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Abstract—The split-inference paradigm divides an artificial
intelligence (AI) model into two parts. This necessitates the
transfer of intermediate feature data between the two halves.
Here, effective compression of the feature data becomes vital. In
this paper, we employ Z-score normalization to efficiently recover
the compressed feature data at the decoder side. To examine the
efficacy of our method, the proposed method is integrated into the
latest Feature Coding for Machines (FCM) codec standard under
development by the Moving Picture Experts Group (MPEG).
Our method supersedes the existing scaling method used by
the current standard under development. It both reduces the
overhead bits and improves the end-task accuracy. To further
reduce the overhead in certain circumstances, we also propose
a simplified method. Experiments show that using our proposed
method shows 17.09% reduction in bitrate on average across
different tasks and up to 65.69% for object tracking without
sacrificing the task accuracy.

Keywords—Feature coding, split inference, collaborative infer-
ence, coding for machines, feature restoration

I. INTRODUCTION

Artificial intelligence (AI)-enabled smart edge devices are
a phenomenon that will bring more AI to many aspects of our
lives. The realization of the existing application systems can be
categorized into two strategies with respect to the location of
the computational workload of deep neural networks (DNNs):
on device vs. onto a remote cloud server [1]. High-end mobile
devices are equipped with AI accelerators that are increasingly
becoming more capable at running larger DNNs on captured
sensor data. However, not every small-scale device comes with
costly accelerators, and are thus limited in hardware resources.
In contrast, remote cloud servers have access to more com-
puting and energy resources. Thus, a common strategy is for
edge devices to send compressed input to a more capable
server, which then executes a complex DNN model end-to-
end. However, attempting to serve too many edge devices may
starve the server of resources. Furthermore, the amount of
bandwidth required for transmission between the edge devices
and the server also incurs a significant cost.

Split inference (a.k.a. collaborative intelligence) is an
emerging approach that achieves a flexible balance between
the two strategies. In principle, as depicted in Fig. 1, split
inference offers computational-offloading by splitting a DNN
into two parts: NN-Part 1 and NN-Part 2 and running them in
a collaborative manner. This then necessitates the compression
and transmission of feature data instead of coding the captured
input. Finding an optimal split point is beyond the scope of
the present study, though it is an interesting research topic [2].
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Fig. 1: An example of the split-inference approach for seg-
mentation with feature coding for machines (FCM) encoder
and decoder.

The size of the feature data computed from input varies
depending on the split network architecture. It is often much
larger than the input size, for instance, at the output of
feature pyramid network (FPN) due to the multiple branches
of features at different scales [3]. This data thus requires
significant compression. Unfortunately, current visual codecs
are largely optimized for the human visual system. Thus, it is
crucial that we design codecs optimized for vision analytics.

Recognizing the important role of feature compression for
the split inference, the Moving Picture Experts Group (MPEG)
established an Ad-hoc group in July 2019 to investigate the
needs of the coding for machine vision analytics and initiated
the standard development project, called Feature Coding for
Machines (FCM). In October 2023, MPEG Working Group 4
(WG4) FCM started with evaluating 12 baseline proposals [4].
According to the latest report [5], compared with the remote-
inference approach that runs a whole DNN on compressed
input, the split inference with FCM achieves the same task
accuracy but significantly saves bits up to about 94%.

The present study introduces a novel scaling method that
preserves global statistics of computed features to improve in-
ference task accuracy. Our method periodically signals original
statistical parameters to the decoder. Those parameters are used
to properly scale the decoded features such that the original
global statistics are recovered. By integrating the proposed
method to FCM, our method not only improves the task
accuracy but also reduces bitrate by superseding the existing
scaling method that requires some overhead bits for every
frames. Our experiments show that the proposed method saves
bits by 17.09% on average at the same accuracy of multiple
tasks on various datasets compared with the latest FCM.

Section II briefly reviews overall coding process of FCM
in the context of split inference. The proposed method is
discussed in Section III, followed by experimental results in
Section IV and conclusion in Section V.
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Fig. 2: A brief overview of FCM codec pipeline.

