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ABSTRACT

The lack of ability to adapt the motion compensation model
to video content is an important limitation of current end-
to-end learned video compression models. This paper ad-
vances the state-of-the-art by proposing an adaptive motion-
compensation model for end-to-end rate-distortion optimized
hierarchical bi-directional video compression. In particular,
we propose two novelties: i) a multi-scale deformable align-
ment scheme at the feature level combined with multi-scale
conditional coding, ii) motion-content adaptive inference.
In addition, we employ a gain unit, which enables a single
model to operate at multiple rate-distortion operating points.
We also exploit the gain unit to control bit allocation among
intra-coded vs. bi-directionally coded frames by fine tuning
corresponding models for truly flexible-rate learned video
coding. Experimental results demonstrate state-of-the-art
rate-distortion performance exceeding those of all prior art in
learned video coding1.

Index Terms— bi-directional video compression, hier-
archical B pictures, end-to-end rate-distortion optimization,
content-adaptive inference, flexible-rate coding

1. INTRODUCTION
Video compression technology is in the midst of a transition
from the traditional approaches, such as H.265/HEVC [1]
and H.266/VVC [2], to deep learning based models. In-
stead of relying on hand-crafted models and algorithms, deep
learning-based video compression utilizes machine learning
principles to learn the statistical properties of consumer video
from available video databases to design efficient compres-
sion models. The biggest advantage of deep learned video
compression models is that they are end-to-end optimized
for rate-distortion performance. The nonlinear transform
to latent variables, temporal alignment in the feature space,
quantization, entropy models, and reconstruction models are
all optimized using a single rate-distortion loss. Moreover,
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1The models and instructions to reproduce our results can be found
at https://github.com/KUIS-AI-Tekalp-Research-Group/
video-compression/tree/master/ICIP2023.

unlike traditional methods, the optimization can be carried
out with respect to any differentiable loss function balancing
multiple fidelity and perceptual objectives.

Yet, unlike traditional codecs, learned models lack the abil-
ity to adapt the learned model to given video content, which is
the main reason why they cannot outperform classic codecs,
such as VVC-VTM [3]. Classic codecs feature several tools
such as variable size block partitioning, multiple intra and
inter prediction modes, etc. that allow effective adaptation to
specific video content. This paper advances the state-of-the-
art in learned video compression by proposing an adaptive
inference model for end-to-end rate-distortion optimized hi-
erarchical bi-directional video compression. In particular, we
propose a multi-scale deformable alignment scheme at the
feature level combined with multi-scale conditional coding,
and motion-content adaptive inference. In addition, we em-
ploy a gain unit, which enables a single model to operate
at multiple rate-distortion operating points. We also exploit
the gain unit to control bit allocation among intra-coded vs.
bi-directionally coded frames by fine tuning corresponding
models for truly flexible-rate learned video coding.

2. RELATED WORK AND CONTRIBUTIONS

2.1. Low-Delay (Sequential) Video Compression

The first deep learned compression models in the literature
were designed for sequential coding aiming to replace all
components of a traditional sequential video codec with sub-
networks, which are jointly optimized. In [4], authors propose
a scale-space flow model for motion compensation, which
allows modeling of motion uncertainty (e.g., occlusions).
Later, [5] proposed a new model that extends the scale-space
flow concept by including an in-loop flow predictor and a
novel backbone architecture for analysis and synthesis trans-
forms. [6] proposed a paradigm shift from residual coding
to conditional coding, which brings a huge leap in terms
of performance. With conditional coding, the model is not
bounded to simple subtraction and addition operations for
residual compression. The model itself learns a better nonlin-
ear function to fuse and compress motion compensated frame
and current frame. [7, 8] are other recent methods proposed
for sequential coding, which combine conditional coding and
motion compensation in the feature space.
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2.2. Random Access (Bi-directional) Video Compression
Not many works exist on learned hierarchical video compres-
sion, although it is known that classical B-frame coding has
superior RD performance compared to sequential video com-
pression. An early work [9] employs three hierarchical qual-
ity layers and a recurrent post-processing network to enhance
the compressed frames. In our concurrent work [10], we per-
form in-loop bi-directional motion prediction and employ a
learned fusion mask to blend forward and backward motion
compensated frames to obtain a smoother residual frame for
compression. In [6], authors propose a single model to pro-
cess I, P and B frames using the principal of conditional cod-
ing. In our recent work [11], we replaced the pre-trained flow
estimation model with a latent representation of motion and
direct estimation of motion residuals using a compression bot-
tleneck similar to [4] and introduced frame-level rate control.

