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Abstract

Autonomous driving systems require extensive data col-
lection schemes to cover the diverse scenarios needed for
building a robust and safe system. The data volumes are in
the order of Exabytes and have to be stored for a long pe-
riod of time (i.e., more than 10 years of the vehicle’s life cy-
cle). Lossless compression doesn’t provide sufficient com-
pression ratios, hence, lossy video compression has been
explored. It is essential to prove that lossy video compres-
sion artifacts do not impact the performance of the percep-
tion algorithms. However, there is limited work in this area
to provide a solid conclusion. In particular, there is no such
work for fisheye cameras, which have high radial distortion
and where compression may have higher artifacts. Fisheye
cameras are commonly used in automotive systems for 3D
object detection task. In this work, we provide the first anal-
ysis of the impact of standard video compression codecs on
wide FOV fisheye camera images. We demonstrate that the
achievable compression with negligible impact depends on
the dataset and temporal prediction of the video codec. We
propose a radial distortion-aware zonal metric to evaluate
the performance of artifacts in fisheye images. In addition,
we present a novel method for estimating affine mode pa-
rameters of the latest VVC codec, and suggest some areas
for improvement in video codecs for the application to fish-
eye imagery.

1. Introduction

In the recent years, autonomous vehicles are equipped with
low-cost camera sensors that provide rich semantic infor-
mation about the surrounding environment. In order to train
robust deep learning algorithms that use camera data for
perception tasks, training data is often collected across mul-
tiple vehicles and environmental conditions. This has led to
a surge in camera data, and associated storage costs, which
requires efficient and robust compression strategies. Au-
tonomous driving systems also use other sensors like Lidar

but its volume is relatively small due to its sparsity [16].
Prior works [2, 7, 9, 10, 18] have shown the impact of

video coding standards such as AVC [32] and HEVC [27]
on deep learning tasks. In [2], the authors showed that
HEVC and AVC data compression at Quantization Param-
eter (QP) less than 29 does not significantly affect the
Faster R-CNN performance. Actually, they even showed
that retraining the model with compressed data improved
the Faster R-CNN model precision by 15% compared to the
model trained on uncompressed data. However, similar to
the other prior works, their tests are limited to undistorted
image compression and video input data. Similarly, the au-
thors in [20] tested the impact of image compression across
various deep learning tasks such as depth estimation, se-
mantic segmentation, and showed that encoder-decoder ar-
chitectures were more robust to extreme compression.

The authors [18] applied JPEG compression to the train-
ing data and showed negligible drop in performance while
fine-tuning with the compressed data. In the case of real-
world applications, it is important to train the model di-
rectly on compressed images with no prior knowledge about
the uncompressed data, such that video compression tech-
niques can be scaled for real-world storage applications.
In another study that applied JPEG compression [7], the
authors reduced the input image complexity using JPEG,
which resulted in similar accuracy with models trained us-
ing fewer parameters. Apart from object detection tasks, a
recent study [28] evaluated the impact of compression on
multi-object tracking accuracy (MOTA) against both Quan-
tization Parameter and Motion Search Range (MSR). They
showed significant impact on MOTA at 35 QP, while MSR
did not have an impact on the performance.

Although most prior works compressed the image data
using HEVC or AVC, the authors in [6] applied the VVC
codec and showed that, at specific fine-tuning, the model’s
weighted average precision increased by 3.68% compared
to a model trained on uncompressed data. In addition, data
augmentation with JPEG and VVC encoded images also
resulted in improved weighted average precision. In case
of night vision based pedestrian detection model [9], ap-
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plication of AVC compression to Far Infrared sensor data
led to significant storage reduction. The AVC resulted
in 0.5 Mbits/s data-rate for negligible loss in performance
while JPEG resulted in 1 Mbits/s data-rate. The flexible
macro-block segmentation tool of AVC helped in retaining
the object details for improved performance, and generated
lower data-rates compared to JPEG.

The MPEG Video Coding for Machines (VCM)
work [17, 24] differs from the current work in two fun-
damental ways. First, the data in VCM is all from cam-
era without significant wide angle distortion. Second, the
VCM work targets development of a codec with small im-
pact on the visual tasks when the input is compressed. The
machine vision model used is developed presumably on un-
compressed data. In a primary use case of training data
storage, the role of compression is fundamentally altered.
The data collected and used for training is compressed while
the application of the trained model is generally on uncom-
pressed data. Thus, the impact of compression on training
data is of vital concern. Additionally due to the reversal of
roles of compression, extremely high image quality may be
desired in applying compressed data to the training process
when application will be on uncompressed data.

