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Abstract—This paper introduces ROI-Packing, an efficient
image compression method tailored specifically for machine
vision. By prioritizing regions of interest (ROI) critical to end-
task accuracy and packing them efficiently while discarding
less relevant data, ROI-Packing achieves significant compression
efficiency without requiring retraining or fine-tuning of end-task
models. Comprehensive evaluations across five datasets and two
popular end-tasks—object detection and instance segmentation—
demonstrate up to a 44.10% reduction in bitrate without com-
promising end-task accuracy, along with an 8.88% improvement
in accuracy at the same bitrate compared to the state-of-the-art
Versatile Video Coding (VVC) codec standardized by the Moving
Picture Experts Group (MPEG).

Index Terms—Image Compression for Machines, ROI-Packing,
MPEG-AI, H.266/VVC, Video Coding for Machines, VCM

I. INTRODUCTION

Traditionally, compression techniques have been optimized
for visual quality tailored to human consumption, leveraging
the characteristics of the human visual system (HVS) to
balance quality and efficiency. For instance, Joint Photographic
Experts Group (JPEG) employs pre-defined quantization table
in JPEG standard for images to discard frequency components
less noticeable to human vision [1], achieving compression
while maintaining perceptual quality. However, the rise of ar-
tificial intelligence (AI) and the growth of machine-to-machine
(M2M) communication have shifted the focus of compression
from human-centric optimization to machine-oriented process-
ing. As automated systems become increasingly prevalent,
where content is analyzed and acted upon without human
intervention, developing compression techniques tailored for
machine vision tasks has become an urgent and critical re-
search area.

Compression for machine vision does not prioritize preserv-
ing visually pleasing details but focuses instead on retaining
features essential for specific machine tasks. For example,
in vehicle counting systems that rely on motion features,
compression can selectively preserve important features while
discarding irrelevant textures or details. Such task-specific
compression reduces the bitrate significantly without degrad-
ing analytical performance.

Edge inference and remote inference represent two distinct
approaches for deploying machine vision models, as shown
in Fig. 1. Edge inference runs deep learning models locally
on the edge device to generate inference predictions. This
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Fig. 1. (a) Edge Inference (b) Remote Inference

method works well for simpler tasks, but the limited com-
putational resources of edge devices make it impractical to
run large deep learning models. Deep learning models are
progressively incorporating advanced architectures that require
substantial memory and processing power. These constraints
fundamentally limit the capabilities of edge inference for high-
performance applications.

Remote inference, on the other hand, involves transmitting
compressed data to a central server with extensive computa-
tional resources. This approach allows for the use of compu-
tationally intensive and accurate models, leveraging state-of-
the-art deep learning architectures to generate faster and more
reliable inferences. Furthermore, remote inference facilitates
centralized model updates and maintenance, enabling systems
to consistently adopt the latest advancements in AI. As deep
learning models continue to grow in complexity, optimizing
remote inference systems becomes crucial for maintaining
scalability and efficiency in machine vision systems. Effective
compression tailored for machine consumption ensures that
only task-relevant features are transmitted, reducing bandwidth
demands while preserving the fidelity required for robust anal-
ysis. This optimization is critical to addressing the increasing
computational demands of modern AI systems in resource-
intensive applications.

Recognizing the growing importance and demand for com-
pression techniques tailored for machine vision, the Moving
Picture Experts Group (MPEG) initiated efforts to address this
emerging need. In July 2019, an Ad-hoc Group was estab-
lished to investigate the necessity of a dedicated standard and
define relevant use cases. This initiative marked the beginning
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Fig. 2. Overview of the Proposed Method

