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Abstract. Image compression for machine and human vision (ICMH)
has gained increasing attention in recent years. Existing ICMH methods
are limited by high training and storage overheads due to heavy design
of task-specific networks. To address this issue, in this paper, we develop
a novel lightweight adapter-based tuning framework for ICMH, named
Adapt-ICMH, that better balances task performance and bitrates with
reduced overheads. We propose a spatial-frequency modulation adapter
(SFMA) that simultaneously eliminates non-semantic redundancy with a
spatial modulation adapter, and enhances task-relevant frequency com-
ponents and suppresses task-irrelevant frequency components with a fre-
quency modulation adapter. The proposed adapter is plug-and-play and
compatible with almost all existing learned image compression models
without compromising the performance of pre-trained models. Experi-
ments demonstrate that Adapt-ICMH consistently outperforms existing
ICMH frameworks on various machine vision tasks with fewer fine-tuned
parameters and reduced computational complexity. Code will be released
at https://github.com/qingshi9974/ECCV2024-AdpatICMH.
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1 Introduction

The booming of computer vision [19, 28, 29, 49, 59, 64, 67, 73] raises the demands
for excessive images serving machine vision systems and accomplishing tasks
such as classification, detection, segmentation. In practice, images from users
have to be compressed and transmitted to exploit the off-the-shelf recognition
models deployed in the cloud. However, compression directly using existing image
codecs, especially learned image compression (LIC) models [4, 5, 38, 45, 53, 54,
76] optimized for human vision, could cause the loss of semantic information
contained in images and dramatically reduce the accuracy of downstream tasks.
To meet the demands of both machine and human vision systems, unified codecs
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Fig. 1: Left: our adapter-based tuning framework. Right: Rate-accuracy performance
comparison on classification for ImageNet-val [18]. We compare our methods (Ours-n
indicates n middle dimensions for SFMA) with full fine-tuning, TransTIC [12], ICMH-
Net [47], and channel selection [44]. BD-accuracy is computed by replacing the PSNR
in BD-PSNR [7] with top-1 accuracy and setting the base codec of TIC [50] as the
anchor. The size of circles indicates GFLOPs for inference during encoding.

to achieve image compression for machine and human vision (ICMH) have been
explored [1, 12,15,17,22,25,42–44,46,47,69].

A multi-task pipeline has been built for ICMH in [1, 15, 17], where a task-
agnostic encoder and multiple task-specific decoders are jointly trained from
scratch for human vision and multiple machine vision tasks. However, the multi-
task pipeline results in degraded rate-distortion (R-D) performance for human
vision and is restricted in adapting to newly coming machine vision tasks.

Since LIC models are usually fitted to the distributions of natural images [36,
52], recent works [12,25,43,44,47] tend to adopt a tuning framework that adapts
a pre-trained image codec optimized for human vision (called base codec) to
diverse machine vision tasks without sacrificing R-D performance. This pipeline
enables ICMH by training only a lightweight module specifically for the ma-
chine vision task, while freezing the base codec parameters for sharing across
human and machine vision. In ICMH-Net [47], a spatial-channel mask genera-
tor is trained to determine a subset of quantized latent for a specific machine
vision task. Liu et al. [12] utilized visual prompt tuning [33] to transfer the
transformer-based base codec [50] to machine vision tasks. Unfortunately, these
methods suffer from evidently degraded performance compared to codecs fully
fine-tuned for machine vision tasks. Besides, they introduce significant over-
heads of computational and model complexity to the base codec due to their
task-specific designs. It remains a challenge to achieve efficient fine-tuning of
pre-trained human vision-oriented image codecs on machine vision tasks.

In this paper, we consider the fact hat almost all spatial and frequency com-
ponents of an image are exploited by the base codec to improve the visual qual-
ity for human vision but could be redundant for machine vision tasks. We are
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thereby motivated to modulate the intermediate feature of the base codec in both
spatial and frequency domains such that the redundancy in the latent represen-
tation can be reduced and the reconstructed image can be efficiently adapted to
various machine vision tasks.

To this end, we propose a play-and-plug module of spatial-frequency modula-
tion adapter (SFMA) to better balance the machine vision task performance and
transmission cost. Specifically, the proposed SFMA consists of two parallel sub-
modules, i.e., a spatial modulation adapter (SMA) that eliminates non-semantic
redundancies in the spatial domain and a frequency modulation adapter (FMA)
that amplifies the frequency components that contribute more to the machine
vision task (e.g., high-frequency components are more crucial for segmentation)
and suppresses the redundant frequency components. Furthermore, we develop
an adapter-based tuning framework for ICHM, named Adapt-ICMH, by plug-
ging the proposed SFMA into both the encoder and decoder of the base codec,
as depicted in Fig. 1. It should be noted that, different from [12] that can only
adapt the transformer-based base codec, Adapt-ICMH is architecture-agnostic
such that it is compatible with almost all existing LIC models for adaptation to
various machine vision tasks. In summary, our contributions include:

– We propose a spatial-frequency modulation adapter (SFMA) to efficiently
update the intermediate feature and better balance the performance and
bitrates for diverse machine vision tasks.

– Based on SFMA, we develop a novel tuning framework named Adapt-ICMH
to achieve image coding for machine and human vision with a shared base
codec, significantly reducing the training and storage overhead.

– Our SFMA is plug-and-play, which could be incorporated with all existing
LIC models to achieve ICMH. Experiments show that our method consis-
tently outperforms other ICMH methods in various machine vision tasks
with even reduced model and computational complexity.

2 Related Work

Learned Image Compression (LIC) has attracted wide attention due to
its superior rate-distortion (R-D) performance. Research in LIC can be cate-
gorized into two main paths. The first focuses on enhancing the nonlinear trans-
forms [2], evolving from convolutional neural networks (CNN)-based [4,5,53,54]
to attention-based transforms [14], and more recently, transformer-based trans-
forms [38,45,50,76]. The second path involves designing more powerful entropy
models. Prior works [4, 5] proposed factorized and hyperprior models, while re-
cent efforts [35,53,54,58] tend to introduce spatial or channel-wise autoregression
in the entropy model. However, these methods focus solely on the human visual
quality of the decoded image, while ignoring the application in downstream ma-
chine vision tasks.
Image Compression for Machine and Human Vision (ICMH) has become
a hot topic in recent years due to the growing number of images that need to
be processed for various machine vision tasks, such as classification [18,29,32] ,
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detection [10,26,75], segmentation [28,61,63,74] and pose estimation [9,39,40,64].
One straight way is to fully fine-tune the base codec on machine vision tasks.
However, this requires storing and deploying a separate copy of the entire codec
network for each individual task, which severely hampers practical applicability.

