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Abstract

Generative learned image compression methods us-
ing Vector Quantization (VQ) have recently shown
impressive potential in balancing distortion and per-
ceptual quality. However, these methods typically es-
timate the entropy of VQ indices using a static, global
probability distribution, which fails to adapt to the
specific content of each image. This non-adaptive
approach leads to untapped bitrate potential and
challenges in achieving flexible rate control. To ad-
dress this challenge, we introduce a Controllable
Generative Image Compression framework based on
a VQ Hyperprior, termed HVQ-CGIC. HVQ-CGIC
rigorously derives the mathematical foundation for
introducing a hyperprior to the VQ indices entropy
model. Based on this foundation, through novel
loss design, to our knowledge, this framework is the
first to introduce RD balance and control into vec-
tor quantization-based Generative Image Compres-
sion. Cooperating with a lightweight hyper-prior es-
timation network�HVQ-CGIC achieves a significant
advantage in rate-distortion (RD) performance com-
pared to current state-of-the-art (SOTA) generative
compression methods. On the Kodak dataset, we
achieve the same LPIPS as Control-GIC, CDC and
HiFiC with an average of 61.3% fewer bits. We posit
that HVQ-CGIC has the potential to become a foun-
dational component for VQGAN-based image com-
pression, analogous to the integral role of the Hyper-
Prior framework in neural image compression.

∗Preprint. Under Review

1 Introduction
In recent years, deep learning-based image com-

pression has made significant progress [4]. End-to-
end optimized autoencoders, enhanced by powerful
entropy models such as scale hyperpriors [5] and joint
autoregressive priors [37], have become the dominant
paradigm. These methods, typically based on Scalar
Quantization (SQ), have surpassed classical codecs
like VVC [9] on pixel-level fidelity metrics such as
PSNR. However, optimizing for pixel-level metrics of-
ten leads to perceptually poor results, particularly at
low bitrates.

To address this limitation, the research community
has shifted focus towards Generative Image Com-
pression (GIC). By incorporating generative models
such as Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) [36]
or VQ-VAEs [15], these methods optimize the Rate-
Distortion-Perception (RDP) trade-off. This allows
them to generate images with high realism and rich
textures, even at extremely low bitrates. Among
these generative methods, paradigms based on Vec-
tor Quantization (VQ) have garnered significant at-
tention for their ability to discretize image features
into semantically rich codebook indices (VQ-indices).

Despite VQ’s excellent performance in perceptual
reconstruction, it faces a fundamental challenge in ef-
ficient entropy modeling and rate control. Most exist-
ing VQ-based compression methods assume a static,
often uniform, probability distribution for the VQ in-
dices. This assumption completely ignores the strong
spatial correlations inherent in natural images. This
failure to model content-specific context leads to un-
tapped bitrate potential. Crucially, prior VQ-based
codecs lack a learned, content-adaptive probability
model for the indices themselves, so the index-rate
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Figure 1: Our HVQ-CGIC breaks through the limitation that VQ cannot design hyperprior entropy models,
and achieves significantly lower bitrates than [30] on Kodak under the same downsampling factor.

term is unavailable or constant during training. As a
result, the bitrate is steered by manual knobs (code-
book size, downsampling) rather than a differentiable
rate term. In contrast, our hyperprior provides a
learned P (y | z) over the VQ indices and hands RD
scheduling over to the network.

The difficulty in solving this problem arises from a
fundamental conflict. The most successful entropy
models, namely hyperpriors [5], were designed for
continuous latent variables in SQ, where they effec-
tively model spatial correlations. However, VQ in-
dices are unordered, discrete symbols. This discrete
and unordered nature makes it non-trivial to directly
apply a continuous probabilistic model (like a Gaus-
sian) to predict the distribution of VQ indices.