of a structured approach toward creating standardized solutions
for machine vision applications. At the 133rd MPEG meeting
in July 2021, significant progress was made with the formal
development of use case requirements [2] and an evaluation
framework [3]. This framework was decided by extensive input
from industry experts, reflecting a collaborative effort to align
the standard with real-world demands and diverse application
scenarios. Subsequently, at the 138th MPEG meeting in July
2022, a Call for Proposals (CfP) was issued [4], officially
launching the standard development process. The CfP resulted
in baseline proposals from a diverse range of contributors [5],
including Alibaba, the Institute of Computing Technology at
the Chinese Academy of Sciences (CAS-ICT), China Telecom,
City University of Hong Kong, Ericsson, the Electronics
and Telecommunications Research Institute (ETRI), Konkuk
University, Myongji University, Nokia, Poznan University
of Technology (PUT), Tencent, V-Nova, Wuhan University,
Zhejiang University, Florida Atlantic University (FAU), and
OP Solutions LLC.

In this paper, we propose a novel approach to image
compression specifically designed for machine vision tasks.
Unlike traditional approaches, our method discards regions of
images that are not critical for end-task accuracy, without the
need for retraining or fine-tuning of the deep learning model.
The important regions of interest are efficiently packed into
a smaller resolution, enabling a superior trade-off between
bitrate and accuracy. We have used MPEG’s baseline remote
inference anchor [6], as depicted in Fig. 1(b), with Versatile
Video Coding (VVC) [7] employed as the encoder and decoder
to compare our results. Experimental results demonstrate that
the proposed approach achieves a bitrate reduction of up to
44.10% without sacrificing the end-task accuracy. At the same
bitrate, our proposed method improves the end-task accuracy
by up to 8.88% compared to MPEG’s remote inference anchor.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section
II presents the proposed method in detail. Section III describes
the experimental setup and provides a comprehensive analysis
of the results. Finally, Section IV concludes the paper.

II. PROPOSED METHOD

Our proposed method for compressing images for machine
vision focuses on important regions of interest in images to
reduce the bitrate without sacrificing the end-task accuracy of
the system. Overview of the proposed method is depicted in
Fig. 2. The input image, X , is processed by our proposed
encoder, producing a bitstream that is subsequently decoded
by the decoder. The reconstructed image, X̂ , is then passed
through the end-task network. Our proposed encoder consists
of six modules i.e., Region Detector, Region Padding, Top-
down Region Extractor, Region Scaling, Region Packing, and
Encoder. However, our proposed decoder is simple and only
consists of two modules i.e., Decoder and Region Unpacking.
All the modules are described in detail in the subsequent
sections.

A. Region Detector
The region detector module is designed to identify and out-

put bounding boxes that define key regions of interest within
an image. These regions are deemed important for machine
vision tasks, as they contain different objects of interest. In
scenarios where multiple regions of interest are detected, the
bounding boxes may overlap, representing areas of shared
significance. Depending on the content of the input frame,
the detected regions may vary significantly. For instance, in
some cases, the entire area of the frame may be covered by
the detected regions, while in others, only a small portion of
the frame may be included.

Although any deep learning model can be used as the
region detector, the complexity of this module should remain
below that of the deep learning model used for the end-task
to maintain computational efficiency. In our implementation,
we used YOLOv7 [8] for its fast inference speed and high
detection accuracy. Despite the choice of YOLOv7 in this
paper, the region detector can be replaced with simple, low-
complexity region detection on the edge device. The use of
a similar deep learning architecture for both region detection
and the end-task offers the potential for maximum performance
consistency and better bitrate-accuracy trade-off as it will be
able to precisely identify the regions of interest for the end-
task network.



Fig. 3. Top-down Region Extractor

B. Region Padding

Identified regions of interest can be extended to provide
additional context for each detection, contributing to improved
endpoint machine task performance. This extension introduces
a padding mechanism for inference objects, ensuring that the
boundaries of the detected regions are sufficiently expanded to
capture contextual information that may enhance downstream
tasks. In the proposed implementation, an inference boundary
extension of 15 pixels is applied to each detection. By expand-
ing the boundaries, the module aims to incorporate peripheral
details that may otherwise be excluded, leading to superior
end-task performance.