II. FEATURE CODING FOR MACHINES

As shown in Fig. 1, FCM encodes and decodes the inter-
mediate feature data between the partitioned networks: NN-
Part 1 and NN-Part 2. Fig. 2 presents a brief overview of
FCM codec pipeline. Let X = {xn}Nn=1 represent a set of N
feature tensors computed from an input frame via the NN-
Part 1, where xn ∈ RCn×Hn×Wn is a 3-D feature tensor
with size of Cn channels ×Hn height ×Wn width. First, the
FCM encoder can drop every other incoming X if Temporal
Downsampling is enabled. Otherwise, the entire sequence of
Xes continues the feature reduction stage. Any available X is
then fused into a single feature tensor xf with the NN-based
Multi-scale Feature Fusion. In the feature conversion stage,
channels of xf are tiled and packed into a 2-D frame xp,
followed by q-bit uniform scalar quantization with minimum
and maximum normalization to generate the quantized packed
frame xq . Finally, xq is encoded into a bitstream with a
standard codec, e.g., H.266/VVC [6]. The FCM decoder takes
the bitstream as input and reconstructs the set of feature tensors
X̂ by performing the inverse of the above encoding process.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

Vision inference accuracy appears resilient to hefty
amounts of quantization, as long as the decoded intermedi-
ate features maintain similar statistical characteristics in the
feature space in comparison with the original features [7].
However, a standard codec, which is employed for the Fea-
ture Encoding/Decoding shown in Fig. 2, is agnostic to the
characteristics of input and downstream tasks. As such, due
to the inherent nature of lossy compression, the statistical
characteristics of reconstructed features often deviate from the
original, consequently degrading the task accuracy. Thus, our
method introduces a mean to keep global statistics during the
FCM decoding process by scaling the reconstructed features
with signaled statistical parameters at two different places as
shown in red in Fig. 3.

Inspired by the study [8], if xn is taken from the middle
of a convolution neural network (CNN), we may assume that
elements (xn)i ∈ xn are distributed as (xn)i ∼ N (µxn

, σ2
xn

),
where µxn

and σxn
denote the mean and standard deviation

of xn, respectively. Similarly, the fused feature tensor xf ∈
RCf×Hf×Wf is also assumed to be distributed as (xf )i ∼
N (µxf

, σ2
xf
).

A. Signaling statistical parameters

Our proposed method requires transmission of the fol-
lowing statistical parameters: µxn

, σxn
, µxf

, and σxf
. First,

Proposed FCM Decoder

Multi-scale
Feature

Restoration

Unpacking

Inverse
uniform
scalar

quantization
Feature
Decoding

Bi
ts
tre

am

Scaling
Fused
Feature 

Temporal
Upsampling

Scaling
Restored
Feature 

Fig. 3: Modified FCM decoder with our method for global
statistics preservation. Colored blocks are newly added or
changed by introducing the proposed method.

the original statistical parameters of each input feature tensor
xn are computed as µxn

= 1
Kn

∑Kn

k=1 xn[k] and σxn
=√

1
Kn

∑Kn

k=1 (xn[k]− µxn)
2, where Kn = CnHnWn. These

are coded into the bitstream. Then, µxf
and σxf

of the original
fused feature tensor xf are also computed and transmitted.

By default, these statistical parameters are coded in the
IEEE-754 [9] single-precision floating-point format (i.e., 32
bits), which costs in total (N + 1) · 2 · 32 bits per frame. We
also define a refresh period to transmit the parameter updates
every L frame, which has a lower overhead than transmitting
them every frame. Our observations indicate that the statistical
properties of feature tensors across consecutive frames remain
largely similar with marginal variation. To leverage this, we
synchronize the refresh period L with the intra period in the
video encoder. Thus, the same statistical parameters computed
from the first intra frame are reused for encoding the following
L− 1 frames.