In this paper, we propose HVQ-CGIC. Instead
of predicting the probability of a discrete index k di-
rectly, a hyperprior network predicts at each spatial
location the parameters (µ,Σ) of a multivariate Gaus-
sian over the continuous embedding space. Treat-
ing the codebook entries {ek} as fixed “anchors”,
we convert this continuous density into categorical
index probabilities via a Mahalanobis-distance Soft-
max. For practical (de)coding speed and stability,
we then adopt an efficiency-driven simplification and
assume an isotropic covariance, Σ = σ2I, which re-
duces the Mahalanobis distance to a scaled squared
Euclidean distance and enables highly parallel in-
ference. The resulting formulation yields a learned,
content-adaptive categorical distribution P (y |z) over

VQ indices that we train by minimizing cross-entropy,
effectively shifting RD scheduling from hand-tuned
heuristics to the network. Experimental results
demonstrate that HVQ-CGIC achieves state-of-the-
art (SOTA) generative compression performance.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

• We are the first to propose and mathematically
derive a hyperprior entropy model for discrete
VQ indices, resolving the conflict between con-
tinuous hyperpriors and discrete indices.

• Building on this derivation (§3.2), we design a
unified Rate–Distortion (RD) objective that di-
rectly minimizes the cross-entropy of the learned
P (y |z) and exposes explicit weights on the VQ-
index rate and hyper rate, thereby handing RD
control to the network.

• We design a new hyperprior-controllable image
compression scheme that achieves higher fidelity
and realism in image compression under variable
bit rates, while keeping the time complexity at
the millisecond level with lightweight networks.

• HVQ-CGIC obtains over 61% bit reduction
on Kodak with the same LPIPS as the pre-
vious SOTA, while demonstrating comprehen-
sive state-of-the-art performance across key rate-
distortion-perception metrics.
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Figure 2: HVQ-CGIC flowchart, details see 3.3. Θ: represents element-wise multiplication here.

2 Related Works and Discus-
sions

2.1 Learned Image Compression
The foundations of lossy image compression are

grounded in Shannon’s rate-distortion theory [42].
The seminal work of Ballé et al. [4] established the
now-dominant paradigm of end-to-end optimization
based on Scalar Quantization (SQ). Subsequent re-
search has rapidly advanced this paradigm on two
main fronts: exploring more powerful network ar-
chitectures and designing more accurate probability
models.

On the architecture side, advancements include
more sophisticated nonlinear transforms [41, 3, 24,
32], content-adaptive mechanisms [43, 40, 31], and
the recent adoption of Transformer [54, 34] and
Diffusion-based models [47, 10].

On the entropy modeling side, a major break-
through was the Hyperprior [5], which uses side in-
formation z to parameterize a conditional probabil-
ity distribution p(ŷ|z). This, combined with autore-
gressive priors [35, 37, 27], enabled learned methods
to finally outperform traditional codecs like BPG in
PSNR. A wide variety of other works have also con-
tributed to R-D performance [12, 11, 33, 38, 36, 49,

19, 46, 17, 25, 50, 18, 23, 45].
While effective, these foundational works are al-

most exclusively designed for SQ. In contrast, Vec-
tor Quantization (VQ), which offers better theoret-
ical rate-distortion properties, has been less com-
mon. Early work explored soft-to-hard VQ [1],
while a promising recent direction is Lattice Vec-
tor Quantization (LVQ), which maintains high ef-
ficiency and has been adapted for learned frame-
works [51, 16, 29, 52]. However, effectively modeling
the entropy of these discrete VQ indices remains a
significant challenge.

2.2 Discussion of VQ-based Methods
Several recent works have attempted to address

the challenges of VQ-based compression. Zhu et
al. [53] proposed a probabilistic vector quantiza-
tion to estimate means and covariances. However,
their optimization goal only considers the distortion
term, overlooking the crucial bitrate component. Li
et al. [30] (Control-GIC) achieves single-model rate
adaptation by dynamically allocating tokens at mul-
tiple granularities. This preprocessing-based alloca-
tion creates a new paradigm for VQ rate control and
served as an inspiration for our work. However, it
does not fundamentally solve the problem of precise
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Figure 3: Scalar quantization hyperprior model (a) and our proposed vector quantization hyperprior models
(b)(c). Detailed introduction is in §3.2.3.