2.3. Continuous Rate Control
Early learned image/video compression works train a set of
models, one for each discrete R-D operating point. A con-
tinuous R-D curve is then interpolated from 6-8 such discrete
points. More recently, new approaches have been proposed
to achieve continuous rate adaptation to obtain a continuous
R-D curve using a single model without extra training. There
are various methods proposed for this task aiming not los-
ing much of performance when switching from independent
models to a single model. Authors of [5] learn an embedding
for each compression ratio and train the compression network
conditioned on the embedding. These embeddings are then
interpolated to achieve continuous rate adaptation. In [11],
the approach of [12] is adopted and a one dimensional re-
scaling vector with the size equal to the number of bottleneck
channels is learned along with the compression model. Dur-
ing training the authors learn 4 level of vectors for different
compression ratios. At inference, they interpolate the vectors
and apply them before quantization and entropy coding.

2.4. Contributions
We propose extending implicit motion compensation and
conditional coding used in sequential video coding to bi-
directional B-picture coding within a flexible-rate framework
with content-adaptive inference, in contrast to our previous
works [10,11], where we employed bi-directional pixel-space
warping and residual coding. Our contributions include:
1) The proposed novel B-frame compression framework em-
ploys deformable alignment [13] in multi-scale feature space
rather than pixel domain warping.
2) We propose multi-scale conditional B-frame encoding/
decoding for both offset and residual compression enabling
recovery of both coarse and fine details at the decoder side
utilizing a single compressive bottleneck.
3) A temporal latent extractor (TLE) is employed in ad-
dition to the hyper-prior to capture any relevant temporal
information for entropy modeling. In addition, a parallel

spatial-channel context model is also used to benefit from
spatial and inter-channel correlations for bitrate reduction.
4) We employ content-adaptive video encoding by allowing
online updating of the video encoder during inference.
5) We adopt the gain unit [12] to achieve the state-of-the-art
multi-rate video compression results using a single model.

3. METHOD

We extend deformable alignment and coding in the feature
space for sequential video coding [7,8] to multi-scale implicit
motion compensation and conditional coding of B-frames.
The overview of the proposed codec is shown in Figure 1.

3.1. Multi-scale Deformable Feature-Level Alignment
Given the current frame to be coded xt and past and future de-
coded reference frames xt−i and xt+i, respectively, a shared
feature extraction module computes multi-scale feature maps
F̂ 1,2,3
t−i , F̂ 1,2,3

t+i , F 1,2,3
t for each frame separately. The feature

extraction module, consisting of multiple strided convolutions
and residual blocks, maps RGB frames with size 3×H ×W
to 3 levels of feature tensors having sizes 32 ×H/2 ×W/2,
64×H/4×W/4 and 96×H/8×W/8, respectively.

Next, a contextual encoder takes the feature tensors
F̂ 1,2,3
t−i , F̂ 1,2,3

t+i , F 1,2,3
t and maps them to latent variables yt.