B. Inverse quantization

At the decoder, a standard codec first parses the input
bitstream and reconstructs 2-D packed features x̂q represented
in q-bit integer values, where q ∈ {8, 10, 12, ...} depending
on specification of the standard codec used in the Feature
Encoding/Decoding. Next, inverse uniform scalar quantization
is applied to x̂q to obtain the dequantized features, defined as
x̂p =

x̂q

2q−1 . Thanks to the proposed method that eventually
scales the reconstructed features, the inverse minimum and
maximum normalization is skipped in the decoder, reducing
a few bytes of signaling minimum and maximum values of
features for every frames. Hence, x̂p ∈ [0, 1] is directly
reshaped into the 3-D feature tensor x̂f via unpacking.

C. Scaling reconstructed features

At the decoder, our proposed method uses the received
statistical parameters to rescale the reconstructed features X̂
as well as x̂f , as illustrated in Fig. 3. Specifically, we apply Z-
score normalization to the incoming tensor, followed immedi-
ately by inverse Z-score normalization using the original mean
and standard deviation that were computed by the encoder.
This ensures that the reconstructed feature distribution aligns
well with the original.

We first rescale the reconstructed fused feature tensor
x̂f with mean µx̂f

= 1
J

∑J
j=1 x̂f [j] and standard deviation

σx̂f
=

√
1
J

∑J
j=1

(
x̂f [j]− µx̂f

)2
, where J = CfHfWf . To

do so, we apply Z-score normalization followed by inverse



normalization to obtain the rescaled fused feature tensor x̃f ,
as defined by

x̃f =

(
x̂f − µx̂f

σx̂f

)
× σxf

+ µxf
. (1)

Using the rescaled fused feature tensor x̃f as input, the
NN-based Multi-scale Feature Restoration reconstructs the
multi-scale feature tensors X̂ = {x̂n}Nn=1. When Temporal
Upsampling is enabled, each X̂ is buffered until the next X̂ is
reconstructed so that the X̂ between them may be estimated
via bilinear interpolation. The scaling process for X̂ follows
a similar process as was done for x̂f earlier. That is, the Z-
score normalization followed by the inverse of it is applied to
each restored feature tensor x̂n individually. µx̂n

and σx̂n
are

computed from each x̂n. Each rescaled restored feature tensor
is then computed by

x̃n =

(
x̂n − µx̂n

σx̂n

)
× σxn

+ µxn
. (2)

Finally, the set X̃ = {x̃n}Nn=1 of rescaled restored feature
tensors is fed into NN-Part 2 to accomplish the inference task.

D. Simplified scaling on the restored features

The previous normalization method transmits global mini-
mum and maximum values every frame, which costs 8 bytes
per input frame. Our proposed normalization method instead
transmits 8(N + 1) bytes of statistical parameters for every
refresh period of L frames. Thus, our method necessarily
transmits fewer overhead bits if the input video contains more
than N + 1 frames per refresh period. For individual image-
based coding, however, the overhead bits required for the
proposed method may be burdensome. Therefore, we further
propose a simplified scaling method for the restored features,
which especially has efficacy when N > 1.

Suppose that {xn}Nn=1 are independent random variables
that are distributed as xn ∼ N (µxn , σ

2
xn

). Since the sum
of normally distributed independent random variables is also
normally distributed, we can assume that X ∼ N (µX , σ2

X),

where µX =
∑N

n=1 µxn and σX =
√∑N

n=1 σ
2
xn

. Therefore,
our simplified method codes only a single set of the parameters
(µX , σ2

X) for every refresh period of L to compute X̃ in
the decoder. Instead of 32-bit floating-point precision, the
simplified method quantizes and codes those parameters in
half-precision in the bfloat16 format [10], thereby incurring
a cost of only 4 bytes per refresh period.