RD-balance regulation. Jia et al. [22] (GLC) uses
a VQ-VAE as a ”frontend” to map an image to a
continuous latent space, which is then compressed
by a standard SQ-Hyperprior pipeline. This hybrid
approach is essentially still reliant on scalar quanti-
zation for entropy coding, not the VQ indices them-
selves.

In this paper, we address this specific gap by ex-
ploring hyperprior modeling directly within the dis-
crete VQ-based generative compression domain. We
design a novel hyperprior paradigm, HVQ-CGIC,
which, to our knowledge, is the first to enable true
end-to-end RD optimization for the VQ indices,
demonstrating superior effectiveness and compression
efficiency.

3 Method
3.1 Framework Overview

In this section, we detail the proposed HVQ-
CGIC framework. To achieve controllable, genera-
tive image compression guided by a high-dimensional
hyperprior, our model comprises three key compo-
nents: 1) Multi-Granularity Encoder to map the in-
put image into discrete indices at multiple granular-
ities; 2) Lightweight Hyperprior System to generate
content-adaptive probabilities for these indices; and
3) Probability-Adaptive Decoder to reconstruct the
final image from the decoded indices.

In the following sections, we first present the
mathematical principle underlying our VQ hy-
perprior framework (§3.2), then describe the net-
work architecture (§3.3). Finally, the entire frame-
work is trained end-to-end to minimize a unified rate-

distortion objective, which balances distortion D and
bitrate consumption R (detailed in §3.4).

3.2 Principle of Hyperprior for VQ In-
dices

3.2.1 Problem Setting: Bridging Continuous
Priors and Discrete Indices

The success of hyperpriors in Scalar Quantization
(SQ) [5, 37] arises from predicting Gaussian parame-
ters (µ, σ) for a continuous latent variable, enabling
highly efficient entropy coding. However, directly mi-
grating this concept to Vector Quantization (VQ) en-
counters a fundamental challenge. Consider an
input image x ∈ R3×H×W , the encoder outputs a
continuous feature map hg ∈ RD×Hg×Wg . The VQ
step maps the D-dimensional feature vector (hg)ij
at each spatial location (i, j) to a discrete index
(ŷg)ij ∈ {1, . . . ,K}. These indices are discrete and
unordered symbols, lacking the continuous spa-
tial structure inherent in SQ latents upon which SQ
hyperpriors rely. Therefore, constructing a probabil-
ity model P (ŷg | ẑg) for VQ indices at each granular-
ity g that is similarly content-adaptive and spa-
tially varying to enable efficient entropy coding is
a critical challenge.

3.2.2 Core Idea: Gaussian Prior in the Em-
bedding Space

Our key insight is that while the indices (ŷg)ij
are discrete, their corresponding codebook embed-
ding vectors ek ∈ RD reside in a continuous D-
dimensional embedding space. Therefore, we
propose not to model the index k directly,
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but instead predict a conditional probabil-
ity distribution within this continuous em-
bedding space. Specifically, for each granularity
g ∈ {c,m, f}, an independent hyperprior branch
processes the corresponding feature yg through a
HyperAnalysis network to generate a continuous
hyper-latent variable zg. To simulate quantiza-
tion effects and for transmission, zg is quan-
tized into ẑg: during training, we add uniform noise
zg + U(−0.5, 0.5); during inference, we use rounding
ẑg = round(zg). Subsequently, the HyperSynthesis
network utilizes ẑg to predict, at each spatial loca-
tion (i, j) of the granularity-g indices, the param-
eters of a multivariate Gaussian distribution,
Θg,ij(ẑg) = (µg,ij ,Σg,ij). Here, the mean µg,ij ∈ RD

represents the expected feature vector (in the em-
bedding space) at that location, and the covariance
matrix Σg,ij ∈ RD×D captures the uncertainty.