Earlier works [1, 15, 17, 44] presented a multi-task pipeline to unify the im-
age coding for machine and human vision. However, it still requires multiple
task-specific decoders, leading to increased storage overhead. In addition, the
entire network must be trained from scratch, resulting in significant training
overhead and impeding the adaptation to newly coming machine vision tasks.
To address this problem, Chen et al. [12] proposed to leverage the pre-trained
human vision-oriented base codec and train an extra spatial-channel mask gen-
erator to transmit a subset of latent for machine vision task. Unfortunately, it
cannot be easily extended to autoregression-based entropy models [53, 54] and
fails to achieve adaptation of the nonlinear transforms. Liu et al. [47] proposed
a prompt-based tuning framework that introduces prompts in the transformer-
based nonlinear transforms for machine vision. However, it cannot be compatible
with the mainstream CNN-based LIC methods [4, 5, 14] and the performance is
still highly inferior to full fine-tuning. In contrast, our framework generalizes to
almost all existing LIC models with different nonlinear transforms and entropy
models and achieves comparable rate-accuracy performance compared to full
fine-tuning. See Appendix B for more discussions about ICMH.
Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT) has been extensively studied for
NLP [27, 31, 37, 48, 56, 57]. It can effectively fine-tune a pre-trained large-scale
model on downstream tasks or datasets with the major model frozen. With the
advent of vision transformers [10,20,49], researchers have applied PEFT tools to
machine vision tasks, including prompt tuning [33,34], adapters [11,13,66], and
LoRA [30]. In the field of learned image compression, Feng et al. [24] first intro-
duced prompts for machine-oriented image coding, while Liu et al. [12] further
explored the application of prompt-tuning for ICMH. [51, 60, 65] transmitted
the parameters of additional adapters for content-adaptive optimization [8, 36]
to improve the human visual quality of the decoded image, which is completely
different from ours in terms of methodology and application scenarios. In ad-
dition, naive adapters [11, 31, 43] update the feature without considering the
transmission cost of different underlying frequencies and spatial components of
the image, which is vital for ICMH. In our paper, we propose a novel spatial-
frequency modulation adapter specifically for ICHM to address this limitation.

3 Methods

3.1 Empirical Findings by Full Fine-tuning

We first conduct a simple experiment to highlight the key insight of this paper:
image compression for machine vision tends to prioritize transmitting distinct
spatial and frequency information compared to human vision. This preference
also varies across specific machine vision tasks.
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Base Codec Classification Detection SegmentationInput Image

Human Vision Machine Vision

Fig. 2: Visualization of the bit allocation maps (first row) and power spectral density
maps (second row) of the latent ŷ. The left part shows the raw input image. Each
column of the right part corresponds to a codec for each task, including the base
codec for human vision and three fine-tuned codecs for machine vision tasks. The bit
allocation map is computed by averaging the negative log-likelihood (i.e., − log2 p(ŷ))
across channels. The power spectral density map is computed by applying the Fast
Fourier Transform (FFT) to ŷ with a shift operation to center the zero frequency
component, and then averaging its absolute value across channels.

Taking the pre-trained mean-scale hyperprior4 model [53] optimized for hu-
man vision as the base codec, we fully fine-tune5 it on three different machine
vision tasks, including classification, object detection, and instance segmenta-
tion. Then, we feed the same image to the base codec and three fine-tuned
codecs, respectively. The bit allocation map and power spectral density map of
latent ŷ for each codec are shown in Fig. 2.

From the bit allocation map, we can see that the base codec consumes more
bitrates in the complex background region, while the codecs that are fully fine-
tuned on machine tasks pay more attention to the semantic object. In addition,
we can see from the power spectral density maps that the base codec tends to en-
code frequency components as many as possible to achieve higher visual quality.
However, many of these frequency components are redundant for machine vi-
sion. For example, instance segmentation prefers more mid- and high-frequency
components for accurate edge and contour reconstruction, while low- and mid-
frequency components are sufficient for simpler tasks (e.g., classification).

These observations confirm that image compression has different spatial and
frequency domain preferences for different tasks. However, fully fine-tuning the
base codec on different machine vision tasks is costly in terms of training time
and memory. Thus, in this paper, we propose a spatial-frequency modulation
adapter to conduct efficient fine-tuning, and effectively reduce the redundancies
in both spatial and frequency domains for machine vision tasks.
4 We use the pre-trained model (named mbt2018-mean) offered by CompressAI [6].
5 We use loss function (1) to conduct the full fine-tuning.
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3.2 Framework Overview
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Fig. 3: Overview of our proposed Adapt-ICMH framework. Multiple spatial-frequency
modulation adapters (SFMA) are plugged into the encoder ga and decoder gs of the
base codec for feature adaptation. During the adaptation to the machine vision task,
the base codec is frozen and only these adapters are trainable. For briefness, we do not
illustrate the specific architecture of the encoder, decoder stage, and entropy model,
as it depends on the specific base codec. Please see Appendix E for the detailed archi-
tecture.

Our compression framework Adapt-ICMH, shown in Fig. 3, is designed to
adapt the existing learned image compression model that is optimized for human
vision (i.e., base codec) to downstream machine vision tasks. To this end, we
propose the Spatial-Frequency Modulation Adapter (SFMA), a plug-and-play
bottleneck module, which is plugged into the encoder ga and decoder gs of the
base codec for feature adaptation.

During the adaptation stage, the weights of the base codec (blue part) are
loaded from the pre-trained checkpoint and kept frozen. Therefore, we only op-
timize the added adapters (red part) for specific machine vision tasks with the
following loss function:

L = R+ λ · D(x, x̂;G), (1)

where R denotes the overall estimated bitrates, D calculates the task-specific
perceptual distortion between raw image x and reconstructed image x̂ with an
off-the-shelf recognition model G (e.g., Faster RCNN [59] for object detection).
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λ is a trade-off term to balance the task performance and bitrates. Please refer
to Appendix C for more details about loss function.

After adaptation, we can only modify the weights of lightweight adapters
for different machine vision tasks, while keeping the parameters of the base
codec unchanged. If an image needs to be compressed for human vision, we can
directly remove the adapters to obtain the original base codec, so that the R-D
performance for human vision is not affected. In this way, a single base codec
model can be used for both human vision and multiple machine vision tasks.