Most of the video compression techniques are tailored
for human viewing and they are often applied only on undis-
torted images with a narrow FOV without modifying the
underlying codec which is specifically designed for undis-
torted images. However, automotive camera suite has very
wide angle cameras with high radial distortion due to the
needs of a large horizontal field of view of 190◦ for near-
field perception use cases. Four such wide angle fisheye
cameras placed around the vehicle cover the full 360◦ field
of view around the vehicle and form the basic sensor set
in automotive systems for near-field sensing in combination
with Ultrasonics sensors [13, 19]. Relatively, fisheye cam-
era perception has fewer literature as there are only a few
public datasets. The limited available literature in various
fisheye perception tasks such as object detection [22, 33],
semantic segmentation [21, 25], depth estimation [11, 12],
localization [29], soiling and weather detection [4, 30], mo-
tion segmentation [15], multi-task learning [14, 26], and
near-field perception systems [3, 5] indicate that special at-
tention and radial distortion aware design is necessary.

To the best of our knowledge, given the lack of literature
in understanding the impact of fisheye image compression
on camera visual perception tasks, our main contributions
are:
• The impact of lossy compression of fisheye data on the

object detection computer vision task is analyzed across
various codecs. Our results show the highest compression
that can be achieved without degrading the object detec-
tion performance on temporal and non-temporal datasets.

• We emphasise on the necessity to apply lossy compres-

sion to the training data, and show the impact of fisheye
compression on the object detection task while the model
has no prior knowledge about the uncompressed dataset.

• Due to the high radial distortion in the image, unlike prior
works that focused on full frame mAP to understand the
impact of compression on undistorted images, we pro-
pose a radial distortion-aware zonal metric to analyze the
impact of fisheye image compression.

• Finally, we present a novel method to improve the exist-
ing VVC codec by adapting the camera motion model for
the wide FOV camera (fisheye).
Therefore, extending the work of Chan et al. [2] to wide

FOV images, we are the first to apply the standard video
compression codecs(HEVC, AVC) on wide FOV, fisheye
images ([8, 34] to quantify both impact of lossy compres-
sion on Deep Learning model inference and training. Since
standard compression codecs(HEVC, AVC) are designed
for human visualization and undistorted images with the
exception of VVC[1] that includes a general motion com-
pensated prediction tools that can be applied to common
wide FOV images, we present an improved motion model
for VVC encoder using camera motion, intrinsics and ex-
trinsics data.

2. Video Compression of Wide FOV imagery
This work studies the use of standardized video codecs on
wide FOV imagery. Video codecs utilize temporal predic-
tion from one frame to another and can be greatly effective
when the motion of the content matches the motion model
of the video codec as the video encoder only needs to en-
code the motion compensated residual signal. In the case
where the camera does not move, as in video surveillance,
the background does not change, and hence, a video codec
can successfully avoid repetition of unchanged data regard-
less of the complexity of the codec’s motion model. The
major components of our evaluation are illustrated in Fig-
ure 1. First, original RGB images are converted to YUV
color space and sub-sampled to 4:2:0 chroma format as this
is efficiently handled by typical video codecs. Second, the
images are provided to a lossy video encoder. Several video
encoder algorithms and fixed QP values are used to pro-
duce compressed bitstreams. Then, the bitstream is decoded
and converted to modified YUV’ and RGB’ pixel values.
The RGB’ images are provided as input to a Vision Task.
The Vision Task may be inference using an already trained
model or may consist of training a model on the recon-
structed images from the lossy codec.

2.1. Lossy Video Compression impact on inference
mAP

In order to understand the effect of the video compression
artifacts on the inference mAP, it is necessary to evaluate
the images on a standard deep learning network. Given the
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Figure 1. Video compression and evaluation system

prevalence of object detection networks in the vision com-
munity and the performance vs. computation trade-offs of-
fered by the single stage YOLO object detection network,
we chose the YOLOv7 object detection network. We ap-
plied the AVC and HEVC codecs on the inference images
and considered the set of images per camera as a video se-
quence and encoded the data at various Quantization Pa-
rameters (QPs). The frames were compressed using ffmpeg
and the decoded images were stored in png, lossless format.
AVC and HEVC takes a minimum QP of 0 and a maximum
QP of 51. A QP of 4 results in virtually lossless compres-
sion and QP of 51 leads to extreme compression.

