
Semantic Communication Based Video Coding
Using Temporal Prediction of Deep Neural Network

Parameters
Prabhath Samarathunga

Department of Computer and
Information Sciences

University of Strathclyde
Glasgow, UK

prabhath.samarathunga@strath.ac.uk

Yasith Ganearachchi
Department of Computer and

Information Sciences
University of Strathclyde

Glasgow, UK
yasith.ganearachchi@strath.ac.uk

Thanuj Fernando
Department of Computer and

Information Sciences
University of Strathclyde

Glasgow, UK
thanuj.fernando.2023@uni.strath.ac.uk

Indika Alahapperuma
Department of Computer and

Information Sciences
University of Strathclyde

Glasgow, UK
indika.alahapperuma@strath.ac.uk

Anil Fernando
Department of Computer and

Information Sciences
University of Strathclyde

Glasgow, UK
anil.fernando@strath.ac.uk

Abstract—Video coding is a critical capability that underpins
gaming, entertainment and media ecosystems, enabling effective
use of video content in both conventional and non-conventional
formats. Semantic communications, where semantics alone can
be used to reconstruct media content provided that the context
of semantic extraction is known, can effectively implement video
coding, but techniques to exploit temporal correlations between
video frames to achieve better rate distortion performance
with them are just beginning to evolve. A novel approach for
this problem of predicting the semantic decoder parameters
using temporal correlation is proposed and tested using an
autoencoder-based semantic communication system, and the
performance is compared with the Neural Network Encoder-
Decoder (NNCodec). Experimental results show that it achieves
significantly better rate distortion performance compared to
NNCodec alone, with PSNR gains between 3 and 25 dB depending
on the complexity of the video and an average bitrate saving of
54%.

Index Terms—Autoencoders, Deep Neural Networks,
NNCodec, Semantic Communications, Video Transmission

I. INTRODUCTION

Video has now become an integral component of the gam-
ing, entertainment and media ecosystems and is available in a
wide range of formats which include conventional 2D videos
as well as a wide range of non-conventional formats, such
as computer generated imagery (CGI), screen content video
and 360° video [1], [2]. This widespread adaptation of video,
which is consumed in an even wider variety of devices, has
only been possible due to advancements in video compression
by exploiting the inherent statistical and perceptual redundan-
cies in video to reduce their huge file sizes to manageable
sizes so that they can be efficiently stored, transmitted, and

viewed within the constraints imposed by device and network
capabilities [3].

We propose a novel semantic communication based video
coding system using temporal prediction of deep neural net-
work (DNN) parameters to exploit the spatial and temporal
correlations in video, and test it using an autoencoder-based
implementation where we attempt to predict the receiver-side
decoder DNN parameters using key frames and displacement
vectors of the parameters. Although prediction of DNN pa-
rameters in the spatial domain (within a given topology) has
been explored [4], [5] and is used in NNC techniques to some
extent, this is a first attempt to exploit the inherent spatial and
temporal correlations in video to predict temporal relationships
in DNN parameters of a semantic communication based video
coding system.

The novel contributions from this work for semantic com-
munication based video coding are:

• Use of DNN based semantic communication system for
video coding and transmission

• Introducing a technique for temporal prediction of DNN
parameter in video applications

• Demonstrating the effective combination of DNN and
NNC for video coding and transmission

II. RELATED WORK

Video coding standards are used to standardize video com-
pression systems for wide interoperability and are convention-
ally based on digital signal processing (DSP). These systems
operate by exploiting the statistical and perceptual redundan-
cies of video in both spatial and temporal domains using
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Fig. 1. Proposed system for video coding using temporal prediction of deep neural network parameters

advanced digital signal processing techniques, with state-of-
the-art codecs such as Versatile Video Coding (VVC) imple-
menting advanced motion prediction and compensation tech-
niques which have evolved for over four decades. However,
the exponential growth of video content, especially in non-
conventional formats, along with the increase in resolution,
frame rate, and color depth, is becoming a challenge even for
state-of-the-art video coding systems [6]. In response, parallel
to improving the performance of conventional DSP-based
video coding standards, exploration of non-linear transform-
based video coding systems using DNN is being carried out
[7], although no widely accepted system has yet emerged.