3.3 Spatial-Frequency Modulation Adapter

The proposed Spatial-Frequency Modulation Adapter (SFMA) consists of a Spa-
tial Modulation Adapter (SMA) and a Frequency Modulation Adapter (FMA),
which are configured in a parallel way. As shown in Fig. 3, the encoder ga of base
codec generally consists of four stages, denoted by ga = ga1◦ga2◦ga3◦ga4. Given
the input image x ∈ R3×H×W , where H ×W is the spatial resolution, we define
the output feature of the j-th intermediate stage of ga as xj ∈ RCj×Hj×Wj ,
where Cj is the number of channels, Hj = H/2j , Wj = W/2j , and j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
Supposing that the SFMA plugged after the j-th encoder stage is denoted by
SFMAj , we can obtain the adapted feature x̃j by aggregating original input
feature xj with the adapted component. The process can be defined as follows:

x̃j = SFMAj(xj)

= xj + FMAj(xj) + SMAj(xj)︸ ︷︷ ︸
adapted component

, (2)

where FMAj and SMAj denote the j-th frequency and spatial modulation adapter,
respectively. The process of the adapter for decoder gs can be derived similarly.
Frequency Modulation Adapter. Our frequency modulation adapter (FMA)
is designed to adapt the feature in the frequency domain. By this modula-
tion operation, we can eliminate frequency redundancies and amplify the im-
portant frequency components for machine vision tasks. Specifically, the input
xj ∈ RCj×Hj×Wj firstly be down-projected to a bottleneck middle dimension
Ĉ (Ĉ ≤ Cj) by a linear layer W f

down ∈ RCj×Ĉ and then be transformed into
frequency domain by fast Fourier transform (FFT), obtaining the middle feature
xf
j . Subsequently, we generate a frequency modulation matrix mf

j and then use
Hadamard product to calculate the modulated result x̄f

j . Finally, x̄f
j is inversely

transformed using inverse FFT (IFFT) and up-projected by another linear layer
W f

up ∈ RĈ×Cj . The overall process of FMA can be formulated as follows:

xf
j =F(xj ·W f

down),

mf
j =σ(DW-Conv3×3(x

f
j)) ·W f

middle,

x̄f
j =xf

j ⊙ σ(mf
j),

x̃f
j =F−1(x̄f

j) ·W f
up

(3)
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where σ denotes ReLU [55], DW-Conv3×3 denotes depth-wise convolution [16]
with kernel size 3 × 3, W f

middle ∈ RĈ×Ĉ is a linear layer, ⊙ denotes Hadamard
product, and F(·) and F−1(·) denote the FFT and IFFT, respectively.
Spatial Modulation Adapter. Our spatial modulation adapter (SMA) is de-
signed to adapt features in the spatial domain, thus guiding the codec to focus
more on the semantic region and reduce the spatial redundancies in the back-
ground. Similarly, the input xj ∈ RCj×Hj×Wj is first down-projected to a bot-
tleneck middle dimension Ĉ by a linear layer W s

down1 ∈ RCj×Ĉ , obtaining the
middle feature xs

j . Then, we produce the spatial modulation matrix ms
j by feed-

ing xj to another down-projection linear layer W s
down2 ∈ RCj×Ĉ followed by a

5× 5 depth-wise convolution layer. We then apply an up-projection linear layer
W s

up ∈ RĈ×Cj to the modulated feature to get the spatial adapted result. The
overall process of SMA can be formulated as follows:

xs
j =xj ·W s

down1,

ms
j =DW-Conv5×5(x

s
j ·W s

down2),

x̄s
j =xs

j ⊙ σ(ms
j),

x̃s
j =x̄s

j ·W s
up,

(4)

4 Experiments

4.1 Training Details and Datasets.

To demonstrate the generalization ability of our framework, we adopt three main-
stream LIC methods, i.e., stacked convolution-based [53], residual network-based
[14], and transformer-based [50] image compression model. We use their pre-
trained models from CompressAI [6] library as base codes, denoted by mbt2018-
mean, cheng2020-anchor and Lu2022-TIC, respectively. For benchmark machine
vision tasks, we evaluate our framework on classification, object detection, and
instance segmentation, respectively. By freezing these base codecs pre-trained for
human vision, we then train our SFMAs using the task-specific loss of Eq. (1)
with the bottleneck middle dimension Ĉ set to 64. Specifically, we train the clas-
sification task on ImageNet-train dataset [18] for 8 epochs with a batch size of 16,
and train the object detection and instance segmentation tasks on COCO2017-
train dataset [41] both for 40 epochs with a batch size of 8. The images are
randomly cropped and resized to 256× 256 for training all tasks. For the calcu-
lation of task-specific perceptual distortion term in the Eq. (1), we follow [12] to
use the pre-trained ResNet50 [29], Faster R-CNN [59] and Mask R-CNN [28] for
classification, object detection, and instance segmentation, respectively. More
training details are included in Appendix C.

4.2 Evaluation

We follow the setting of [12] to evaluate the performance of our method. Specifi-
cally, we use bits per pixel (BPP) to evaluate bitrates for compression. For image
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classification, the evaluations are conducted on the ImageNet-val dataset [18] and
images are resized and center cropped to 256 × 256. We adopt the pre-trained
ResNet50 from torchvision library as the off-the-shelf recognition model and use
top-1 accuracy as the quality metric. For objection detection and instance seg-
mentation, the evaluations are both done on the COCO2017-val dataset [41] by
using the pre-trained Faster R-CNN and Mask R-CNN from detectron2 library
as the off-the-shelf recognition model, respectively. The test images are resized
to 800 pixels for the short side and we use mean average precision (mAP) with
an Intersection of Union (IoU) threshold of 0.5 as the quality metric.

4.3 Rate-Accuracy Comparison

We compare the rate-accuracy performance of our methods with the state-of-the-
art (SOTA) methods6, including TransTIC [12], ICMH-Net [47], and channel
selection [44]. Note that our method has an equal R-D performance for human
vision with these methods, since we all adopt the pre-trained image codec as
base codec and freeze it. We also evaluate the rate-accuracy performance of the
base codec and further full fine-tuning it on machine vision tasks end-to-end.

The rate-accuracy curves for competing methods are shown Fig. 4. In addi-
tion, we also summarize the average bitrates savings, accuracy improvements,
and the trainable parameters count of different methods in Tab. 1. Specifi-
cally, we report the BD-rate [7] results to quantify the average bitrates sav-
ings with equal task accuracy, we also follow [12] to report BD-acc/BD-mAP
results to measure the average task accuracy improvements with equal bitrates.
BD-acc/BD-mAP is calculated by replacing the PSNR in BD-PSNR with top-1
accuracy/mAP.

