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Figure 1. (a) State-of-the-art patch sampling methods compute PSNR for each LR-HR patch pair to extract the informative patches.
(b) EPS: Efficient patch sampling directly uses DCT-based complexity scores (SF and TF) to select informative patches. The SF score
indicates the complexity of the texture information within the patch itself, while the TF score indicates movement and change between
frames to help reduce temporal redundancies for patch sampling.

Abstract

Leveraging the overfitting property of deep neural net-
works (DNNs) is trending in video delivery systems to en-
hance quality within bandwidth limits. Existing approaches
transmit overfitted super-resolution (SR) model streams for
low-resolution (LR) bitstreams, which are used to recon-
struct high-resolution (HR) videos at the decoder. Al-
though these approaches show promising results, the huge
computational costs of training a large number of video
frames limit their practical applications. To overcome this
challenge, we propose an efficient patch sampling method
named EPS for video SR network overfitting, which identi-
fies the most valuable training patches from video frames.
To this end, we first present two low-complexity Discrete
Cosine Transform (DCT)-based spatial-temporal features
to measure the complexity score of each patch directly. By
analyzing the histogram distribution of these features, we
then categorize all possible patches into different clusters
and select training patches from the cluster with the high-
est spatial-temporal information. The number of sampled

patches is adaptive based on the video content, address-
ing the trade-off between training complexity and efficiency.
Our method reduces the number of patches for the train-
ing to 4% to 25%, depending on the resolution and number
of clusters, while maintaining high video quality and sig-
nificantly enhancing training efficiency. Compared to the
state-of-the-art patch sampling method, EMT, our approach
achieves an 83% decrease in overall run time.

1. Introduction

With the ever-increasing amount of video content, video
applications, and the ongoing evolution of video in various
dimensions, such as spatial resolution and temporal resolu-
tion (frame rate), transmitting high-quality, high-resolution
videos presents a significant challenge. In response to these
challenges, new video codecs have been introduced, such
as Versatile Video Coding (VVC) [6] or AOMedia Video 1
(AV1) [8], which employ more efficient compression tech-
niques to help transmit high-quality video content while re-
ducing bandwidth requirements. However, these video cod-
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ing methods still face limitations to further improve com-
pression performance, as they rely on hand-crafted tech-
niques and highly engineered modules.

With the development of deep learning, leveraging deep
neural networks (DNNs) to enhance video compression has
become a new trend in modern video transmission systems.
Numerous learning-based video compression methods [7,
19,20,29] have been proposed to deliver high-quality video
streams to users. Among these approaches, an emerging
number of approaches integrate super-resolution (SR) tech-
niques to reduce bandwidth requirements [10,11,23]. These
methods transmit low-bitrate low-resolution (LR) videos
and super-resolve them to high-resolution (HR) videos on
the end-user device by applying pre-trained SR models.
These SR models are typically trained on a limited dataset
and may encounter difficulties adapting to new video con-
tent. However, creating a universal DNN model that excels
with all Internet videos is impractical. To overcome this
limitation, recent advances in neural-enhanced video deliv-
ery [5, 12, 13, 18, 31] leverage the overfitting property of
DNNs to achieve quality improvements. These approaches
train an SR model for each video and stream the LR video
along with the corresponding content-aware SR model to
the end-user device. The reinforced expressive power of
content-aware SR models significantly improves the quality
of resolution-upscaled videos.

Although neural-enhanced video delivery shows promis-
ing performance, the huge computational cost of training
content-aware SR models limits its practical applications.
With a linear increase in the input video resolution, the
approach cannot be easily adapted to live streaming with
stringent delay requirements. Additionally, it is essential
to acknowledge that deploying such models for large-scale
video processing and delivery workflows entails significant
energy consumption, which poses challenges in terms of
sustainability and environmental impact [1].