The contextual decoder predicts multi-scale offsets o1,2,3t

and modulation masks m1,2,3
t to be used in multi-scale de-

formable alignment by a deformable convolution net (DCN).
Three different deformable convolution operations are ap-

plied at each level to get coarse to fine detail aligned features
F comp−1,2,3
t at time t. In order to effectively use the com-

plementary information, the past and future feature maps are
concatenated as input to deformable convolutions as

F comp−1,2,3
t = Dcn1,2,3(c(F̂ 1,2,3

t−i , F̂ 1,2,3
t+i ), o1,2,3t ,m1,2,3

t )
(1)

where Dcn1,2,3 denotes deformable convolution layers and
o1,2,3t ,m1,2,3

t are the offsets and modulation masks, respec-
tively. Note that the feature maps F̂ 1,2,3

t−i , F̂ 1,2,3
t+i and aligned

features F comp−1,2,3
t can be identically computed at both

the encoder and decoder (from the received bits) sides.

3.2. Multi-scale Conditional Coding

At the encoder, we encode and decode multi-scale feature
map F 1,2,3

t via conditional coding using F comp−1,2,3
t as con-

dition using a single bottleneck as

ŷt = round(Enc(F 1,2,3
t , F comp−1,2,3

t ) (2)

F decoded−1,2,3
t = Dec(ŷt, F

comp−1,2,3
t ) (3)

which was shown to be effective for sequential coding in [14].
Given the decoded feature maps F decoded−1,2,3

t at 3 dif-
ferent scales, we reconstruct the current decoded frame using
a Unet architecture:

x̂t = Rec(F decoded−1
t , F decoded−2

t , F decoded−3
t ) (4)



Fig. 1: Overview of the proposed bi-directional (B-frame) compression model. t and i denote the current frame and past/future
reference frame distance, respectively. In our design, we set the GoP size to 16, so i can take a value from the list (1, 2, 4, 8).

3.3. Spatio-Temporal Entropy Modeling

In order to model the entropy of latent space tensors (yt) of
both the offset and frame compression bottlenecks, hyper-
priors of the respective latent spaces are first computed. Then
a Temporal Latent Extractor module (TLE) maps the informa-
tion available at the decoder side to a latent space tensor for
better estimating a conditional entropy model. The TLE mod-
ule has the same architecture as the Offset and Frame Con-
textual Encoders not using any information about the current
frame to be compressed. Like [14], we fuse hyper-prior and
TLE extracted latents via multiple convolution and residual
blocks. We model each symbol yi,j,kt by a Gaussian distri-
bution where (i, j, k) are the spatial and channel coordinates,
respectively. It was shown that spatial and channel context
models significantly improve the coding performance since a
better entropy model can be estimated. We follow the work
in [15] and apply a parallel backward adaptive spatial and
channel-wise context model for entropy modeling.

3.4. Variable-Rate Compression

For a practical video codec, flexible rate compression support
is crucial. We employ the ”gain” and ”inverse gain” units
explained in [12] to achieve variable rate coding. As the la-
tent representations for the offset residuals and frame resid-
uals both with N = 128 channels, we scale the latent rep-
resentations with two separate vectors of length L = 128 in
the channel dimension. This way, we effectively change the
quantization bin sizes before rounding the latent representa-
tion to the nearest integer at inference time.

3.5. Content-Adaptive Inference
We propose a one-shot tuning of the learned model for adap-
tation to video type, resolution, and motion range. Tradi-
tional video codecs perform optimization customized to spe-
cific video content during encoding; thus, they can provide
content adaptation for increased coding efficiency. Follow-
ing [16], we employ an online encoder update strategy during
inference to better handle different types of video content.

4. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

4.1. Datasets, Training and Implementation Details
We used Vimeo90k septuplet dataset [17] for end-to-end
training of the model. For testing, we evaluate the perfor-
mance of our method on widely used 1080p UVG dataset [18].

Fig. 2: Comparison of R-D performance of the proposed B-
frame compression model with prior works in terms of PSNR.