From the results of Fig. 4 and Tab. 1, we can observe that (1) our method
consistently achieves excellent performance across all three machine vision tasks
and outperforms [12, 44, 47], the superiority is more significant on the classifi-
cation task; (2) Our method demonstrates strong generalization ability as it
can effectively generalize to three different base codecs, despite their varying
architectures of nonlinear transforms (i.e., ga and gs) and entropy models. (3)
our method achieve comparable or even superior performance to full fine-tuning.
However, full fine-tuning requires storing and deploying a separate copy of the
entire codec for each task, significantly increasing training and storage overhead
and severely hindering practical applicability. (4) our method requires fewer
trainable parameters (i.e., about 1 ∼ 5% of the number of parameters of the
base codec) compared to other tuning-based methods (i.e., about 1 ∼ 5% of
the number of parameters of the base codec), which demonstrates the param-
eter efficiency of our method. For the application on larger transformer-based
image codecs [38,45,76], see Appendix H. For the comparison of computational
complexity, see Appendix G.

6 Since ICMH-Net [47] and channel selection [44] are not open source and use different
recognition models and test datasets than ours, we reproduce them with the same
training settings as ours. See Appendix D for more details.
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• !c

(a) Lu2022-TIC model [50] as base codec

cheng2020

(b) Cheng2020-anchor model [14] as base codec

(c) mbt2018-mean model [53] as base codec

Fig. 4: Rate-Accuracy performance comparison under different machine vision tasks
and different base codecs.

4.4 Ablation study

We conduct ablation studies to investigate how each design in our SFMA influ-
ences the overall performance. Without loss of generality, we use the pre-trained
mbt2018-mean as the base codec for convenience.
Effect on the architecture of SFMA. We first explore the impact of the
architecture of SFMA on performance by conducting experiments with various
variants of SFMA, as summarized in Fig. 5. (a) Proposed SFMA: The de-
fault configuration of SFMA. (b) SMA-only: The FMA branch is removed,
retaining only the SMA branch. (c) FMA-only: The SMA branch is removed,
retaining only the FMA branch. (d) FMA-SMA-sequential: FMA and SMA
are organized sequentially, where SMA is followed by FMA. (e) SMA-FMA-
sequential: FMA and SMA are organized sequentially, where FMA is followed
by SMA. (f) SMA-SMA-parallel: two SMAs are configured in parallel.
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Table 1: Comparison of rate-accuracy performance and the number of trainable pa-
rameters under different machine vision tasks and different base codecs. BD-rate, BD-
acc, BD-mAP are used to quantitatively measure the rate-accuracy performance with
the base codec as anchor, respectively. Arrows indicate whether lower is better (↓) or
higher is better (↑). (-) indicates the BD-rate can not be computed.

Method Classification Detection Segmentation Trainable
BD-rate↓ BD-acc↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ Params ↓(M)

Lu2022-TIC
full fine-tuning - 17.68 -73.94% 4.51 -67.98% 3.76 7.51(100%)
TransTIC [12] -58.32% 9.96 -46.30% 2.77 -46.41% 2.70 1.61(21.4%)
ICMH-Net [47] -18.75% 3.36 -9.07% 0.63 -10.77% 0.65 3.98(53.0%)
channel selection [44] -37.17% 6.28 6.84% -0.55 16.51% -0.94 0.91(12.1%)
Ours -88.57% 16.90 -55.14% 3.55 -52.40% 3.21 0.28(3.7%)

Cheng2020-anchor
full fine-tuning - 21.04 -59.20% 4.69 -76.03% 3.86 26.60(100%)
ICMH-Net [47] -47.46% 10.4 -8.81% 0.53 -12.18% 0.74 4.43(16.6%)
channel selection [44] -41.58% 8.77 -11.66% 0.73 5.22% 0.22 1.34(4.8%)
Ours -87.56% 20.27 -49.34% 3.13 -59.90% 3.48 0.41(1.5%)

mbt2018-mean
full fine-tuning -79.92% 17.97 -60.87% 3.87 -56.64% 3.28 7.03(100%)
ICMH-Net [47] -15.99% 3.55 -6.02% 0.39 -4.97% 0.31 3.98(56.6%)
channel selection [44] -41.30% 9.90 -23.07% 1.52 -15.09% 1.05 0.91(12.9%)
Ours -82.00% 18.71 -56.17% 3.84 -52.65% 3.17 0.28(4.1%)

FMA

SMA

FMA

SMA

SMA

SMA

FMA SMA SMA FMA

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f)

Fig. 5: Different variants of SFMA: (a) Proposed SFMA. (b) SMA-only.(c) FMA-only.
(d) FMA-SMA-sequential. (e) SMA-FMA-sequential. (f) SMA-SMA-parallel.

The results are shown in Tab. 2. We can observe that (1) removing either
SMA or FMA leads to performance degradation, and FMA plays a more impor-
tant role than SMA in the adaptation process, showing the superiority of fre-
quency domain adaptation. (2) parallel configuration outperforms the sequential
configuration. (3) barely replicating SMA has more trainable parameters com-
pared to our SFMA, but leads to a performance degradation. This shows that
the improvement of our SFMA is not only due to an overall increase in model
capacity but rather to its specific structure.
Effect on the position of SFMA. We then investigate the impact of the
position to plug the SFMA. The results are shown in the Table 3. From shallow
to deep, we first plug SFMA after different stages of encoder ga and decoder
gs. We observe that the SFMA at the shallow layer can benefit more for the
rate-accuracy performance, i.e., plugging SFMA after stage1 of ga and gs can
achieve 69.54% bitrates savings for classification compared to the base codec,
while plugging SFMA after stage3 of ga and gs can only achieve 64.76% bitrates
savings. In addition, employing more SFMA can bring further benefits.
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Table 2: Ablations on different variants of SFMA

Method Classification Detection Segmentation Params
BD-rate↓ BD-acc↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ (M)

(a) -82.00% 18.71 -56.17% 3.84 -52.65% 3.17 0.28
(b) -73.82% 16.30 -51.94% 3.61 -48.16% 2.92 0.16
(c) -77.40% 17.29 -52.86% 3.32 -49.58% 2.90 0.12
(d) -80.49% 18.67 -56.87% 3.81 -51.79% 3.14 0.28
(e) -83.31% 18.50 -53.77% 3.79 -51.28% 3.02 0.28
(f) -79.63% 17.59 -54.91% 3.62 -50.96% 3.04 0.32

Table 3: Ablations on the position of SFMA.