To reduce the computational cost of network training,
EMT [17] proposed a patch sampling method to select the
most informative patches using a patch PSNR heatmap,
showing training gains comparable to using all frames.
Specifically, it uses (i) a pre-trained SR model to super-
resolve all LR patches of one frame, and then (ii) calculates
their PSNR values with the original HR patches to gener-
ate the patch PSNR heatmap. As shown in Fig. 1(a), the
patch PSNR heatmap varies across different patch locations
according to its content. Regions with complex textures
usually represent lower PSNR values than smooth regions
because they are more challenging to restore with an SR
model. The patch PSNR heatmap indeed partially reflects
the texture complexity of patches, assisting in the identifica-
tion of valuable patches for training content-aware models.
However, the current state-of-the-art patch sampling meth-
ods, such as [17], still have two main drawbacks:

• First, generating patch PSNR heatmaps for all frames is
time-consuming. It requires additional computational re-
sources, as it involves the inference of a DNN and cal-
culating PSNR for each patch, which online training at-
tempts to avoid.

• Second, these methods sample patches only based on the
SR quality comparisons without considering the temporal
redundancy between frames. When temporal complexity
is low – indicating that a patch is similar to its co-located
patch in the previous frame – it can be excluded from the
training set due to the redundancy, thus reducing unnec-
essary computational load.

In this paper, we propose Efficient Patch Sampling (EPS)
for high-quality and efficient video super-resolution. As il-
lustrated in Fig. 1(b), our method leverages spatial-temporal
information to quickly select the most informative patches
from video frames without the need to super-resolve frames
and calculate the quality. We introduce two DCT-based fea-
tures to directly evaluate the spatial and temporal complex-
ity of patches in LR video frames. Compared to PSNR
heatmaps that rely on DNN inference and are calculated
on patches after SR by comparing them to the correspond-
ing HR patches, DCT is a low-complexity computation on
LR patches that enables faster execution on both CPU and
GPU, significantly speeding up informative patch scoring.
Instead of simply selecting the complex patches of each
frame, we sample the patches by considering both temporal
and spatial dimensions as the training set for the content-
aware SR model. Our approach excludes relatively static
patches across frames from repeated training, thereby re-
ducing temporal redundancies.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows.

• We introduce two low-complexity DCT-based informa-
tive features to measure the spatial-temporal complexity
of each LR-HR patch pair. This approach is fast and ef-
fective in guiding the selection of the most informative
patches, making the content-aware training gain appear
as large and quickly as possible (cf . Sec. 3.1).

• We present a novel patch sampling algorithm for content-
aware video SR training, which utilizes histogram dis-
tribution of patch features for clustering to select the
patches with the highest spatial-temporal information.
By considering temporal information, our method ef-
fectively removes redundant patches across consecutive
frames, further enhancing training efficiency. The num-
ber of sampled patches is adaptive based on the content
and addresses the trade-off between training cost and ef-
ficiency (cf . Sec. 3.2).

• We conduct comprehensive experiments based on various
SR architectures to evaluate the advantages and general-
ization of our method (cf . Sec. 4).
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2. Related Work

Content-aware Neural Video Delivery. NAS [31] was
among the first proposed neural-enhanced video delivery
frameworks to integrate a per-video SR model. A DNN
is trained for each LR video content, and both the LR
video and its associated DNN are delivered to the client
side, which are jointly used to enhance its quality. Live-
NAS [13] proposed a live video ingest framework that inte-
grates an online training module into the original NAS ap-
proach [31]. However, content-aware SR models with large
parameters still introduce an overhead to the delivery pro-
cess. SRVC [12] encodes a video into content streams and
time-varying model streams, updating only a fraction of the
model parameters over video chunks to handle the avail-
able bandwidth budget better. DeepStream [5] utilizes com-
pressed content-aware SR networks to achieve significant
bitrate savings while maintaining the same quality for end-
user devices with GPU capabilities. Nevertheless, these ap-
proaches still demand significant computational resources
for training the network; however, utilizing patch sampling
can mitigate this requirement.
Patch Sampling. In the online training module of Live-
NAS [13], they sample fixed-size LR-HR patches from
random locations in a given frame. However, employ-
ing a random sampling method may lead to selecting sub-
optimal patches for training. In practice, more complex
patches in texture may contribute significantly to model
training [13, 26, 33]. EMT [17] used the PSNR of the
HR patch and the decoded LR patch upscaled by the SR
model, demonstrating higher precision in identifying com-
plex patches that yield greater training gains. However,
evaluating an SR model on all possible patch pairs is time-
consuming and brings additional costs. Furthermore, these
methods do not fully exploit the spatial information of a
single frame, particularly temporal information between
frames. Ignoring spatial-temporal information can result
in suboptimal and redundant training data, thereby reduc-
ing the training efficiency. Our work differs from these
works by sampling complex patches using simple yet ef-
ficient DCT-based features that account for both spatial and
temporal information. We note that some efficient SR meth-
ods [15, 16, 28] also leverage the patch complexity. How-
ever, these methods aim to accelerate execution speed by
training all patches with SR models at multiple scales to
handle various patch complexities. Therefore, we do not
compare our patch sampling method with these works, as
data sampling can further accelerate them.