We test three different encoding methods using ffmpeg.
“HEVC intra” uses the HEVC main profile but forces all
frames to be intra-coded and hence no temporal prediction.
“HEVC main” directly uses the main profile of HEVC for
encoding. “AVC” uses the main profile of AVC that allows
temporal prediction but is a less capable codec than HEVC.
In all cases, ffmpeg defaults of other encoding parameters
and complexity settings were used.

2.2. Lossy Video Compression impact on training

Typically, for most deep learning models, few hundred
thousand frames of training data is required in order to
achieve robust performance. By applying the codecs on in-
ference data, the QP at which the mAP is least affected can
be identified. This analysis can partially help in determining
the ideal compression such that the inference performance
is not affected. In real-world settings, it is not feasible to
always store the original data to pre-train the model and
then compress the data and use for further fine-tuning either.
Therefore, we applied the compression on the training data
at different QPs. A model was trained using compressed
data (at each QP value) and the inference mAP was recorded
on the original data. This analysis helps in identifying the
ideal QP to use for compressing and storing only the com-
pressed training data which can lead to valuable storage cost
savings.

Zonal Metric: In [23], the authors illustrated the fisheye

Figure 2. The area with the least distortion is defined as the union
of the two ellipses and the objects inside this central region is eval-
uated in central mAP calculation while the objects outside this re-
gion is evaluated as peripheral mAP calculations.

distortion as a projection of an open cube using the 4th de-
gree radial polynomial distortion model. Therefore, in the
fisheye images, squared grid becomes a curved box towards
the periphery and motivate the need for curved bounding
boxes. Therefore, due to the high radial distortion at the pe-
riphery, it is important to understand the impact of fisheye
image compression particularly at the periphery of an im-
age. We define the zonal metric such that the objects are
evaluated in either central mAP calculation or peripheral
mAP calculation. In the FOV of the camera images shown
in Figure 2, the straight lines parallel to the y-axis acts as the
reference to indicate the curved nature of a straight building
the image and similarly, the straight lines parallel to the y-
axis shows the curvature of the windows which would oth-
erwise be parallel to the y-axis in a pinhole camera image
with no distortion. As the distortion increases towards the
periphery of the image, we define the union of the two de-
fined elliptical regions as the least distorted central region
while the rest of the area is considered peripheral region.
The elliptical regions depend on the particular radial distor-
tion of the camera lens. To simplify calculations, this region
could be approximated by a circle.

2.3. Improved motion models

Temporal prediction is very effective in reducing the redun-
dancy in video compression where the camera has zero mo-
tion. The effectiveness of temporal prediction depends on
the underlying motion model of the codec. In situations
with significant camera motion, the ability to accurately
represent the camera motion becomes important. Tradi-
tional codecs use motion models based on 2-D block trans-
lation. The recent VVC standard includes an affine mode
defined by the motion of control points on the corners of a
Coding Unit (CU). Careful analysis of these affine modes
indicates the underlying motion is still 4x4 block transla-
tion. In the VVC affine modes, a single 2D translation vec-
tor for each 4x4 block is determined using a 4-parameter or
6-parameter locally affine model, but the underlying model
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(a) WoodScape FV (b) Woodscape MVR

Figure 3. Epipoles corresponding to ego motion of a cam-
era position over time are shown for Woodscape FV (speed=6.2
m/s, yawrate = -0.6 degrees/sec, dt = 1s), and Woodscape MVR
(speed=32.0 m/s, yawrate = 1.3 degrees/sec, dt = 1 s)

uses 4x4 block translation. The affine mode provides an ef-
ficient means of signaling a set of translation vectors in a
CU composed of 4x4 blocks of pixels.

In datasets with very low frame rate (i.e., where each
frame in the scene is one or more seconds apart), motion
models in temporal prediction are heavily limited, particu-
larly when considering scale changes and camera lens ra-
dial distortion. Therefore, it is important to consider both
the capability of the motion model and the practical aspect
of selecting parameters for the model. A model with many
parameters may provide an excellent motion prediction in
theory but it may be impractical to estimate meaningful pa-
rameters in practice.