Stage
ga gs

Classification Detection Segmentation Params
1 2 3 BD-rate↓ BD-acc↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ (M)
✓ ✓ ✓ -69.54% 15.95 -50.72% 3.39 -48.27% 2.92 0.09

✓ ✓ ✓ -69.00% 15.69 -49.96% 3.24 -46.40% 2.82 0.09
✓ ✓ ✓ -64.76% 13.29 -50.08% 3.17 -39.98% 2.43 0.09

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ -82.00% 18.71 -56.17% 3.84 -52.65% 3.17 0.28
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ -64.75% 13.28 -38.84% 2.88 -38.67% 2.28 0.14
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ -61.87% 12.40 -44.05% 3.01 -40.43% 2.66 0.14

Then, we observe that SFMAs are indispensable at both the encoder and
decoder side, such that removing either would lead to a significant degradation
in performance. SFMA in the encoder tends to reduce redundancies in the feature
for machine vision tasks. SFMA in the decoder tends to adapt the feature so that
the reconstructed image is more suitable for downstream tasks.
Effect on the middle dimension Ĉ. Tab. 4 reports how middle dimension
Ĉ impacts the rate-accuracy performance and complexity of SFMA. The results
show that enlarging the middle dimension from 1 to 128 can boost performance
while leading to a higher training complexity. Thus, we set Ĉ to 64 to make a
better trade-off between performance and complexity.

4.5 Qualitative Results

Fig. 6 shows the qualitative results of our Adapt-ICMH and other methods
for instance segmentation. Our approach achieves superior segmentation results

Table 4: Ablations on the middle dimension Ĉ of SFMA.

Ĉ
Classification Detection Segmentation Params

BD-rate↓ BD-acc↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ (M)
1 -60.41% 12.58 -48.58% 2.93 -45.24% 2.40 0.005
32 -78.74% 17.52 -53.61% 3.53 -48.50% 2.92 0.14
64 -82.00% 18.71 -56.17% 3.84 -52.65% 3.17 0.28
128 -83.61% 19.50 -63.28% 4.11 -60.50% 3.76 0.62
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Fig. 6: Qualitative comparison of our Adapt-ICMH with other ICMH methods. First
row: The original image and decoded image of each method. We show the decoded
images for machine vision of three ICMH methods (left). Second row: The instance
segmentation results of each image. Third row: The log power spectral density maps
of each image. Bottom row: The bit allocation maps for ŷ of each method.

with a lower bitrate (0.147bpp). In comparison to other methods, Adapt-ICMH
effectively minimizes the bitrates of the background while enhancing the high-
frequency edge details of the semantic object. We also observe that our method’s
decoded image for machine vision exhibits some distortion in terms of overall
chromaticity and brightness. However, these low-frequency distortions do not
affect the segmentation result, which supports the goal of our SFMA.

4.6 Towards scalable coding for machine and human vision.

Scalable coding for machine and human vision is of practical significance to
adapt the transmission among diverse demands. The framework of Fig 3, followed
by [12,44], is designed to produce a single bitstream tailored for each individual
task. However, our proposed SFMA can also benefit existing scalable coding
methods to achieve better scalable coding performance for machine and human
vision. To demonstrate it, we integrate our SFMA and the spatial-channel mask
generator proposed by ICMH-Net [47] with the base codec. Specifically, we only



14 H. Li et al.

Original Base codec ICMH-Net ICMH-Net + SFMA

Fo
r h

um
an

 v
isi

on
Fo

r d
et

ec
>o

n

0.112bpp / 31.88db 0.112bpp / 31.88db 0.112bpp / 31.88db

0.109bpp0.112bpp 0.097bpp

(a) (b)

Fig. 7: Quantitative and qualitative comparison of each method for the object detec-
tion task. Pre-trained mbt2018-mean [53] is used as the base codec. We present the
bpp/PSNR results for the decoded image for human vision and the bpp results for the
decoded image for the detection task.

plug our SFMA into the decoder gs and utilize spatial-channel mask generator
to produce two bitstreams, the truncated one is decoded by the gs with SFMAs
to reconstruct image for machine vision task, while the full bitstream is decoded
by the gs without SFMAs to reconstruct image for human vision. See Appendix
F for detailed network architecture for scalable coding.

Fig. 7 show the comparison of rate-accuracy performance and qualitative
results. It demonstrates the superior performance of our SFMA, which signifi-
cantly improves the rate-accuracy performance of ICMH-Net. Note that we do
not alter the base codec, so the visual quality of the image reconstructed from
the full bitstream is the same as the base codec.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we develop a novel adapter-based tuning framework for ICMH,
named Adapt-ICMH. Specifically, we fine-tune the pre-trained image codec op-
timized for human vision on multiple machine vision tasks, which is achieved
by the proposed spatial-frequency modulation adapter (SFMA). Our SFMA can
efficiently reduce the latent redundancies in both spatial and frequency domains,
and effectively adapt the decoded image for downstream machine vision tasks.
Our method is plug-and-play and compatible with all existing learned image
compression models. Experiments show that our method consistently outper-
forms other ICMH methods in various machine vision tasks, even with a re-
duced number of trainable parameters and computational complexity. In the
future work, we will extend our work to video coding for machines and humans.
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A Preliminary of Learned Image Compression

Learned image compression model typically consists of two core modules: non-
linear transform and entropy model. The nonlinear transform including analysis
transform (i.e., encoder, ga) and synthesis transform (i.e., decoder, gs). Given
the raw image x, the encoder ga(·) maps it to the latent representation y. Then,
quantization operator Q(·) discretizes y to ŷ. Finally, the reconstructed image
x̂ is obtained by feeding the quantized latent ŷ to the synthesis transform gs(·).
This process can be formulated as follows:

y = ga(x;θa), (5)
ŷ = Q(y), (6)
x̂ = gs(ŷ;θs), (7)

where θa and θs are the trainable parameters of encoder and decoder, respec-
tively. To encode ŷ losslessly, the entropy model with side information ẑ is used
to model each element of ŷ as a Gaussian distribution with the predicted pa-
rameters of mean µ and scale σ:

pŷ|ẑ(ŷ|ẑ) = N (µ,σ2), (8)

Then, we can calculate the bitrates by:

R = − log2 pŷ|ẑ(ŷ|ẑ)− log2 pẑ(ẑ). (9)

If the decoded image x̂ is reconstructed for human vision, we usually mea-
sure its visual quality by calculating the mean square error over the raw image.
However, this metric is not suitable when the image is reconstructed for ma-
chine vision. In this paper, we adopt the perceptual distortion loss to optimize
the adpaters for better task performance.