C. Top-down Region Extractor

This module merges overlapping regions to generate the
smallest possible convex polygon that encloses all the regions
of interest using a Convex Hull. Given a set of n regions Ri,
where each region Ri is defined by its top-left corner (xi, yi),
width wi, and height hi, and each region Ri is represented by
its four vertices:

vi1 = (xi, yi), (1)

vi2 = (xi + wi, yi), (2)

vi3 = (xi, yi + hi), (3)

vi4 = (xi + wi, yi + hi), (4)

The set of all vertices across the n regions could be defined
as:

P =

n⋃
i=1

{vi1, vi2, vi3, vi4}. (5)

The Convex Hull CH(P ) of the vertex set P is the smallest
convex polygon that contains all points in P . It can be formally
expressed as:

CH(P ) = Convex Hull ({p1, p2, . . . , pm}) , (6)

where {p1, p2, . . . , pm} ⊆ P are the vertices of the Convex
Hull.

Then, a 16 × 16 grid structure is employed to pad and
extend the unified regions , CH(P ). This grid-based alignment
ensures that regions will be aligned with the coding units of
the encoder to achieve better compression efficiency. After the
alignment, the resulting extended polygon is further processed

Fig. 4. (a) Original Image (Resolution: 1024 × 730) (b) Packed Image
(Resolution: 352× 330))

by splitting them into rectangular sub-boxes. This is achieved
by slicing the input polygons based on their non-rectangular
vertices. To enhance packing efficiency, the resulting slices
are greedily and recursively reassembled based on shared
edges, resulting in improved rectangular box configurations
as showed in Fig. 3.

D. Region Scaling

In this module, certain regions of the images are adaptively
down-scaled to enhance compression efficiency while reducing
the bitrate. Our experiments indicate that maintaining the orig-
inal resolution for all the regions of interest is not necessary.
For instance, regions of interest primarily containing cars or
person can undergo down-scaling without negatively affecting
the performance of end-task accuracy.

E. Region Packing

The extracted transformed regions get efficiently consoli-
dated into a single frame through the application of a bin
packing algorithm in this module. Bin packing [15] algorithms
aim to arrange a set of items (in this case, image regions) of
varying sizes into a finite number of bins (or a single target
frame) with fixed dimensions while minimizing unused space.

Let there be a set of n regions Ri = (wi, hi), where wi

and hi denote the width and height of region Ri, into a single
target frame of fixed dimensions Wbin×Hbin. The placement of
each region Ri is represented by its top-left corner coordinates
(xi, yi), subject to the following boundary constraints:

xi + wi ≤ Wbin, (7)
yi + hi ≤ Hbin. (8)

At each iteration, the algorithm evaluates all the non-
overlapping feasible positions for Ri and selects the one that
minimizes the remaining unused space:

Sunused = Wbin ×Hbin −
k∑

j=1

(wj × hj), (9)

where k is the number of regions already placed. By iteratively
selecting the best-fit positions for all regions, the method
achieves tight packing, reducing spatial gaps and optimizing
the overall utilization of the target frame. All the empty spaces
of the target frame are colored with black pixels at the end



TABLE I
BD-RATE AND BD-MAP FOR REMOTE INFERENCE VS PROPOSED METHOD

Task Network Dataset Image Type Size (%) BD-rate (%) BD-mAP (%)

Object Detection Faster RCNN-X101-FPN [9]

FLIR [10]

Infrared 100 -10.86 0.60
Infrared 75 -18.10 2.17
Infrared 50 -18.77 2.52
Infrared 25 -7.21 0.47

OpenImages [11]

RGB 100 -19.93 2.02
RGB 75 -17.38 2.06
RGB 50 -13.67 1.93
RGB 25 -3.52 0.34

TVD [12]

RGB 100 -40.03 7.26
RGB 75 -41.94 8.88
RGB 50 -39.13 8.60
RGB 25 -20.95 3.09

Instance Segmentation Mask RCNN-X101-FPN [13]

OpenImages [14]

RGB 100 -31.00 3.50
RGB 75 -22.48 2.98
RGB 50 -17.93 2.80
RGB 25 -6.62 1.16

TVD [12]