Provided the inherent spatial and temporal redundancies
contained in video frames, especially within a scene, an
alternative approach is to train the encoder and decoder at
the transmitter on a Group of Pictures (GoP) basis, which
will intentionally overfit DNN parameters to a given scene,
minimizing the reconstruction loss, and then update the de-
coder in the receiver for each GoP. This approach also requires
a method to compress and transmit the decoder layers to
the receiver, which diminishes any gain achieved through the
DNN or semantic communication based compression even
when using an NNC technique, as a significant overhead will
need to be transferred in the form of the compressed DNN
layers for each GoP or scene. An alternative is to make

use of key frames of a GoP, which form the context when
implementing a semantic communication based video coding
system, to remotely train the receiver-side decoder which will
be initialized using the same initializer and seed as a similar
decoder implemented in the transmitter-side solely for the
purpose of remote training. When augmented by a suitable
residual coding system, this setup should theoretically be able
to perform on par with state-of-the-art video coding systems
but requires creating additional system complexity.

Semantic communications [8], which operate on the concept
that only the semantics of a message is sufficient to reconstruct
the original in a receiver provided the context used to extract
the semantic in shared between the transmitter and receiver,
has received recent attention as a method to implement effec-
tive image [9], [10] and video [11], [12] compression systems.
Practical implementation of semantic communications is only
possible due to advances made in artificial intelligence and
machine learning (AI/ML), and DNN architectures, such as
autoencoders (AE), convolutional neural networks (CNN),
and transformers, have been widely used in developing such
systems.

A key challenge in implementing DNN and semantic com-
munication based video coding systems is that the decoder
has to be trained along with the encoder at the transmitter,
which then has to be taken to the receiver to decode the



compressed bit stream. A common approach is to initially train
the DNN with a large training data set so that the decoder
is compatible with any video and then use a neural network
compression (NNC) [13] technique to store and transport it
to the receiver, but generalization of the DNN parameters
results in low rate distortion performance compared to the
original video. This can provide satisfactory performance for
applications which are not meant for human perception, but are
not be able to achieve equivalent rate distortion performance
compared with state-of-the-art DSP based video coding stan-
dards. In scenarios where trained DNN models must traverse
the network, the need for a larger bandwidth emerges as
a major constraint. This challenge escalates when network
transmissions become frequent due to changing conditions,
which will lead to a change in the DNN model. To address this
issue, both academia and industry have proposed the concept
of NNC [13]. This approach involves the utilization of vari-
ous techniques to compress neural networks, which are then
transmitted over network channels [14]–[16]. On the receiving
end, the compressed neural network is decompressed, making
it ready for use in inference tasks.

An innovative approach to improve the fidelity of the recon-
structed video from a semantic communication based video
can be sought by seeking inspiration from DSP based video
coding, where the temporal redundancies between frames are
identified and used to predict the next frame at the decoder.
However, instead of attempting to predict the motion of pixel
groups based on temporal correlation, a DNN such as an
autoencoder, can be trained at the transmitter using each frame
of the video, and the changes of the DNN parameters between
frames can be extracted and used at the receiver to predict
the parameters that can produce an excellent estimation of
the parameters for the decoder layers. If the transmitter-side
encoder is trained to intentionally overfit each frame and
reconstruct it with minimal reconstruction loss, transmitting
the latent vector from the bottleneck and displacement vector
of the DNN parameters are sufficient to reconstruct a very
high-fidelity video at the receiver with much less complexity
than the approaches discussed up to now.

III. PROPOSED SYSTEM

The proposed system comprises four main functional com-
ponents: context encoder/decoder pair, semantic encoder/
decoder pair, temporal prediction and residual estimation
network, and a residual network compression/decompression
system, as shown in Fig. 1. The video is converted using 4:2:0
chroma subsampling (YUV420) before processing and is read
into an input frame buffer.