B More Discussion about ICMH

We further discuss the differences and advantages of our approach over existing
methods across various frameworks in detail.
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Scalable coding framework Earlier work [15,46,47,69] achieves scalable cod-
ing for human and machine vision. Choi et al. [15] adopts a mutli-task pipeline
that needs to jointly train the whole codec (i.e., one encoder and multiple task-
specific decoders) from scratch. Despite its superior performance on machine
vision tasks, the multi-task pipeline dramatically degrades the R-D performance
on human vision (about 1dB degradation in PSNR compared to optimizing only
for human vision). In addition, training from scratch also brings huge training
overhead and is restricted in adapting to newly coming machine vision tasks.
In contrast, our Adapt-ICMH efficiently fine-tune the pre-trained human vision-
oriented image codecs on machine vision without compromising the R-D perfor-
mance of the original codec.

ICMH-Net [47], also based on the pre-trained image codec, selects partial
quantized latent as the base bitstream for specific machine vision task. It does
not sacrifice the R-D performance since the pre-trained image codec is frozen.
However, the machine vision performance is unsatisfactory due to the use of
a binary mask generated by Gumbel-Softmax to filter redundant latent, which
is suboptimal and difficult to optimize stably. In contrast, our SFMA achieves
latent adaptation through spatial-frequency modulation rather than simple spa-
tial selection. Additionally, we have demonstrated the importance of updating
shallow latent, while ICMH-Net only adapts the deepest latent.

Although our original framework wasn’t specifically tailored for scalable cod-
ing, our SFMA can still integrate with scalable coding frameworks (e.g., ICMH-
Net) to significantly improve their rate-accuracy performance.

Single bitstream framework. [12, 22, 25, 44] produce single bitstreams for
each individual task and our framework also belongs to this category. Feng et
al. [22] uses the group mask generated by the pre-analysis recognition models
(e.g., detection and segmentation models) to implement ROI coding for machine
tasks. But it’s not practical to deploy so many pre-analysis models at encoder
side (usually user side). Liu et al. [44] performs channel selection and produces
individual bitstreams for each specific machine task, but it also requires task-
specific decoder. Chen et al. [12] transfers the transformer-based image codec
from human vision to machine vision by visual prompt tuning, but it fails to
be compatible with CNN-based image codecs, and brings significant additional
computational complexity. In contrast, our proposed SFMA is lightweight and
compatible with almost all the existing LIC models with the original image codec
shared across human and machine vision.

generalized bitstream framework. There are also works [1,23,24] that uses
a single bitstreams for multiple tasks. Feng et al. [23] learns a compressed om-
nipotent feature for multiple machine vision tasks. Bai et al. [1] jointly optimizes
the quantized latent for human perception and classification task. However, it’s
still challenge to trade-off between multiple tasks and find a optimal solution.
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C Details of Training Setting

Task-specific Perceptual Distortion Loss. In Eq.(1) of our main paper,
we use the task-specific perceptual distortion loss D to optimize our SFMAs
for machine vision tasks, allowing us to train the task-specific module without
accessing the task-related label.

Specifically, we follow [12] to use pre-trained ResNet507 [29], Faster RCNN8 [59],
and Mask RCNN9 [28] as the off-the-shelf recognition model for classification, ob-
ject detection, and instance segmentation, respectively. Fig. 8 shows the network
architectures of ResNet50-based Feature Pyramid Network (FPN), which is the
backbone network of Faster RCNN [59] and Mask RCNN [28].

𝑃!

𝑃"𝑃#𝑃$𝑃%

𝐹#𝐹$𝐹%𝐹&

ResNet50 ResNet50-FPN

Fig. 8: Network architecture of
ResNet50-FPN.

In particular, we take the features output
by ResNet50 (i.e., F1, F2, F3, and F4) to
evaluate the perceptual loss for classifica-
tion task:

D(x, x̂,G) = 1

4

4∑
j=1

MSE (Fj(x), Fj(x̂)) ,

(10)

where x and x̂ denotes the raw and re-
constructed images, respectively. For ob-
ject detection and instance segmentation
tasks, we take the features output by FPN
(i.e., P2, P3, P4, P5, and P6) to calculate
the perceptual loss:

D(x, x̂,G) = 1

5

6∑
j=2

MSE (Pj(x), Pj(x̂)) . (11)

Hyperparamters of Training Tab. 5 details the training hyperparamters of
our all experiments for different machine tasks. We use NVIDIA GeForce RTX
4090 and Intel Xeon Platinum 8260 to conduct all our experiments.

7 https://download.pytorch.org/models/resnet50-0676ba61.pth
8 https://dl.fbaipublicfiles.com/detectron2/COCO-Detection/faster_rcnn_R_
50_FPN_3x/137849458/model_final_280758.pkl

9 https://dl.fbaipublicfiles.com/detectron2/COCO- InstanceSegmentation/
mask_rcnn_R_50_FPN_3x/137849600/model_final_f10217.pkl

https://download.pytorch.org/models/resnet50-0676ba61.pth
https://dl.fbaipublicfiles.com/detectron2/COCO-Detection/faster_rcnn_R_50_FPN_3x/137849458/model_final_280758.pkl
https://dl.fbaipublicfiles.com/detectron2/COCO-Detection/faster_rcnn_R_50_FPN_3x/137849458/model_final_280758.pkl
https://dl.fbaipublicfiles.com/detectron2/COCO-InstanceSegmentation/mask_rcnn_R_50_FPN_3x/137849600/model_final_f10217.pkl
https://dl.fbaipublicfiles.com/detectron2/COCO-InstanceSegmentation/mask_rcnn_R_50_FPN_3x/137849600/model_final_f10217.pkl
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Table 5: Training hyperparamters for experiments in the main paper.

Classification Detection Segmentation
Optimizer Adam Adam Adam
Batch size 16 8 8

Trade-off term λ [1.8, 3.5, 6.7, 13] [5, 10, 20, 50] [5, 10, 20, 50]
Epochs 5 40 40

Learning rate schedule MultiStepLR - -
Milestones [2, 4] - -

Learning rate decay 0.5 - -
Base learning rate 1e-4 1e-4 1e-4



Adapt-ICMH 19

D Details of Reproduction for Other Methods
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Fig. 9: Architecture of ICMH-Net [47] (left) and channel selection [44] (right).

We have compared our framework with SOTA tuning-based methods [12,
44, 47]. We use the result of TransTIC [12] published in the paper. However,
[47] and [44] used different pre-trained recognition models from us10, we cannot
directly compare our framework with theirs. Since [47] and [44] are not open
source, we reproduce their results by using the same training, evaluation settings,
and dataset as ours. Fig. 9 shows the their sketch of architecture, we set the
temperature parameter of hard version of Gumbel-Softmax to 1 for [44,47].