For the simplified method, we also adjust Eq. (2) to instead
compute each rescaled restored feature tensor x̃n as

x̃n =

(
x̂n − µX̂

σX̂

)
× σX + µX , (3)

where µX̂ =
∑N

n=1 µx̂n
and σX̂ =

√∑N
n=1 σ

2
x̂n

.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

Our proposed method is integrated into the FCM Test
Model (FCTM)-3.21 and evaluated by following the common

1https://git.mpeg.expert/MPEG/Video/fcm/fctm

TABLE I: Summary of the use cases in CTTC [5]
Dataset Task Network Split point (SP)

Image OpenImages-v6 [11] Instance
Segmentation Mask RCNN-X101-FPN [12] 4 SPs at

Feature
Pyramid
Network

OpenImages-v6 [13] Object
Detection Faster RCNN-X101-FPN [14]

Video
SFU-HW [15]

TVD [16] Object
Tracking JDE w/ YOLOv3 [17]

3 SPs at
Darknet-53 [18]

HiEve [19] 3 SPs near
YOLO layers

test and training conditions (CTTC) [5] established by MPEG
for standards development regarding FCM. Since the devel-
opment scope of FCM pertains to coding and decoding the
intermediate features at the split point of a vision network,
the MPEG FCM group employs CompressAI-Vision2 as a
common evaluation platform. This platform manages the use
cases of various vision networks with several split points and
evaluates the performance of inference from the reconstructed
features by the FCTM.

As summarized in Table I, the CTTC [5] designates five
datasets for images and videos, which are used by three
different vision networks along with predefined split points.
For the various image-based tasks, 5000 images are selected
from OpenImages-v6 (OIV6) according to [5]. For the object
detection and tracking tasks on video, there are three video
datasets, one of which includes several video sequences of
various lengths. Following these uses cases, the FCTM-3.2
with the CTTC has been evaluated and used as benchmark.
For feature coding within the FCTM-3.2, the VVC Test model
(VTM)-12.0 3 is employed with All Intra and low-delay B
configuration for the image and video datasets, respectively.

A. Split points

Depending on the vision networks associated with the end
task and datasets as shown in Table I, there are different
split points defined. For the Faster RCNN-X101-FPN [14] and
Mask RCNN-X101-FPN [12] models, the CTTC [5] splits at
the feature pyramid network (FPN), thereby generating four
feature tensors X = {xn}4n=1 with the same number of
channels Cn = 256 and a channel resolution of Hn ×Wn =

Hr

2(n+1) × Wr

2(n+1) , where Hr ×Wr is the scaled input resolution
to the vision networks. For the tracking task, we use the
YOLOv3-based JDE [17] and employ two different split points
that generate three feature tensors X = {xn}3n=1. For the
first split use case at the backbone of Darknet [18], we have
feature tensors with x1 ∈ R256×76×136, x2 ∈ R512×38×68,
and x3 ∈ R1024×19×34. The other split use case generates
the feature tensors with various resolutions of 128× 76× 136,
256× 38× 68, and 512× 19× 34. More details on the split
use cases associated with the task networks can be found in [5].

B. Evaluation

To evaluate coding efficiency, we employ BD-Rate [20]
and measure bitrate vs task accuracy. Which accuracy met-
ric is used depends on the task and dataset. For example,
mean average precision (mAP) is used for object detection
and instance segmentation, whereas multiple object tracking
accuracy (MOTA) is employed for object tracking.

2https://github.com/InterDigitalInc/CompressAI-Vision
3https://vcgit.hhi.fraunhofer.de/jvet/VVCSoftware VTM



TABLE II: Summarized BD-rate-accuracy reduction by our
methods against FCTM-3.2 with CTTC [5]

Task Dataset Ours Ours (Simplified)
Instance

Segmentation OpenImages-v6 13.15% 4.86%

Object
Detection

OpenImages-v6 4.20% -10.53%
SFU-HW-ClassA/B -6.14% -4.84%

SFU-HW-ClassC 4.63% 4.89%
SFU-HW-Class D -3.23% -3.84%

Object
Tracking

TVD -18.76% -13.95%
HiEve-1080p -59.64% -65.69%
HiEve-720p -39.03% -47.65%

Overall -13.10% -17.09%

(a) Object Detection on OIV6 (b) Object Tracking on HiEve-1080p

Fig. 4: Comparison of rate-accuracy curves between various
coding methods on different tasks. Note, the legend is shared.