The context encoder/decoder pair provides the context used
to extract the semantics at the transmitter and reconstruct the
video from the semantics at the receiver. This is implemented
by extracting the first frame, or key frame, of each scene
of the video, with which subsequent frames have a strong
temporal correlation. The key frame, which still contains
spatial redundancies, is compressed using High Efficiency
Image Format (HEIF).

(a) Weights when trained with frame one (b) Biases when trained with frame one

(c) Weights when trained with frame two (d) Biases when trained with frame two

(e) Difference of weight between frames (f) Difference of bias between frames

Fig. 2. Distribution of values of parameters (weights and biases) of the
decoder layer when trained with two consecutive frames of a video. Note:
the vertical axes of (e) and (f) are of higher resolution.

The semantic encoder and decoder are implemented using
an autoencoder, which is trained over multiple epochs with
the frames from the video to intentionally overfit it to a given
frame. The autoencoder is initialized using the Glorot uniform
initializer [27] and a fixed seed value which is shared with
the decoder. To enable temporal prediction, the autoencoder
is first trained using the key frame (using a context decoded
version to match it with the receiver) until the peak signal-
to-noise ratio (PSNR) between the input and output reach
infinity such that they are identical. Then the latent vector of
the autoencoder is read to a latent vector buffer and transmitted
to the receiver, and the parameters (weights and biases) of the
decoder network are read to a parameter buffer. The next frame
of the scene is trained starting with the same parameters until
the PSNR reaches infinity and the latent vector is extracted.
This process is repeated for each frame in the scene and is
restarted when a new scene is identified using an appropriate
scene transition detection algorithm [28].

At the receiver, an identical autoencoder (initialized with
the Glorot uniform initializer using the same seed value as
on the transmitter side) is trained using the received key
frame until the PSNR reaches infinity. For subsequent frames,
the parameters of the decoder layers are updated using the
displacement vectors received from the temporal parameter
prediction and residual estimation network and the quantized
residual received from the residual network compression/
decompression system. The updated decoder layers are used
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Fig. 3. Video Clips used for Experiments: (a) Video 1 [17], (b) Video 2 [18], (c) Video 3 [19], (d) Video 4 [20], (e) Video 5 [21], (f) Video 6 [22], (g) Video
7 [23], (h) Video 8 [24], (i) Video 9 [25], (j) Video 10 [26].

to predict the next frame based on the received latent vector,
and the reconstructed frame is collected in a frame combiner
buffer, where the video is reconstructed.

The major innovation proposed is the temporal prediction
and residual estimation used to update the parameters of the
semantic decoder in the receiver. This exploits the temporal
correlation between each frame of a scene in a video, which
corresponds to a temporal correlation between each frame of
a video. An example is shown in Fig. 2, which shows that the
weights and biases of subsequent frames within a scene are
nearly identical, with very small differences between the two.

Furthermore, since motion between two frames only occurs
in specific parts of the frame rather than the frames changing
altogether, the parameter values corresponding to pixel loca-
tions of the second frame can be observed to have moved
in its location within the parameter vector when compared
with the first frame. This can be used to calculate a parameter
displacement vector (vk) for the parameters corresponding to
a predefined block of pixels in the frame by searching the pa-
rameters of the previous frame so that the mean squared error
(MSE) between the predicted and actual blocks is minimized,
as shown in (1) where p is the block size, n is the current
frame, k is the block number.

MSEk =
1

p

p∑
i=1

(wn(tk+i)− wn−1(tk+i))
2 (1)

vk is then derived by minimizing MSEk within a range
defined by j within an arbitrary limit ±a, as shown in (2).

vk = min(MSEk.j), j ∈ (−a : a) (2)

In the proposed system, the parameter displacement vectors
are calculated by comparing the current parameters of the
decoder layers with the previous parameters of the decoder
layers of the parameter buffer. These are then written into a
parameter displacement vector buffer and sent to the receiver
to estimate the decoder parameters of each frame.