3. Efficient Patch Sampling (EPS)

In this section, we present our efficient patch sampling
method to accelerate the training with reduced computa-
tional costs. Fig. 2 shows an overview of our proposed

method. We first split the LR video into frames and di-
vide each frame into a grid of non-overlapping patches. Our
method leverages both spatial and temporal features to eval-
uate the texture complexity of each patch. We then group
all patches into N clusters according to the histogram distri-
bution of our proposed features. The patches of the cluster
with the highest spatial-temporal information are selected
to train a content-aware SR model. We first introduce the
features to evaluate the patch complexity in both spatial and
temporal dimensions in Sec. 3.1. We then propose a patch
sampling algorithm to determine the most valuable training
patches for the SR model training in Sec. 3.2.

3.1. Patch Features

Related work [13, 17] shows that more informative
patches provide higher training gains than others. Given
that not all parts of the video are equally important for
training, patch sampling aims to quickly select challenging
patches and discard uninformative or redundant patches. To
efficiently sample patches that achieve the goal, we intro-
duce two informative features for each patch: (i) Spatial
Feature (SF) and (ii) Temporal Feature (TF).

The complexity of a patch is related to its frequency
components, where a higher proportion of high frequen-
cies typically indicates a more complex texture and con-
tent. Thus, we assess the informative features of patches
based on their frequency components. Following the work
in [14, 21] that groups image pixels into regions of sim-
ilar textures using the Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT),
we use a DCT-based energy function to map the texture of
a patch from a multiple-dimensional frequency space into
a one-dimensional energy space. This energy function re-
flects the spatial complexity of the patch, which is denoted
as SF . The SF of a patch is defined as:

SF =

w−1∑
i=0

h−1∑
j=0

e[(
ij
wh

)2−1]|DCT (i, j)| (1)

where w and h are the width and height of the patch, and
DCT (i, j) is the (i, j)th DCT component when i+ j > 0,
and 0 otherwise. The SF function assigns exponentially
higher costs to higher DCT frequencies since we expect the
highest frequencies to be caused by a mixture of objects.

TF defines the complexity of the temporal variation be-
tween video frames and is computed as the difference of the
DCT component of each patch of the current frame com-
pared to its previous frame. Formally, we denote the total T
frames of the given LR video as I1, I2, ..., IT . For a patch
of frame It (1 < t ≤ T ), the TF is defined as follows:

TFt =

w−1∑
i=0

h−1∑
j=0

e[(
ij
wh

)2−1]|DCT (i, j)t −DCT (i, j)t−1| (2)

Example heatmaps of SF and TF are shown in Fig. 3
(w = 64, h = 64). A high SF score represents com-
plex texture and rich patch information. Consequently, a
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Figure 2. The overview of EPS method. Each video frame is sliced into patches. The informative complexity of each patch is determined by
spatial features (SF) and temporal features (TF). For each frame, we group all patches into N clusters based on the histogram distribution
of feature scores and select the cluster of highest spatial-temporal information for training a content-aware SR model (using a pre-trained
model as a basis). In the figure, we set the number of clusters to two for better readability. The blue and orange patches represent clusters
with high SF and TF scores, respectively.

0

20

40

60

80

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

10

20

30

40

50

60

(a) Original frame

0

20

40

60

80

(b) Heatmap of SF

0

10

20

30

(c) Heatmap of TF

Figure 3. Example heatmaps of SF and TF scores of the video
frames from the Inter4K dataset [25].

high TF score indicates that the patch in frame It has ob-
vious changes compared to It−1. Therefore, the TF serves
as an indicator of redundancy in co-located patches across
frames.