2.3.1 Epipolar geometry guided prediction

Epipolar geometry relates to two overlapping camera views
of a scene. In our case, the two views are from the same
camera but at different times where the camera has moved
position. Given the camera intrinsic, camera extrinsic and
camera motion, it is possible to calculate the set of possible
pixels in the first frame that correspond to a single pixel in
the second frame. With a pinhole camera, this results in
a line of possible positions. With a more general camera,
the points will lie on a 1-D curve. Examples of epipole
curves of the WoodScape dataset are shown in Figure 3 and
matched blocks are illustrated in Figure 4. The position on
the curve depends on the depth in 3D of the point being
imaged. This assumes the scene is static between the two
camera images.

Knowledge of camera intrinsic, camera extrinsic, and
camera motion greatly reduces the motion parameter esti-
mation problem. Consider a locally affine motion model
defined on a block, the motion may be defined by control
points, as in VVC with motion vectors (MV), at two or
three corners of the block. The number of parameters cre-
ates a challenge for motion estimation. We propose to use

(a) Reference (t− 1) (b) Target (t)

Figure 4. Reference(t) and Target(t + 1) images with overlay of
blocks guided by epipole geometry. Block size 128x128 is shown
for visual clarity though smaller blocks sizes may be used.

the epipole geometry to greatly reduce the search space.
Given a reference and target frame along with the camera
and motion information, we select a 1-D list of potential
depth candidates. The pixels corresponding to each corner
of the block in the target frame at each candidate depth may
be pre-computed. For each depth candidate, the corners of
the block at give depth are mapped to a pixel in the reference
frame. Given a local block to predict, we form a predicted
region on the reference frame by connecting the epipole lo-
cations of the corners at the candidate depth. Explicitly,
the epipole geometry is used to predetermine the pixel do-
main displacement of each top corner grid point at a set of
candidate depths giving a candidate MV at each grid point
and depth MVEpipole[row][column][depth]. Given a 1-D
list of n + 1 candidate depth values {d0, d1, ...dn}, n + 1
candidate predictors are defined by the VVC motion model
and motion vectors corresponding to the block corners in
Equation 1. The prediction of a block of pixels P uses the
VVC predictor given the current block location (r, c), cur-
rent block size, reference frame index Idx, and depth di,
Pi = V V C(r, c, size, Idx,mvi[0],mvi[1],mvi[2]).

mvi[0] = MVEpipole[row][column][di]

mvi[1] = MVEpipole[row][column+ 1][di]

mvi[2] = MVEpipole[row + 1][column][di]

(1)

3. Experiments
In order to evaluate the effect of lossy compression on deep
learning models, we compressed the wide FOV images us-
ing AVC and HEVC codecs. The Woodscape fisheye cam-
era [34] images were chosen since this dataset consists of
scenarios with both ego-vehicle motion and dynamic ob-
jects in the scene. Since the publicly available WoodScape
dataset is sparsely sampled in time and does not show the
true video nature of the camera images that are collected
in real-world vehicles, we additionally applied HEVC and
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AVC compression to the FishEye8K surveillance camera
images to evaluate the effectiveness of temporal prediction
on the video data.

3.1. Dataset

The WoodScape dataset [34] consists of 10,000 fisheye
camera images from 4 surround view cameras: front, rear,
mirror left and mirror right. The data was collected across
diverse geographical regions including USA, Europe and
China. The authors provided 2D bounding box annotations
for five classes: pedestrians, vehicles, bicycle, traffic lights
and traffic signs. Since the dataset was released as a part of
a challenge, the annotations are available only for the train-
ing set (8,234 images). Therefore, we split the training data
into two sets of 5,762 images and 2,472 images for training
and testing by maintaining an equal distribution of surround
view cameras in both sets.

The FishEye8K dataset [8] was released with 22 videos
(8,000 images) captured across 18 different fisheye cameras
for traffic surveillance in Hsinshu, Taiwan. The authors pro-
vided 2D bounding box annotations for the entire dataset
across Pedestrian, Bike, Car, Bus and Truck classes. There-
fore, we used the author’s training and validation split for
training the YOLOv7 object detection model.