E Details of Architecture for Different Base Codecs

We illustrate the detailed network architecture for our Adapt-ICMH framework
incorporating different image codec methods in Fig. 10. Note that these image
codecs have different nonlinear transforms and entropy models, but our SFMA
consistently shows the ability to achieve superior rate-accuracy performance for
machine vision tasks, and do not affect the visual quality for human vision of
the base codec. We also include the source of the pre-trained checkpoint of base
codecs in the Tab. 6.

F Details of Scalable Coding Pipeline

We present the framework of scalable coding for machine and human vision in
Fig. 11. Specifically, we only inject the SFMAs in the decoder of base codec
and adopt the mask generator [47] to select the latent to be transmitted for

10 [44] used the Deep Lab V3 for segmentation task. Although [47] claimed that they
used ResNet50 for classification and Faster RCNN for detection, they didn’t disclose
which pre-trained checkpoints they utilized.
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(a) Lu2022-TIC model [50] as base codec. STB denotes the Swin-Transformer
Block [49]. Following [12], we adopt the simplified version of [50] for fair com-
parison.
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(b) Cheng2020-anchor model [14] as base codec. ResBlock denotes the residual
block, \2 ↓ denotes a stride on the first convolution, and \2 ↑ denotes a sub-pixel
upsampling on the last convolution.
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(c) mbt2018-mean model [53] as base codec. GDN denotes the Generalized
Divisive Normalization layer [3].

Fig. 10: Details of network architecture for different base codecs.
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Table 6: Source path of the implementations and pre-trained weights of base codecs

Model Source Path
Lu2022-TIC https://github.com/NYCU-MAPL/TransTIC/tree/master

Cheng2020-anchor https://github.com/InterDigitalInc/CompressAI/tree/master
mbt2018-mean https://github.com/InterDigitalInc/CompressAI/tree/master
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Fig. 11: Our scalable coding framework. The mask generator is proposed by [47] and
we adopt pre-trained mbt2018-mean as base codec.

machine vision. Specifically, the binary spatial-channel mask m̂ is derived by
inputting the entropy parameters µ̂ and σ̂ into the mask generator. Thus, we
obtain the masked quantized latent ŷ1 (i.e., ŷ1 = m̂ ·Q(ŷ)) which is encoded as
the base layer, while the remaining latent is encoded as the enhanced layer. On
the decoder side, the base layer ŷ1 is decoded by the decoder with SFMAs to
obtain the reconstructed image x̂1 for machine vision, while the full latent ŷ2 is
decoded by the decoder without SFMAs to obtain the reconstructed image x̂2

for human vision.
We provide the additional rate-accuracy results on classification and instance

segmentation tasks in Fig. 12. It demonstrates that our proposed SFMA can
significantly benefit existing scalable coding framework, i.e., ICMH-Net [47].

G Analysis on the Computational Complexity

We compare the computational complexity of our framework with others. Tab. 7
shows that our framework only introduces small computational complexity and
the increase on the latency time can be ignored. Although full fine-tuning can
achieve a satisfactory rate-accuracy performance without an increased compu-
tational complexity, it requires to store and deploy a copy of the entire codec.

https://github.com/NYCU-MAPL/TransTIC/tree/master
https://github.com/InterDigitalInc/CompressAI/tree/master
https://github.com/InterDigitalInc/CompressAI/tree/master


22 H. Li et al.

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
bpp

40

45

50

55

60

65

70

75

To
p1

-A
cc

ur
ar

y

Classification on ImageNet Dataset

Uncompressed 
base codec 
ICMH-Net
ICMH-Net+SFMA

(a)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
bpp

28

30

32

34

36

m
AP

Instance Segmentation on COCO2017 Dataset

Uncompressed 
base codec 
ICMH-Net
ICMH-Net+SFMA

(b)

Fig. 12: Rate-accuracy results of classification (left) and instance segmentation (right).

Channel selection [44] can reduce the complexity at the decoder side, since it
uses a lightweight task-specific decoder (shown in Fig. 9) for each machine vision
task. However, it cannot take advantage of the powerful knowledge of the pre-
trained synthesis transform, resulting in degraded rate-accuracy performance in
the complex vision tasks (e.g., detection and segmentation) compared to the
base codec.

Table 7: Comparison on computational complexity evaluated on the ImageNet-val [18]
dataset for classification task. We do not include the computation on the off-the-shelf
recognition model. Ours-n indicates n middle dimensions. The BD-acc is presented for
rate-accuracy performance comparison with the base codec of Lu2022-TIC [50] as the
anchor.

Model
KMACs/pixel Latency (ms) #Trainable

BD-acc ↑
Enc. Dec. Enc. Dec. Params(M)

base codec 142.5 188.5 120.1 35.8 - -
full fine-tuning 142.5 188.5 120.1 35.8 7.51 17.6%
ICMH-Net [47] 159.1 205.1 126.7 43.3 3.98 3.3%
channel selection [44] 142.6 25.1 121.1 10.1 0.91 6.2%
TransTIC [12] 332.0 202.6 146.2 40.2 1.61 9.9%
Ours-32 149.7 195.7 121.7 37.6 0.14 16.4%
Ours-64 157.2 203.2 123.2 40.1 0.28 16.9%
Ours-128 173.4 219.4 124.1 40.9 0.62 17.6%
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H Application on Larger Transformer-based Image
Codecs

We further demonstrate the effectiveness of our framework on larger scale transformer-
based image codecs, including STF [76], TCM [45], and FAT [38]. We conduct
performance comparison with other ICMH frameworks [12, 44], it is noted that
ICMH-Net [47] cannot support the channel-wise autoregression entropy model
used in [38,45,76]. Specifically, we train each methods for one rate-accuracy point
and report the classification results in Tab. 8. We observe that ours method still
outperform other methods with seldom trainable parameters (less than 1% of
the base codec).

Table 8: Classification comparison on ImageNet-val dataset using more large-scale
transformer-based image codecs, including STF [76], TCM [45], and FLIC [38]. Acc.
denotes the top-1 accuracy.