3.2. Patch Sampling Algorithm

In this section, we propose a spatial-temporal patch sam-
pling algorithm. Previous works [13, 17] have relied on
setting fixed thresholds for sampling simply by selecting
the top r% of patches according to their information com-
plexity. However, such sampling methods do not take
into account the varied distribution of patch information

(a) Original frame (b) 25% patches (c) Ours

Figure 4. Example of two different patch sampling algorithms.
Selecting the top r% of patches may either miss important infor-
mation or lead to redundant training on similar patches, while our
sampling algorithm mitigates these issues.

complexity across different video contents. For individ-
ual videos, this direct sampling approach may overlook
important information or overly train on simpler informa-
tion. As shown in Fig. 4, in a complex video, sampling
25% of patches might still exclude informative patches,
whereas, in a simple video, the same percentage could in-
clude non-informative content. Therefore, we utilize the
histogram distribution of spatial-temporal features for clus-
tering to conduct patch sampling. Algorithm 1 shows our
patch sampling algorithm, which selects patches with the
highest spatial-temporal information and discards uninfor-
mative or redundant patches. The goal is to sample LR-HR
patch pairs P to train a content-aware SR model of a T -
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Algorithm 1 Patch Sampling Strategy
Input: Video frame sequences {I1, I2, ..., It, ..., IT }, Number of clus-

ters N
Output: Sampled training patches P
1: for t = 1 → T do
2: m=sliceFrame(It) // Slice frame It to m patches
3: SF=calcSF(m) // Calculate SF scores for m patches according

to Eq. (1)
4: CSF =cluster(m,N ,SF ) // Group m into N clusters based on SF ,

i.e. the N bins of SF histogram
5: CSF =rank(CSF ) // Rank SF clusters from low to high

{CSF1
, ..., CSFN

}
6: if t > 1 then
7: TF=calcTF(m) // Calculate TF scores for m patches accord-

ing to Eq. (2)
8: CTF =cluster(m,N ,TF ) // Group m into N clusters based on

TF , i.e. the N bins of TF histogram
9: CTF =rank(CTF ) // Rank TF clusters from low to high

{CTF1
, ..., CTFN

}
10: end if
11: if t == 1 then
12: P1 = CSFN

13: else
14: Pt = CSFN

∩ CTFN

15: end if
16: end for
17: return P = {P1, P2, ..., Pt, ..., PT }

frame video sequence.
Suppose that the resolution of a given LR video is W ×

H , and the LR patch size is w × h. The corresponding HR
patch width and height are w × k and h × k, where k is
the scaling factor. As shown in Fig. 3, we slice a frame
into patches of C columns and L rows. Therefore, the total
number of patches for each frame is C × L. Note that the
C = ⌊W

w ⌋ and the L = ⌊H
h ⌋ are integer numbers, ignoring

the possible remaining borders of the frame.
For the first frame I1, we obtain the SF scores for all

patches according to Eq. (1), and then list these SF values
as a monotonically increasing histogram. Based on the dis-
tribution of this histogram, we partition all these patches
into N clusters, corresponding to the N bins of the his-
togram. This means that the distribution of patch numbers
among different clusters is based on information density.
The training set P1 is defined as the patches from the high-
est SF cluster CSFN

, which are expected to possess the
most informative and challenging texture characteristics.

For all subsequent frames It (2 ≤ t ≤ T ), we sample
informative patches considering both spatial and temporal
complexity. The SF and TF of all patches in It are cal-
culated in parallel using Eq. (1) and Eq. (2), respectively.
These SF and TF scores are individually listed as two
histograms, and the corresponding patches are partitioned
into N -numbered SF clusters and N -numbered TF clus-
ters (CSF , CTF ). We take patches in the highest SF and
TF clusters as the training set Pt. Note that in some cases,
Pt might be an empty set, which means that no training
patches are meeting the requirements for this frame, thereby

reducing the total number of patches. Finally, all the se-
lected patches from each frame are combined as the final
training set P . This approach saves time and computational
resources and maintains model performance when no new
information is available for fine-tuning.

Fig. 5 shows an example of the proposed patch sam-
pling algorithm for the second frame of video #0048 from
the Inter4K dataset [25]. We adjust the number of sampled
patches by grouping the SF and TF scores into N clusters,
which are based on the number of bins in the histogram.

4. Experiments

In this section, we describe our experiments to evaluate
the performance of our proposed method. Sec. 4.1 com-
prises information about the video dataset used for our ex-
periments and implementation details. In Sec. 4.2, we com-
pare our approach EPS with various neural video delivery
methods, including both non-sampling methods and recent
patch sampling methods. Finally, in Sec. 4.3, we present
our ablation study on key parameters demonstrating the im-
pact on (i) cluster number N , (ii) training epoch, (iii) patch
size, (iv) and quantization parameter.