3.2. YOLOv7 object detection model

The YOLO (You Only Look Once) models are single
stage object detection networks that predict both bounding
boxes and classes. The Non-Maximal Suppression (NMS)
post-processing is utilized to finalize the network’s predic-
tions. Compared to the latest YOLOR model, YOLOv7[31]
achieves 0.4% improved AP while reducing the computa-
tions by 15% with 43% fewer parameters. Notably, the
authors improved the network’s performance by improved
model scaling and reparametrization planning techniques.

3.3. Compression ratio results on inference data

An example of the potential of 4:2:0 and video codec is il-
lustrated in Figures 5a, 5b, by the compression ratio achiev-
able on the FishEye8K surveillance dataset and the Wood-
scape automotive dataset. The chroma sub-sampling of the
4:2:0 format gives a 2:1 compression ratio compared to raw
RGB data. The image data is converted to YUV 4:2:0 color
space and compressed with ffmpeg using different codecs
and intra periods. In all cases, the input consisted of a se-
quence of frames for a specific camera, and the results show
the average compression ratio averaged across cameras for
each codec tested at a specific Quantization Parameter (QP).
On the FishEye8K data, prediction is effective as can be
seen in comparing the HEVC intra (no motion compensa-
tion) with the HEVC main that utilises temporal prediction.
We see that even the AVC 420 codec, which includes tem-
poral prediction, exceeds the HEVC codec when temporal

prediction is removed by forcing all intra frames. Compres-
sion ratios over 50:1 can be achieved using video codecs
at QP 30 using temporal prediction and the newer HEVC
codec but, only about 43:1 using the HEVC-intra in case of
the WoodScape dataset. The motion model is not as effec-
tive on the Woodscape data due to the camera motion and
the large temporal difference between frames over 1s even
while compressing the same scene. However, the Fisheye8k
dataset compression using the temporal prediction results in
over 70:1 compression ratio while the all intra configuration
results in only 14:1 compression ratio. Therefore, although
the WoodScape data consists of repetitive patterns such as
road and sky, the compression of the video data with com-
plex Urban scene results in higher compression ratio assum-
ing the motion model efficiently represents the motion in the
content.

A central question is the impact of lossy video compres-
sion on DL tasks. The first aspect of this evaluation is look-
ing at lossy compression on images used for inference of a
model trained without compression. Different video codecs
considered have different prediction modes, block size, spa-
tial transforms, etc. (intra coding uses only spatial pre-
diction within a single frame). Despite these differences,
the lossy quantization process is similar. We compare the
performance of codecs across various QP parameter in Fig-
ures 5c and 5d. We see that the difference in mAP between
codecs is insignificant for QP < 20.

The mAP vs CR results for QP 30 on both Woodscape
and FishEye8K are reported in Table 1. The benefit of
temporal prediction of HEVC-main and AVC can be seen
in high compression ratios achieved with small reduction
in mAP on the FishEye8K results. Even with a higher
compression at QP 30, the drop in mAP is only around
1% with HEVC-intra and AVC codecs. However, at and
above QP 30, there is more than 2% drop in mAP with
HEVC-main (which may not be desirable for safety crit-
ical automotive applications) although HEVC-main con-
sistently achieves better compression ratio then the other
codecs/profiles. Therefore, as a trade-off, at QP20, the
HEVC-main results in least drop in mAP for the best CR
while, above QP30, both AVC and HEVC-intra results in
improved trade-off between CR and mAP.

For the Woodscape data, the HEVC main temporal
prediction is less effective. Comparing HEVC-Intra and
HEVC-Main, the CR is increased slightly from 43.3 to 51.2
while the mAP is reduced from 37.2 to 35.8. The AVC
codec also includes temporal prediction and performs worst
than the HEVC-Intra codec. In both HEVC-Main and AVC,
the motion model is limited to block translation which does
not handle the fisheye radial distortion or zooming motion.
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(a) Fisheye8k (b) Woodscape (c) Fisheye8k (d) Woodscape

Figure 5. (a) and (b): Compression ratio (CR) versus Quantization Parameter (QP) of a video codec applied to YUV 4:2:0 representation
of content. (c) and (d): mAP versus QP of lossy video compression for various codecs.

Table 1. The mAP vs CR is captured across various codecs for
QP 30 compressed data.