3.2.3 From Continuous Gaussian to Discrete
Probabilities via Mahalanobis Distance

The next step is to bridge the continuous
Gaussian parameters (µg,ij ,Σg,ij) to the prob-
abilities P ((ŷg)ij = k | ẑg) of the discrete indices
k. We treat the codebook embeddings ek as fixed ”an-
chors” in the embedding space. We hypothesize that
the probability of selecting index k at location (i, j)
is related to the ”distance” of its anchor ek from the
predicted Gaussian distribution N (µg,ij ,Σg,ij). We
use the squared Mahalanobis Distance to measure
this distance, as it accounts for the covariance Σg,ij :
d2M(ek,µg,ij) = (ek − µg,ij)

⊤(Σg,ij)
−1(ek − µg,ij)

(1)
We normalize the negative exponential of this dis-
tance using the Softmax function to obtain the final
categorical probability distribution:

P ((ŷg)ij = k | ẑg) =
exp

(
− 1

2d
2
M(ek,µg,ij)

)∑K
ℓ=1 exp

(
− 1

2d
2
M(eℓ,µg,ij)

)
(2)

This provides information-theoretic justification for
our model (details see Supplementary Material).

Simplification in Practice (Isotropic As-
sumption): In our actual implementation, for com-
putational efficiency and stability, we assume the co-
variance matrix is diagonal and isotropic, i.e., Σg,ij =
(σg,ij)

2I, where σg,ij ∈ R+ is a scalar standard de-
viation. Under this simplification, the Mahalanobis
distance reduces to the squared Euclidean distance
divided by the variance:

P ((ŷg)ij = k | ẑg) =
exp

(
−∥ek−µg,ij∥

2

2(σg,ij)2

)
∑K

ℓ=1 exp
(
−∥eℓ−µg,ij∥2

2(σg,ij)2

) (3)

Intuition: As illustrated in Fig 3, while SQ hy-
perpriors predict a Gaussian on 1D line, our method
predicts a Gaussian probability ”cloud” in the D-
dimensional (visualized as D = 2) embedding space.
Its center is determined by µg,ij , and its shape and
spread are controlled by σg,ij . The codebook vectors
ek act as anchors in this space; those closer to the
cloud’s center receive higher probability. The covari-
ance reflects the model’s uncertainty about the fea-
ture at that location, influencing the concentration of
the probability distribution, and thus the bitrate.

3.2.4 Implications for Efficient Entropy Cod-
ing

The core value of Equation (3) lies in provid-
ing a complete categorical probability distribution
Pg,ij = {pg,ij,k}Kk=1 over the VQ index (ŷg)ij at (i, j)
for each granularity g. This distribution Pg,ij is
content-adaptive and spatially varying, making
it directly suitable for input into standard entropy
coders, such as an Arithmetic Coder. And in essence,
it is an ultra-high-dimensional context that is supe-
rior to any hand-crafted context. According to in-
formation theory, arithmetic coding a symbol using
the predicted probability distribution Pg,ij achieves
an expected code length close to its Shannon entropy
H(Pg,ij) = −

∑K
k=1 pg,ij,k log2 pg,ij,k. The expected

bitrate for encoding all VQ indices at granularity g
can be expressed as:

Rŷg = Ex

∑
i,j

H(P ⋆
g,ij , Pg,ij)


= Ex

∑
i,j

(
H(P ⋆

g,ij) +DKL(P
⋆
g,ij ∥ Pg,ij)

)
(4)

where P ⋆
g,ij denotes the real but unknown distribution

of index (ŷg)ij given image x, and H(P ⋆
g,ij , Pg,ij) is

the cross-entropy. Based on this principle, we directly
minimize the cross-entropy to update the Gaussian
parameters (µg,ij , σg,ij) via backpropagation, driv-
ing the predicted distribution to match the true pos-
terior. The complete rate-distortion objective is de-
tailed in §3.4.