4.1. Experimental Settings

We aim to assess our method across various content com-
plexities, thus selecting a dataset comprising diverse scenes,
motions, and objects. For this study, we adopted the first
100 video sequences from the Inter4K dataset [25]. We ap-
ply bicubic downsampling to downscale the original version
to a resolution of 1920× 1080 to be used as HR video. For
LR video, we utilize two scaling factors, i.e., ×2 and ×4,
and all LR videos are compressed with four quantization
parameters (QPs) values, i.e., {22, 27, 32, 37} using the
x265 encoder1. The set of videos with QP 27 is utilized as
the default dataset. Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) and
Video Multi-Assessment Method Fusion (VMAF) [22] are
adopted as evaluation metrics to measure SR performance.
All PSNR and VMAF values are the average values of 100
videos. To verify the effectiveness and generalization of our
method, we conduct the experiments using four SR archi-
tectures, including FSRCNN [9], ESPCN [24], CARN [4],
and WDSR [32]. We selected these SR models for their
real-time potential and compatibility with related works.
All experiments were conducted with the PyTorch frame-
work on NVIDIA RTX 6000 Ada GPUs. The LR patch
size is set to 64×64 during training unless mentioned other-
wise. We use Adam optimizer with β2 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999,
ϵ = 10−8 and we use L1 loss as loss function. The mini-
batch size is 64, and the learning rate is 10−4. All models
are trained 300 epochs from a pre-trained model using the

1https://x265.readthedocs.io/en/master/index.
html, last access: November 10, 2024.
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Figure 5. Example of the proposed patch sampling algorithm for N = {2, 3}.

above experimental setups. Pre-trained models are trained
using the DIV2K [2] and Flicker2K [3] datasets without
any compression, but they lack training data from the In-
ter4K [25] dataset, making them suitable for our content-
aware training.

We compare our method with other neural video de-
livery methods, including agDNN [30] where a video is
super-resolved by a content-agnostic DNN (i.e., a pre-
trained model without overfitting), NAS [31] that fine-tunes
the pre-trained model to fit all patches of the video with-
out patch sampling, LiveNAS [13] that randomly samples
patches to train the content-aware model, and EMT [17] that
calculates the patch PSNR heatmap to select the r% most
challenging patches of each frame to train the SR model.
To assess the overfitting quality, we train content-aware SR
models using the same pre-trained SR model. In the EPS
method, the histogram distributions of SF and TF differ
across video contents, leading to variations in the number
of patches used for training. Here, we set the number of
clusters to two in EPS and calculate the average number of
training patches used across all videos. For different patch
sampling methods, all training parameters and the number
of training patches are kept constant, with the only differ-
ence being the selected patches.

For training with only small subsets of data, there are
some similar approaches, such as dataset distillation [27]
and active learning [34]. However, these methods are not
applicable to the content-aware SR model training task in
this paper. First, we aim to select a small portion of data
for model overfitting on video content, so it is important
to preserve the original data details. Fine-tuning the model
based on a synthesized dataset may not adequately address
the overfitting problem and could result in suboptimal per-
formance. Therefore, we do not compare with dataset distil-
lation. Secondly, utilizing a deep neural network for patch
selection is costly for our task. Such network training would
result in additional time requirements and increased com-

putational overhead. Identifying and labeling the impact of
each patch on the model’s performance is also expensive.
Given a p-frame video with q patches per frame, 2(p×q)

training sessions are required to obtain labels. To mitigate
these expenses, we only consider training-free approaches.

4.2. Comparison with Related Works

Tab. 1 shows a comprehensive quantitative comparison
with various SR models under different scaling factors.
As can be seen, EPS consistently achieves similar or even
higher quality performance2 compared to the NAS trained
with all available patches. EPS also demonstrates improved
performance over other patch sampling methods (i.e., Live-
NAS and EMT) using the same number of patches. The
qualitative comparison is shown in Fig. 6.