Dataset Codec CR mAP

Woodscape

Uncompressed 1 38.1
HEVC-Intra 43.3 37.2
HEVC-Main 51.2 35.8
AVC 41.7 37.2

Fisheye8K

Uncompressed 1 29.1
HEVC-Intra 14.5 28.1
HEVC-Main 88.6 27.5
AVC 74.1 27.9

3.4. Lossy Video Compression impact on training

Figure 6 shows uncompressed image inference mAP on
full frame, central and periphery results on YOLOv7 mod-
els trained on training Woodscape images compressed us-
ing HEVC-main and intra profiles. The model trained and
tested on uncompressed images is referenced as the base-
line with 37.9% mAP. The HEVC-intra QP 20 compressed
trained model has a negligible drop in performance, and
the models trained with higher QP compressed data results
in lower mAP. The model trained on the original data and
evaluated on the QP 40 compressed inference data results in
33.3% mAP. However, the model trained on the QP 30 com-
pressed model and QP 40 compressed inference data results
in an increased 34.0% mAP. Therefore, training on com-
pressed data results in the model learning the compression
artifacts and helps in recovering the model performance.

To address the radial impact of radial distortion, we pro-
posed the union of the elliptical regions as the central region
with least distortion and the rest as the peripheral region.
Across all the models, the central mAP is better than periph-
eral mAP. In case of the IntraQP20 model, the central and
peripheral mAP almost retains the original uncompressed
mAP performance. Therefore, the compression has mini-
mal effect. However at QP30, the central mAP drops only
by 0.6% compared to the original model’s central mAP but
the peripheral mAP drops by 1.4%. Therefore, the compres-

Figure 6. The zonal mAP values for various models trained on
the compressed data and evaluated on the uncompressed validation
images.

Figure 7. The uncompressed model is evaluated on uncompressed
validation images using zonal mAP for different radius values.

sion has a more profound effect on the peripheral region at
QP30 and overall mAP drop of 1.1% at QP30 would not
completely capture the effect of fisheye image compression
and it is necessary to define zonal metric tailored to the cam-
era parameters to identify the trade-off compression ratio.

As shown in Figure 7, the central mAP increases as the
distance increases (i.e., more objects are included in the
central region). However, beyond a distance of 0.6, the pe-
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Figure 8. The green circle defines the central regions and any ob-
ject within the circle is evaluated as a part of central mAP and all
the other objects are evaluated as a part of peripheral mAP.

ripheral mAP starts to drop due to higher distortion on the
peripheral regions and poorer predictions. At the same time,
the central mAP (at lower distances) with very few objects
also has a lower mAP, possibly due to the stretched nature
of the objects at the center of the image. The rightmost col-
umn in Figure 7 only includes the objects between 0.3 and
0.6 and excludes both the stretched part of the image and
the periphery. It shows higher mAP compared to other re-
gion definitions. Therefore, a more tailored zonal mAP that
also considers the central objects stretching could be more
informative to decide on the model’s performance on the
compressed data.

In Figure 8, the objects in the scene are split based on the
location into Central or Peripheral regions for the respective
mAP calculation. The circle is defined from the center with
a radius of 0.5 times the maximum distance (perpendicular
distance) and the distortion of the objects at the periphery
is significantly higher compared the central zone. Closer
to the peripheral regions in the image, the objects become
harder to detect due to distortion along with false positive
detection such as the traffic sign prediction.

4. Improving video codec motion models for
wide FOV cameras

The frame pairs from the Woodscape fisheye surround view
camera images were selected and the epipole geometry was

Table 2. The MSE between predicted image and target image
using the baseline approach of zero motion model and epipole
guided search across camera views.

Frame Baseline Epipole guided MSE change[%]

WoodScape 3031.4 1994.4 34.2%

used to guide the target frame prediction based on the refer-
ence frame. The result of selecting the optimal value for this
1-D depth list at each block of the reference image provides
a prediction image. Table 2 shows the average MSE result
using the baseline zero motion model target image predic-
tion and epipole guided motion model prediction of the tar-
get image. We tested on frame pairs from the WoodScape
dataset across all the four surround view cameras. Due to
the random sampling of the available Woodscape data, con-
secutive frame pairs were not readily available and most
pairs had variable vehicle motion between frames. There-
fore, given the above limitations and the lack of large scale
video fisheye dataset with vehicle motion, we applied our
proposed epipole guided search algorithm on the limited
frame pairs in the dataset. However, on these challeng-
ing, complex Urban scenario images and across surround
view cameras, our method resulted in 34.2% MSE reduc-
tion while predicting the target image.