3.3 Module Design
This section maps the VQ hyperprior principles

detailed in §3.2 onto the network modules of HVQ-
CGIC, following the overall pipeline illustrated in Fig
2.
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3.3.1 Multi-Granularity Encoder and Vector
Quantization

Our Multi-Granularity Encoder E distills hierar-
chical representations from the input image x ∈
R3×H×W at three progressively finer granularities:

{yc, ym, yf} = E(x) (5)

where yc ∈ RD×H/16×W/16, ym ∈ RD×H/8×W/8,
and yf ∈ RD×H/4×W/4 represent coarse-grained,
medium-grained, and fine-grained features, respec-
tively. The Vector Quantization module then maps
each continuous feature vector at every spatial lo-
cation to its nearest entry in a shared codebook
E = {ek}Kk=1, where ek ∈ RD:

(ŷg)ij = Qy((yg)ij) = arg min
k∈{1,...,K}

∥(yg)ij − ek∥2

(6)
This produces discrete index maps ŷg ∈
{1, . . . ,K}Hg×Wg for each granularity g ∈ {c,m, f}.
The use of a single shared codebook across all gran-
ularities ensures consistent semantic representation
while reducing model complexity.

3.3.2 Independent Hyperprior Branches

For each granularity g ∈ {c,m, f}, an independent
hyperprior branch consists of HyperAnalysis Ha and
HyperSynthesis Hs networks. First, Ha compresses
feature yg into a continuous hyper-latent zg:

zg = Ha(yg) (7)

During training, zg is quantized via additive uniform
noise: ẑg = zg+U(−0.5, 0.5); during inference, we use
rounding: ẑg = round(zg). Subsequently, Hs gener-
ates the Gaussian parameters at the spatial resolution
corresponding to granularity g:

(µg, σg) = Hs(ẑg) (8)

where µg ∈ RD×Hg×Wg and σg ∈ R1×Hg×Wg . These
parameters are used to compute the conditional prob-
abilities P (ŷg | ẑg) via Eq. (3).

3.3.3 Entropy Coding and Bitstream

The final bitstream consists of three components
for each active granularity g: (1) VQ Indices ŷg,
arithmetically coded using probabilities P (ŷg | ẑg)
and masked by routing mask mg ∈ {0, 1}Hg×Wg ,
which is manually allocated based on pre-defined
strategies to determine active spatial regions at
each granularity. (2) Hyper-latent ẑg, where
only the subset corresponding to active spatial re-
gions (determined by mg) is encoded. (3) Routing

Masks {mc,mm,mf}, losslessly compressed to indi-
cate which granularity is used at each location. We
will further discuss the strategy of Routing Mask in
the supplementary materials.

3.3.4 Probability-Adaptive Decoder

The decoder D receives the decoded indices
{ŷc, ŷm, ŷf} and masks {mc,mm,mf}. For each gran-
ularity g, the indices ŷg ∈ {1, . . . ,K}Hg×Wg are
mapped back to their corresponding codebook em-
beddings via lookup: at each spatial location (i, j)
in the granularity-g grid, the discrete index (ŷg)ij re-
trieves the embedding vector e(ŷg)ij ∈ RD from the
codebook E . These embedding maps from all three
granularities are then upsampled to the finest resolu-
tion and fused into a unified feature map efused. At
each location (i, j) on the finest grid:

(efused)ij =
∑

g∈{c,m,f}

[Lookup(ŷg, E) ↑ Sg]ij ·(mg ↑ Sg)ij

(9)
where Lookup(ŷg, E) denotes the codebook lookup
operation that produces a feature map of size
RD×Hg×Wg , Sg is the upsampling factor, and ↑ Sg

denotes spatial upsampling. Finally, the decoder re-
constructs the image:

x̂ = D(efused) (10)

3.4 Loss Function and Training Strat-
egy

3.4.1 Unified Rate-Distortion Objective

The entire framework minimizes a unified rate-
distortion objective balancing reconstruction quality
and bitrate. The total loss L balances distortion D
and bitrate consumption R:

L = E[D(x, x̂)] +
∑

g∈{c,m,f}

(
λy,gRŷg

+ λz,gRẑg

)
(11)

D(x, x̂) = Lrec + Lpercep + λGANLGAN + λVQLVQ
(12)

where Lrec = ∥x−x̂∥22 is the MSE reconstruction loss,
Lpercep is the LPIPS perceptual loss, the adversarial
loss is:

LGAN = − logD(x̂) (13)
where D is a PatchGAN discriminator. The VQ com-
mitment loss is:

LVQ =
∑

g∈{c,m,f}

(
∥sg[yg]− eŷg∥22 + β∥sg[eŷg ]− yg∥22

)
(14)
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where sg[·] denotes the stop-gradient operator, eŷg

represents the quantized features via codebook
lookup, and β = 0.25. The rate term accounts for
VQ indices and hyper-latents:

R =
∑

g∈{c,m,f}

(
λy,gRŷg + λz,gRẑg

)
(15)

where Rŷg
= Ex

[∑
i,j H(P ⋆

g,ij , Pg,ij)
]

is the cross-
entropy for VQ indices (derived in §3.2), and Rẑg is
the hyper-latent bitrate via factorized entropy model.
Routing masks are losslessly compressed and omitted
from R.

3.4.2 Progressive Training Strategy

To ensure stable convergence, we adopt a three-
stage progressive training strategy:
Stage A (VQGAN Training): We first train a
high-quality VQGAN [15] consisting of encoder E,
decoder D, vector quantizer Qy, and PatchGAN dis-
criminator. Only the distortion term is optimized:

LA = D(x, x̂) (16)

At this stage, the hyperprior networks {Ha,Hs} are
not yet introduced. This stage establishes a strong
perceptually-aligned reconstruction baseline through
adversarial training.
Stage B (Hyperprior Training): We load the
pre-trained VQGAN weights and freeze all VQGAN
parameters. The hyperprior networks {Ha,Hs} are
initialized and trained exclusively by minimizing the
rate term:

LB = R (17)

This forces the hyperprior to learn efficient probabil-
ity predictions for the fixed VQ indices produced by
the frozen VQGAN encoder.
Stage C (Joint Fine-tuning): We fine-tune the
entire framework end-to-end with a reduced learning
rate:

LC = D(x, x̂) +R (18)

This allows the VQGAN and hyperprior to co-adapt,
achieving the optimal rate-distortion-perception
trade-off.

4 Experiments
4.1 Experimental Setup

Training details. We train HVQ-CGIC on the
OpenImages [26] dataset. We randomly crop images
to a uniform resolution of 256 × 256. The codebook

E ∈ Rk×d contains k = 1024 code vectors, with each
code vector having a dimension of d = 4. The train-
ing is conducted on 4 NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPUs,
with a learning rate of 5 × 10−5 and batch size of
2 for 300,000 iterations in Stage A; a learning rate of
2× 10−5 and batch size of 4 for 150,000 iterations in
Stage B; and in Stage C, the learning rate gradually
decreases from 1 × 10−5 to 5 × 10−6 with batch size
of 2 for 150,000 iterations. Throughout the training
process, Stage A maintains a ratio of (0.1, 0.3, 0.6) for
coarse, medium, and fine granularities, while Stages
B and C use a ratio configuration of (0.3, 0.3, 0.4).
During the inference stage, images of arbitrary reso-
lutions can be compressed according to any ratio to
achieve rate control.
Evaluation dataset & metrics. We evaluate
HVQ-CGIC on Kodak[13] dataset. We also show the
results on DIV2K[2], CLIC 2020[44] test set and more
details in supplementary material. We measure bit-
stream size through bits per pixel (bpp). Our eval-
uation metrics are comprehensive, including percep-
tual metrics LPIPS[48] and DISTS[14], no-reference
perceptual metrics FID[20], NIQE[39] and KID[8],
IS[6], and pixel-level distortion metrics PSNR. We
provide multi-dimensional comparisons in the exper-
imental section to demonstrate the effectiveness of
our method.
Baseline methods. We evaluate our method
against recent state-of-the-art (SOTA) neural image
compression (NIC) methods. In terms of genera-
tive compression methods: 1) HiFiC(NIPS’20)[36] is
an influential method using conditional GANs. 2)
CDC(NIPS’24)[47] is a representative diffusion-based
lossy compression method. Additionally, we compare
with SOTA variable-rate and progressive methods:
3) SCR(NIPS’22)[28] proposes a 3D importance map
adjusted by quality levels to determine the selected
representation elements, thus achieving variable-rate
NIC. 4) CTC(CVPR’23)[21] features a bitstream
that can be truncated at any point via progres-
sive decoding to finely adjust bitrates. 5) Control-
GIC(ICLR’25)[30] has a relatively good traditional
entropy coding strategy, so we use it as a complete
benchmark for bpp comparison and RD baseline. 6)
We use two traditional codecs BPG[7] and VVC[9]
for comparison, as well as 7) M&S(Hyperprior)[5] as
a reference for classical NIC methods.