RGB 100 -42.47 5.71
RGB 75 -44.10 7.18
RGB 50 -39.60 6.65
RGB 25 -21.30 2.66

of the bin packing. Additionally, this method ensures that the
regions of interest, even when down-scaled, are organized into
a single coherent output, facilitating effective encoding. An
example of a packed image is shown in Fig. 4. It should
be noted that in this example, the image resolution after
packing is 352 × 330, whereas the original image resolution
was 1024 × 730. This method efficiently reduce the image
resolution by discarding the unimportant regions of the im-
age, which consequently provide high compression efficiency
without degrading the performance of the end-task network.

F. Encoder

After the regions are adaptively scaled and tightly packed
into a single frame, the resulting image is converted to the
YUV format, a widely-used chroma sub-sampling method
for efficient compression [16]. The packed image is then
compressed using the Versatile Video Coding (VVC) [7] test
model (VTM) [17], which represents the state-of-the-art in
video compression. VVC was chosen for this work because it
offers significant improvements over previous standards like
H.265/HEVC [18] and H.264/AVC [19]. These improvements
include advanced block partitioning, improved transform cod-
ing, and sophisticated entropy coding, which enable high-
quality compression at lower bitrates.

The VVC codec was configured in All-Intra mode and the
necessary region parameters describing the spatial positions,
dimensions, and scaling factors of the individual regions
are multiplexed into the bitstream. This metadata allows the
decoder to accurately unpack the compressed frame and re-
construct all regions in their original positions.

G. Decoder

At the decoder side, the compressed bitstream is first
decoded using VTM. The use of VTM ensures high-quality
reconstruction of the packed frame with minimal loss, align-
ing with the stringent requirements of downstream tasks. In
addition to the packed frame, the bitstream also contains mul-
tiplexed metadata describing the spatial positions, dimensions,
and scaling factors of the individual regions.

H. Region Unpacking

The Region Unpacking process begins by parsing the meta-
data to identify the location and size of each region within
the packed frame. Each region is then extracted and, if it
was scaled during the encoding process, resized back to its
original dimensions using the scaling factors provided in the
metadata. The regions are subsequently reassembled into their
original positions within the reconstructed image, ensuring that
the spatial alignment matches the pre-encoding layout. After
repositioning all the regions to their original position, empty
places are set to black pixels and then the resulting image is
passed to the end-task network.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULT

A. Experimental Setup

In this study, the Common Test Conditions (CTC) [6]
and evaluation framework [3] provided by MPEG were used
to generate the remote inference anchor and evaluate the
proposed method. It is noteworthy that the CTC was es-
tablished through consensus among members of the MPEG
expert group [2], reflecting a broad alignment of interests



Fig. 5. Rate-Accuracy Plots for Object Detection & Instance Segmentation

from diverse industry use cases. To ensure a comprehensive
evaluation, two distinct types of image datasets—infrared and
RGB—were employed across five datasets specified in the
CTC. These datasets were selected to validate the proposed
method’s capability to generalize effectively across varying
input types and challenging scenarios. The evaluation was
conducted on two end-tasks: object detection and instance seg-
mentation, chosen for their relevance in real-world applications
such as surveillance and autonomous systems.

For the object detection task, the Faster R-CNN-X101-
FPN [9] was employed. This network is well-regarded for
its robust region proposal mechanism and efficient feature
pyramid structure, which enables accurate object detection
across multiple scales. For the instance segmentation task,
the Mask R-CNN-X101-FPN [13] was utilized. This network
extends Faster R-CNN by incorporating a dedicated branch for
predicting segmentation masks by enabling pixel-level classi-
fication in addition to bounding box detection. Both networks
were built with the ResNeXt-101 [20] backbone and Feature
Pyramid Networks (FPN) [21], facilitating enhanced feature
extraction across diverse spatial resolutions and improving
performance on complex datasets.