Table II summarizes overall coding gain of FCTM-3.2
adopting our methods against the default FCTM-3.2. The
results show that our method achieves significant reductions
in bitrate on certain datasets. In particular, the tracking task
shows an especially large reduction of 65.69% on the HiEve-
1080p dataset with our simplified method. We attribute this
improvement to our method’s ability to maintain statistical
consistency between consecutive frames, which is especially
important for tracking. In contrast, spatial statistics are more
important than temporal statistics for the object detection and
segmentation task. Although the coding gain for those tasks
is smaller than for the tracking task, our method still shows
bitrate reduction of up to 6.14% for the object detection on
the video datasets. For the image-based segmentation task, the
coding gain with our simplified method is marginally inferior
to the benchmark. Nonetheless, our simplified method still
holds promise for still images and works better in this domain
than our primary method, which is more video-oriented.

Fig. 4 compares rate-accuracy curves of the FCTM-3.2 with
our methods, denoted by “w/ Ours (Simplified),” against the
default FCTM-3.2 in red and “Remote Inference” in blue.
The remote inference is the scenario that compresses and
decompress input image/video, for example using VTM-12.0,
from which the whole vision network performs inference on
the reconstructed pixels. Additionally, the dashed bar shows
the original inference accuracy when the task networks are
examined without split or compression. In both Fig. 4(a) and
(b) on different tasks and datasets, overall feature compres-
sion demonstrates an undeniable coding gain against remote
inference. Moreover, our methods further improve the coding
efficiency on top of the FCTM-3.2 in terms of rate-accuracy.

gGround Truthg

TVD-03 (#720th)

gFCTM-3.2g

[63.915, 60.62]

gOurs (Simplified)g

[60.792, 64.44]

HiEve-13 (#97th) [503.143, 53.45] [501.315, 59.51]

Traffic (#31st) [38.422, 13.94] [36.691, 35.31]

Fig. 5: Visual comparison of inference results overlaid on the
input frame. First column shows the ground truth. The second
and third demonstrate the inference results with compressed
feature with FCTM-3.2 and ours, respectively. First two rows
present tracking outputs on TVD-03 and HiEve-13 at the
sample frame with the number in the bracket, respectively. The
last row shows the detected bus on a video sequence, Traffic.
Overall coding performance for each sequence is presented in
[kbps, MOTA/mAP].

C. Visual comparison

Fig. 5 visually compares the inference outcomes between
the ground truth in green, with FCTM-3.2 in red, and with
our proposed method in cyan, all of which are overlaid on the
corresponding input frames. Evidently, the first row shows that
the model using FCTM-3.2 for feature coding failed to detect
the two rightmost individuals, leading to a reduced MOTA.
In contrast, our method achieves higher MOTA by 64.44%
by allowing the detection of most of the people while saving
bits by 4.89%. Similarly, in the second row, FCTM-3.2 allows
detection of only 3 people in the scene. Meanwhile, with our
methods, 7 people out of 13 are detected, resulting in about 6%
increase in MOTA with a few bit savings. Lastly in the third
row for the object detection task—only the bus is highlighted
for visual simplicity—FCTM-3.2 fails to allow detection of
any buses. However, our proposed method allowed the bus to
be detected, increasing the mAP from 13.94 to 35.31 while
saving bits by 4.50% across the sequence.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We introduced a Z-score normalization-based scaling
method to the latest FCM codec that compresses and transmits
the intermediate features in the context of split inference. Our
method preserves global statistics of reconstructed features at
the decoder by transmitting the original statistical parameters,
helping maintain end-task accuracy despite compression noise.
We also presented a simplified signaling mechanism to further
reduce overhead bits for transmitting the parameters. By in-
tegrating our method, FCTM-3.2 saves 17.09% more bits on
average at the same task accuracy across different datasets.
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