4.2 Main Results
Figure 4 demonstrates that HVQ-CGIC shows sig-

nificant improvements in performance across four
metrics: LPIPS, NIQE, DISTS, IS and FID achieving
new SOTA results. We provide additional compari-
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Figure 4: Comparison of Methods on Kodak Dataset.

Figure 5: Conduct quantitative comparisons with the listed Baseline Methods.
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Method BPP(↓) LPIPS(↓) Enc.(ms) Dec. (ms)

No Compression 0.625 - - -

Control-GIC[30] 0.594(-4.9%) 0.0248 8.43 18.1

1st-Order 0.587(-6.0%) 0.0248 4.66 9.04

2nd-Order 0.584(-6.6%) 0.0248 32.9 48.4

3rd-Order 0.583(-6.7%) 0.0248 145.2 190.2

HVQ-CGIC(RD) 0.530(-15.2%) 0.0197 2.78 4.98

HVQ-CGIC(BPP) 0.493(-21.1%) 0.0278 2.71 4.17

Table 1: Ablation study on the Kodak dataset (downsampling factor 4). Percentages in green indicate
relative improvements over the No Compression baseline. The Enc. and Dec. is the sum of the hyperprior
network inference time and arithmetic coding time.

Figure 6: Comparison of Methods on Kodim21.

son results for high-resolution images on DIV2K and
CLIC2020 in the Supplementary Material.

4.3 Ultimate Entropy Coding Perfor-
mance

To demonstrate where the limits of hyperpriors lie,
we increased the weights of λy,g and λz,g from 1.5×
10−3 to 1.5 × 10−2 on the RD-balanced model (the
HVQ-CGIC(RD) model used for testing in 4.2), while
fixing λGAN at 0.1 and λV Q at 1, although this would
lead to a decline in image reconstruction quality.

We improved the statistical entropy coding strat-
egy used by Control-GIC to adaptive arithmetic en-
tropy coding strategies with multiple high-order con-
text designs (as shown in Figure 7), which do not

Figure 7: In addition to the context designs shown in
the above figure, these three entropy coding strate-
gies also perform adaptive arithmetic coding by up-
dating encoding frequencies in real-time based on the
data used for testing, building upon statistical en-
tropy coding.

change the image reconstruction quality. Table 1
provides a comparison of these methods with HVQ-
CGIC. It can be seen that the index-based con-
text design in traditional entropy coding shows obvi-
ous diminishing marginal effects when the order be-
comes higher, and more context computation over-
head does not bring better context improvement.
This proves that HVQ-CGIC actually implements
ultra-high-order context encoding through an ex-
tremely lightweight network, mining the correlations
between features in the latent space.

To better help everyone understand HVQ-CGIC,
we also visualized the bit usage distribution of
Kodim21 at x4 downsampling ratio compared to
Control-GIC in Fig 6. As shown in the figure, HVQ-
CGIC almost exhausts every bit of coding redun-
dancy in the latent feature space under similar image
textures, saving over 21.4% compared to Control-GIC
on the single image.

We also conducted a more comprehensive com-
parison of HVQ-CGIC and other Baseline methods
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in terms of network parameters, encoding and
decoding time, and RD. Due to space limitations,
we present the results in the supplementary material.

5 Conclusion
In this paper, we presented HVQ-CGIC, the first

framework to rigorously introduce a hyperprior en-
tropy model for VQ-based compression, thereby en-
abling true Rate-Distortion (RD) optimization for
VQ indices. We believe this work provides a foun-
dational component for VQGAN-based compression
and will inspire further exploration into precise RD-
Perception control for future generative codecs.
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