For intra frame compression, we train our own image
compression model for 4 different compression levels follow-
ing [15]. We then train our B-frame compression model for
4 quality levels using Adam optimizer [19]. We pair intra and
B-frame quality levels for rate adaptation. 2M optimization
steps are performed to minimize the rate-distortion loss. For
the first 750K iterations, we randomly select 3 consecutive
frames and compress the middle frame given future and past
reference frames. After 750K steps of optimization, 5 con-
secutive frames are randomly selected and loss is propagated
for 2 hierarchy levels of compression to better handle error
propagated through coding order. During training, the batch
size is set to 4. Random cropping of 256 × 256 pixels and
random temporal flipping are applied for data augmentation.
Learning rate of the optimizer is set to 1e-4 at the beginning
and halved if validation loss stays stable for 100K iterations.
We applied gradient norm clipping for stable training.

4.2. Encoder Fine-tuning Strategy for Content Adaption
We freeze all components of the proposed model except
for the offset and frame compression encoders and hyper-
encoders. We optimize encoder parts for each frame to be
coded using the Adam optimizer. We set the learning rate
to 1e-5 and perform optimization for 100 steps at maximum.
If the rate-distortion loss of a frame does not decrease for
10 steps, we apply early-stopping.

4.3. Comparison with the State-of-the-Art
Rate-distortion performances of our method with content-
adaptive inference and previous state-of-the-art learned codecs
as well as the VTM-18.0 codec are shown on Figure2.
The quantitative comparisons are presented in terms of peak-
signal-to-noise-ratio (PSNR) [20] and bits-per-pixel (bpp)
averaged across all frames from all sequences. It can be
clearly seen that our method indubitably outperforms other
learned frameworks except we achieve comparable results
with the latest state-of-the-art codec [14]. We also checked
our performance on MCL-JCV dataset [21] and confirmed
that our model generalizes well on a diverse set of videos.
RD points and curves are available on the project web page.

The average BD-BR improvements vs. the VTM-18.0 en-
coder over the 7 UVG sequences are presented on the right
hand side of Figure3. On average, our model without content-
adaptation is on par with the [14] and some improvement
can be observed when we perform content-adaptive inference.
Figure3 also shows results for individual sequences Beauty,
Honeybee, and YatchRide. On the Honeybee sequence, which
contains occluded regions, our performance significantly ex-
ceeds that of the state of the art learned sequential coding
model [14] underlining the power of bi-directional compres-
sion. Indeed, for all the sequences except Jockey and Ready,
which contain fast and complex motions, our method achieves
superior results compared to [14] and our results are better or
on par with the VTM-18.0.

Fig. 3: Average percent BD-BR improvements (RGB bpp) for
the proposed model and JL ACMMM22 [14] vs. the anchor
VTM 18.0 encoder (RA IP16) on the UVG sequences.

4.4. Ablation: Content Adaptation vs. No adaptation
In Figure3, we present both content-adaptive and non-adaptive
inference results. Our results reveal that content-adaptation
provides better performance. However, the benefits of con-
tent adaptation may vary depending on the complexity of the
motion in the video. In our experiments, we observed that
content adaptation was particularly effective for sequences
with complex motion patterns that were not well-represented
in our training data. For such cases, our method was able
to achieve significant gains in BD-BR, indicating that con-
tent adaptation can help bridge the gap between training and
test data distributions. On the other hand, for sequences that
were already well-represented in our training data and had
simple motion patterns, the gains from content adaptation
were smaller, but still noticeable. This suggests that content
adaptation can be a useful tool for improving video compres-
sion in a wide range of scenarios, particularly for challenging
sequences that may not be adequately captured by existing
compression techniques.

5. CONCLUSION

We propose an end-to-end optimized multi-scale deformable
alignment and conditional coding framework that is trained
once to operate at multiple bitrates. We also applied online
encoder updating strategy for content-adaptive optimization
during inference. The resulting model yields superior R-D
performance in terms of PSNR vs. RGB bits-per-pixel.

Our model provides improvements by employing de-
formable alignment and conditional coding at multiple res-
olutions while supporting variable rate coding via a single
trained model. We also investigated online encoder optimiza-
tion strategy and found that it brings noticeable performance
improvements especially for complex sequences.

We plan to further investigate better modeling of complex
motions as future work.
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