at the cost of optimizing more
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parameters, consuming more computational resources and training time. Benefiting

from the FST module, our approach uses fewer computational resources and avoids

redeploying the upstream video feature codec or downstream task networks, offering

better scalability.

4.4.4. Influence on I-frame Codec

The proposed TransVFC directly uses the feature of the first lossless frame and

calculates the bits per pixel (bpp) of its original I-frame jpeg file. Additionally, our ex-

periments show that introducing x265 for I-frames compression causes a 5.10% bitrate

increase.

5. Conclusion

We have proposed a Transformable Video Feature Compression (TransVFC) frame-

work. It offers a scalable solution for multi-task VCM scenarios and eliminates the

need for fine-tuning the upstream codec and downstream machine vision tasks. We de-

vised a novel neural-based video feature codec to achieve continuous feature compres-

sion, which incorporates a scheme-based inter-prediction module for feature-domain

temporal redundancy squeezing and employs perception-guided conditional coding to

make features better align with machine perception. We designed the Feature Space

Transform module to transfer intermediate features to multiple downstream tasks ef-

fectively. Experiments are conducted on three downstream machine vision tasks of

different granularities, demonstrating that TransVFC delivers promising compression

efficiency and scalability.

Despite the promising results, our approach has limitations. Its performance tends

to decrease in low-bitrate scenarios. The decrease may stem from challenges in inter-

prediction when dealing with low-quality features, which introduces cumulative error

in the feature domain and affects overall rate-task performance. Meanwhile, there re-

mains a gap between our framework and real-time systems such as FFmpeg [38]. Our

future work aims to improve performance in low-bitrate conditions, reduce coding la-

tency, and introduce new technology like the variable-bitrate mechanism.
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We hope that our approach can inspire advancements in video feature compression

for multi-task scenarios and contribute to the development of the ATC-based VCM.
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