An example is shown in Figure 9. The baseline pre-
diction with a zero motion predictor on the front view im-
age 1 results in 2929 MSE (Mean-Squared Error) while the
epipole guided prediction results in 1547 MSE. In the sec-
ond frame pair, due to the lack of shadow and uniform tex-
ture of the road surface, the baseline zero motion MSE is
1910 while the epipole guided search results in 1372 MSE.
Therefore, especially in case of front camera motion, the
epipole guided prediction that takes camera intrinsic, ex-
trinsic, and true motion results in improved prediction. Typ-
ically in the video codec, a lower MSE between the refer-
ence and the target frame will result in lower bit rate and
hence improved compression ratio. In addition, we simi-
larly tested on the mirror view right image (Figure 10) and
compared to the baseline with an MSE of 1372. Our guided
search results in an MSE of 1269. The MSE reduction with
the MVR is less but the image is dominated by road surface
and large time difference between the two frames which re-
sults in reduced temporal prediction effectiveness.

4.1. Suggestions to improve motion models used in
future video codecs

To support cameras with significant lens distortion and cam-
era motion, we need to improve the motion model in order
to have accurate temporal prediction. We suggest the fol-
lowing:
• True local affine model: The local adaptivity should be
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Figure 9. WoodScape FV: Full prediction gray images and errors
images corresponding to zero motion predictor and epipole guided
locally affine predictor. Top row zero motion predictor with error
image (MSE 2939). Second row, epipole guided 16x16 locally
affine predictor and error image (MSE 1547).

able to support spatially varying camera lens distortion
but a true local affine model appears desirable to improve
temporal prediction and hence compression.

• Efficient signaling of the improved model is desired to
avoid overhead in transmitting the motion information.
The current VVC syntax for signaling affine mode re-
quires signaling several parameters and multiple motion
vectors at each CU and is not expected to be efficient
when motion is dominated by affine elements with differ-
ent parameters such as a zoom due to fast camera motion
of a vehicle. Thus, an efficient means of signaling large
regions of affine motion is an anticipated need.

• Epipole guided search: An efficient means for determin-
ing motion parameters, though not officially part of the
standard, is essential for the improved motion tool to be
useful in practice. The epipole guided search can reduce
a 4 or 6 parameter motion search to searching a 1-D list
of candidates distances.

• Dataset: An important step to move forward with pro-
ducing a codec for these applications is for the commu-
nity to develop a dataset with true video motion (15 fps
or 30 fps), unlike the WoodScape dataset, and significant
camera motion, unlike the FishEye8K dataset.

5. Conclusion

We presented the study on the impact of lossy fisheye video
compression on a camera visual perception task i.e., 2D
fisheye object detection. Due to the excessive storage costs
involved in saving the automotive driving data, it is impor-
tant to first understand the extent to which the fisheye data
could be compressed without affecting the end task. Our
results showed that a minimum of 10x compression ratio

Figure 10. WoodScape MVR: Full prediction gray images and
errors images corresponding to zero motion predictor and epipole
guided locally affine predictor. Top row zero motion predictor with
error image (MSE 1372). Second row, epipole guided 16x16 lo-
cally affine predictor and error image (MSE 1269).

is achievable for a negligible drop in mAP and over 80x
compression ratio is achievable for a 1-2% drop in mAP for
static camera sequences. Although the overall mAP is infor-
mative in deciding the ideal compression ratio for pinhole
camera models, due to the high distortion at the periphery
a custom metric per camera model is required. Therefore,
we present a novel zonal mAP metric to highlight the ef-
fect of compression artifacts on the high distortion regions
in the image which ensures that the optimal compression
ratio is chosen while the adverse effects of compression ar-
tifacts on the performance of the model are avoided. Finally,
since video compression achieves remarkable compression
rates by exploiting temporal correlations between succes-
sive video frames, an accurate motion model is manda-
tory. The existing codecs rely on a block translation motion
models which give sub-optimal temporal prediction with
high-speed camera motion and wide-angle camera distor-
tion. Therefore, we present an epipole guided motion pre-
diction model which results in 34% lesser MSE compared
to the baseline which translated to lower bitrate requirement
for storing and transmitting the compressed data. In future
work work, we plan to investigate the impact on a larger set
of vision tasks, including temporal tasks such as tracking
develop improved motion models to include in future video
codecs based on wide FOV and high-speed camera motion
while dealing with dynamic objects in the scene.
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