Parameter displacement vectors are used to estimate the de-
coder parameters in the transmitter, and a residual is extracted
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Fig. 4. Structural Information (SI) and Temporal Information (TI) in Test
Videos

by comparing it with the current parameters. This residual,
which is a vector of neural network parameters, is compressed
using NNCodec to reduce the size of the residual and is then
added to the update of the decoder parameters at the receiver.
The level of quantization in NNCodec [29] can be varied using
a quantization parameter (QP) to change the quality of the
reconstructed video.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The proposed system is tested using ten videos (Fig. 3) of
spatial resolution 320×180 with varying structural information
(SI) and temporal information (TI) content.

Fig. 4 shows the TI and SI content of each video, where
videos 3, 4 and 5 are considered as low complexity videos
(low TI and low SI), videos 1, 7, and 8 are considered as
medium complexity videos (medium TI and medium SI), and
videos 2, 6, 9 and 10 are considered as high complexity videos
(high TI and/or high SI).



Fig. 5. Network model used for simulation: sequential 120 represents the
encoder layers and sequential 121 represents the decoder layers of the
autoencoder.

The semantic encoder is implemented using an autoencoder
network with the network structure shown in 5, which creates a
latent vector of dimension 1×1, which is a simplified version
to evaluate performance. The system is investigated over a
range of quantization levels in the residual compression net-
work using NNCodec, and the residual neural network without
using temporal prediction is compressed using NNCodec and
sent to the receiver to set a benchmark for comparison of the
performance.

When comparing the PSNR achieved for each quantization
level, as shown in Fig. 6, it is evident that the proposed
temporal prediction of the DNN parameters can achieve a
better rate distortion performance compared to NNCodec in
all ten videos tested. The performance for the high complexity
video (Video 2) shows a marked improvement over NNCodec
which does not exploit the temporal correlations between the
parameters. When considering low complexity videos, such as
in Videos 3 and 4, the proposed system still provides better
compression, but with a smaller gain in PSNR. However, when
high complexity videos are considered (such as Video 2),
the PSNR gain of the proposed system at lower bit rates is
significantly high, reaching 20 dB. For medium complexity
videos, the PSNR gain can be observed to reach 30 dB in
some cases (such as Video 8). This is due to both systems
exploiting the spatial correlations between the parameters and
NNCodec using a higher bitrate to achieve a better quality
reconstruction of the neural network.

The proposed system adds additional complexity to the
system, compared to just using NNCodec since the DNN
parameter prediction has to be performed, but has significant
rate distortion performance gains. The added complexity and
the complexity-performance trade-off of the propsed system
need to be quantified and evaluated in future research.

However, the compressed bit rates achieved by both
NNCodec and the proposed system are significantly higher
than those achievable by conventional video coding systems
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Fig. 6. Comparison of rate distortion performance of proposed system
compared with using NNCodec alone.

such as VVC, AOMedia Video 1 (AV1), High Efficiency Video
Coding (HEVC), or Advanced Video Coding (AVC), as well
as hybrids of these systems with DNN [12]. This is due to
the work presented being a very basic implementation of the
concept and requiring significant further refinement before
it can be practically implemented to achieve performance



on par or better than conventional video coding systems.
Enhancing the temporal prediction framework and optimizing
displacement vector calculation, so that displacements along a
larger number of axes can be predicted, and further improving
the compression rates achievable for residual compression
using optimized versions of NNCodec or an alternative method
are key future research areas which need to be explored.

Despite these, the proposed system is an important mile-
stone in implementing semantic communication based media
transmission systems, including video coding systems, as
practical implementation of semantic communications depends
on DNN and effective methods to transmit, predict or remotely
train DNN parameters to minimize reconstruction losses be-
tween the transmitter and receiver is a critical capability for
such systems to achieve performances on par or exceeding
conventional media compression systems.

V. CONCLUSIONS

An innovative approach for solving the problem of addi-
tional overhead being required for transmitting trained de-
coder parameters in semantic communication based video
coding systems is proposed using temporal prediction of DNN
parameters to exploit the interframe correlations of video.
Experimental results show rate distortion performance gains
compared to using NNCodec alone, and although additional
complexity is added to NNCodec by the prediction of the
DNN parameters, it is compensated for by the significant gains
achieved. However, performance needs further improvement
to achieve rate distortion performance on par or exceeding
conventional video compression standards.
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