Additionally, the next generation VVC standard test model,
commonly referred to as VTM [17], was employed as both
the encoder and decoder using the “All-Intra” configuration
and “Still Picture Profile”. To evaluate the performance of
the proposed method under varying compression levels, six
Quantization Parameters (QPs), i.e., 22, 27, 32, 37, 42, and 47,
were selected. These QPs represent a wide range of bitrate-
accuracy trade-offs, ensuring that the evaluation accounts
for diverse operational scenarios. Furthermore, the proposed

approach’s efficacy was assessed at four different input sizes,
specifically scaled at 100%, 75%, 50%, and 25%, to simulate
various resource-constrained conditions. This comprehensive
evaluation framework highlights the robustness and scalability
of our proposed method in practical scenarios.

B. Result Analysis

The performance of the proposed method in comparison to
MPEG’s remote inference anchor is presented in Table I in
terms of BD-Rate and BD-mAP. BD-Rate is a widely used
metric for evaluating the bitrate savings between two different
codecs [22].

As shown in Table I, the BD-Rate for the proposed method
is consistently negative, implying that it always requires fewer
bits than the remote inference anchor. Remarkably, the pro-
posed method achieves a potential bitrate reduction of up
to 44.10%. This significant reduction demonstrates that the
proposed approach can deliver the same end-task accuracy
as the remote inference anchor while using 44.10% fewer
bits, enhancing system efficiency. Both the object detection
and instance segmentation tasks exhibit substantial bitrate
savings with the proposed method compared to the anchor.
Additionally, it is observed that the BD-Rate is lower at size
25% in most of the cases. This outcome is expected, as size
25% images are down-scaled by a factor of 0.25 of original
image resolution and contain fewer extraneous regions that can
be discarded.

In addition to BD-Rate, BD-mAP [3] evaluates the impact
of a codec on the mean Average Precision (mAP) at a fixed
bitrate. A positive BD-mAP value indicates that a codec
achieves higher mAP compared to its counterpart at the same



bitrate, signifying improved performance. Inversely, a negative
BD-mAP value suggests that the codec delivers lower mAP
than its counterpart under identical bitrate conditions. As
shown in Table I, the BD-mAP of the proposed method is
consistently positive, indicating that it consistently provides
higher end-task accuracy at the same bitrate. Notably, the
proposed method shows a potential BD-mAP improvement
of up to 8.88%, highlighting its ability to significantly im-
prove end-task performance without requiring additional bits.
These results unequivocally underscore the effectiveness of
the proposed method in optimizing bitrate efficiency and
improving task accuracy across both object detection and
instance segmentation tasks.

Furthermore, the rate-accuracy plots for all datasets are
presented in Fig. 5. For brevity, only plots for the 100% size
configuration are shown. In these plots, the x-axis represents
bits per pixel (bpp), while the y-axis indicates the end-task
accuracy measured in mAP. The red curve corresponds to
the proposed method, and the blue curve represents MPEG’s
remote inference anchor. It is evident from the plots that,
in all cases, the proposed method achieves higher end-task
accuracy compared to the anchor. However, it is worth noting
that for the FLIR dataset, which contains infrared images,
performance at the lowest bpp point is comparable to the
anchor. This suggests that the proposed method is sensitive
to infrared images at low quality. Despite this limitation, the
proposed method consistently demonstrates superior accuracy
performance across all other datasets & tasks.

IV. CONCLUSION

ROI-Packing introduces a novel paradigm in image com-
pression tailored for machine vision, achieving significant
advancements in both bitrate efficiency and task accuracy.
The proposed method demonstrates substantial performance
improvements, including up to 44.10% bitrate savings and
an 8.88% accuracy enhancement over state-of-the-art codecs.
Furthermore, the method’s compatibility with existing end-task
models, without the need for retraining or fine-tuning, estab-
lishes it as a versatile and implementable solution for various
machine vision applications in practical scenarios. Future work
could extend ROI-Packing to video compression by applying it
to every intra-frame period, potentially enhancing performance
in continuous video streams.
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