Method Classification Trainable
bpp↓ Acc. ↑ Params ↓(M)

STF [76]
full fine-tuning 0.2559 75.98 99.85(100%)
TransTIC [12] 0.4910 74.51 1.15(1.2%)
channel selection [44] 0.5217 73.21 2.49(2.5%)
Ours 0.3418 75.18 0.26(0.3%)

TCM [45]
full fine-tuning 0.2494 75.83 76.56(100%)
TransTIC [12] 0.4252 75.60 1.30(1.7%)
channel selection [44] 0.4703 73.37 2.73(3.6%)
Ours 0.3273 75.87 0.53(0.7%)

FLIC [38]
full fine-tuning 0.2403 75.93 70.97(100%)
TransTIC [12] 0.3775 75.65 1.22(1.7%)
channel selection [44] 0.4067 73.46 2.73(3.8%)
Ours 0.3274 75.72 0.36(0.5%)

I More Ablation Studies

I.1 Plugging SFMAs into Entropy Model

Our proposed SFMA is designed to fine-tune the nonlinear transform of the
base codec for machine vision task. In this section, we also plug SFMAs into
the entropy model to further explore its effectiveness. Specifically, SFMAs are
plugged into the intermediate layer of hyper encoder ha and hyper decoder hs,
which is similar to the process of SFMA for ga and gs. From Tab. 9 we observe
that further plugging SFMAs into the entropy model cannot bring significant
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performance improvement, but introduces more model complexity. Thus, we
decide to only plug SFMAs into the nonlinear transform. This also demonstrates
that it’s the nonlinear transform rather than the entropy model that is the key
difference between human and machine vision-oriented image compression.

Table 9: Ablations on plugging SFMAs into entropy model

ga, gs ha, hs
Classification Detection Segmentation Params

BD-rate↓ BD-acc↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ (M)
✓ -82.00% 18.71 -56.17% 3.84 -52.65% 3.17 0.28

✓ -1.56% 0.27 -1.32% 0.07 -1.11% 0.09 0.26
✓ ✓ -81.27% 18.80 -56.94% 3.91 -53.21% 3.19 0.55

I.2 Compared with Naive Adapter

We also replace our SFMA with the naive adapter in [11] to perform feature
adaptation. The naive adapter consists of two linear layers with a ReLU activa-
tion layer, which is limited in achieving spatial and frequency modulation like
our SFMA. Tab. 10 shows that the naive adapter is inferior to our proposed SFA
and FMA under similar trainable parameters, demonstrating the effectiveness of
our SFMA.

Table 10: Ablations on using naive adapter. Naive-n denotes that the naive adapter
with the middle dimension set to n.

Method Classification Detection Segmentation Params
BD-rate↓ BD-acc↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ BD-rate↓ BD-mAP↑ (M)

SFMA -82.00% 18.71 -56.17% 3.84 -52.65% 3.17 0.28
SMA-only -73.82% 16.30 -51.94% 3.61 -48.16% 2.92 0.16
FMA-only -77.40% 17.29 -52.86% 3.32 -49.58% 2.90 0.12
Naive-64 -69.72% 15.61 -46.83% 2.82 -42.34% 2.35 0.11
Naive-96 -71.23% 15.92 -47.92% 2.94 -44.17% 2.47 0.16

J More Qualitative Results

We provide additional qualitative results for detection and segmentation tasks.
These qualitative results further demonstrate the superiority of our framework,
which can effectively reduce the latent redundancies for machine vision, thus
achieving better task performance with lower bitrates.
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Fig. 13: Qualitative comparison of our Adapt-ICMH with other ICMH methods. First
row: The original image and decoded image of each method. We show the decoded
images for machine vision of three ICMH methods (left). Second row: The object
detection results of each image. Third row: The log power spectral density maps of
each image. Bottom row: The bit allocation maps for ŷ of each method.
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Fig. 14: Qualitative comparison of our Adapt-ICMH with other ICMH methods. First
row: The original image and decoded image of each method. We show the decoded
images for machine vision of three ICMH methods (left). Second row: The instance
segmentation results of each image. Third row: The log power spectral density maps
of each image. Bottom row: The bit allocation maps for ŷ of each method.
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K Pytorch Implementation of SFMA

1 class SFMA(nn.Module):
2 def __init__(self , in_dim =128, middle_dim =64, factor =1):
3 super().__init__ ()
4 self.s_down1 = nn.Conv2d(in_dim , middle_dim , 1, 1, 0)
5 self.s_down2 = nn.Conv2d(in_dim , middle_dim , 1, 1, 0)
6 self.s_dw = nn.Conv2d(middle_dim , middle_dim , 5, 1,

2, groups=middle_dim)
7 self.s_relu = nn.ReLU(inplace=True)
8 self.s_up = nn.Conv2d(middle_dim , in_dim , 1, 1, 0)
9

10 self.f_down = nn.Conv2d(in_dim , middle_dim , 1, 1, 0)
11 self.f_relu1 = nn.ReLU(inplace=True)
12 self.f_relu2 = nn.ReLU(inplace=True)
13 self.f_up = nn.Conv2d(middle_dim , in_dim , 1, 1, 0)
14 self.f_dw = nn.Conv2d(middle_dim , middle_dim , 3, 1,

1, groups=middle_dim)
15 self.f_inter = nn.Conv2d(middle_dim , middle_dim , 1,

1, 0)
16 self.sg = nn.Sigmoid ()
17

18 def forward(self , x):
19 ’’’
20 input:
21 x: intermediate feature
22 output:
23 x_tilde: adapted feature
24 ’’’
25 _, _, H, W = x.shape
26

27 y = torch.fft.rfft2(self.f_down(x), dim=(2, 3), norm=
’backward ’)

28 y_amp = torch.abs(y)
29 y_phs = torch.angle(y)
30 y_amp_modulation = self.f_inter(self.f_relu1(self.

f_dw(y_amp)))
31 y_amp = y_amp * self.sg(y_amp_modulation)
32 y_real = y_amp * torch.cos(y_phs)
33 y_img = y_amp * torch.sin(y_phs)
34 y = torch.complex(y_real , y_img)
35 y = torch.fft.irfft2(y, s=(H, W), norm=’backward ’)
36

37 f_modulate = self.f_up(self.f_relu2(y))
38 s_modulate = self.s_up(self.s_relu(self.s_dw(self.

s_down1(x)) * self.s_down2(x)))
39 x_tilde = x + (s_modulate + f_modulate)*factor
40 return x_tilde

Listing 1.1: Pytorch implementation of SFMA
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L Limitation and Future Work

A potential limitation of our Adapt-ICMH is that it cannot directly achieve scal-
able coding for machine and human vision. However, our proposed SFMA can
incorporate existing scalable coding ICMH frameworks [47] and boost their per-
formance, as demonstrated in our paper. Further, we will extend our method into
more machine vision tasks, such as pose estimation [9, 39, 40, 64, 72], person re-
identification [62,68,71]. Additionally, while we only focus on image compression
in this paper, video coding for machines (VCM) [21,70] is also a current topic of
interest. In our future work, we aim to expand the scope of SFMA to encompass
VCM to further demonstrate the superiority of our propose framework.
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