For the ×2 scaling factor, the LR video has a resolution
of 960 × 540. We partition each 30-frame video sequence
into a total of 3,600 patches, which equals 120 patches per
frame. Through our patch sampling algorithm in Sec. 3.2,
we select an average of 21 out of 120 patches per frame
(i.e., 17.5%) for content-aware training, resulting in simi-
lar or even slightly better training gains compared to NAS.
This might be because training NAS over non-informative
patches reduces the model’s overall effectiveness. In the
case of the ×4 scaling factor, the LR video has a resolution
of 480× 270, resulting in 840 patches for a 30-frame video
sequence. The overall patch count is reduced from 840 to
an average of 225 (i.e., 26.78%), using the proposed patch
selection algorithm. The quality achieved by the content-
aware DNN, measured by PSNR and VMAF, is signifi-
cantly superior to the content-agnostic DNN (agDNN) for
NAS and EPS. In some cases, there is even an improvement
in EPS compared to NAS, which uses all patches for train-
ing. Conversely, models with larger parameter sizes, like
CARN and WDSR, exhibit a moderate decrease in quality

2Best performing methods are marked bold for all backbone SR archi-
tectures; overall winners are in blue.
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Table 1. Comparison of SR results between content-agnostic DNN method (agDNN [30]), content-aware method using all patches for
training (NAS [31]), and content-aware approach using different patch sampling approach LiveNAS [13], EMT [17] and EPS (ours).
Results are averaged across all frames over all sequences2.

Scale Factor Method Patches FSRCNN ESPCN CARN WDSR
PSNR VMAF PSNR VMAF PSNR VMAF PSNR VMAF

× 2

agDNN [30] 0 % 26.15 79.72 32.40 82.12 35.41 88.90 35.83 89.49
NAS [31] 100.00 % 34.74 84.61 33.96 83.46 36.12 89.14 36.72 90.10
LiveNAS [13] 17.50 % 33.60 80.01 33.27 83.14 35.76 88.95 36.27 89.47
EMT [17] 17.50 % 34.26 85.13 34.49 84.52 35.89 89.03 36.71 90.02
EPS (ours) 17.50 % 34.85 85.71 34.61 85.08 36.42 89.91 36.78 90.19

× 4

agDNN [30] 0 % 24.15 47.95 29.44 43.01 30.86 64.09 30.69 63.92
NAS [31] 100.00 % 29.99 51.75 29.90 50.77 31.89 69.71 31.87 69.66
LiveNAS [13] 26.78 % 29.27 48.37 29.65 47.75 30.93 64.67 31.20 67.53
EMT [17] 26.78 % 30.09 52.71 29.86 51.35 31.21 68.34 31.48 69.07
EPS (ours) 26.78 % 30.16 54.17 30.06 52.14 31.77 69.25 31.79 69.55

Original Bicubic agDNN NAS liveNAS EMT EPS (ours) Ground Truth

Figure 6. Super-resolution quality comparison using our method (seventh column) with baseline methods.

Table 2. Impact of cluster number. The Patches column denotes the average portion of patches utilized for training2.

Scale Factor #Clusters Patches FSRCNN ESPCN CARN WDSR
PSNR VMAF PSNR VMAF PSNR VMAF PSNR VMAF

× 2

1 100.00 % 34.74 84.61 33.96 83.46 36.12 89.14 36.72 90.10
2 17.50 % 34.85 85.68 34.50 84.51 36.42 89.91 36.78 90.19
3 8.04 % 34.79 85.71 34.49 84.74 36.06 89.55 36.48 89.92
4 4.72 % 34.73 85.58 34.54 84.87 35.86 89.31 36.27 89.64
5 3.26 % 34.56 85.43 34.37 84.59 35.58 89.17 36.12 89.48

× 4

1 100.00 % 29.99 51.75 29.90 50.77 31.89 69.71 31.87 69.66
2 26.78 % 30.16 54.17 30.06 52.14 31.67 69.25 31.79 69.55
3 14.42 % 30.13 54.49 30.04 52.37 31.28 68.51 31.62 69.44
4 9.70 % 30.11 54.62 30.07 52.71 31.19 67.67 31.43 68.94
5 7.23 % 30.04 54.64 30.06 52.89 30.98 67.05 31.26 68.45

at the ×4 scale. However, EPS can highly reduce the train-
ing data of the model with only a negligible drop in quality
compared to NAS.

LiveNAS has a fast sampling speed due to the random
selection of patches, but the training gain is significantly
lower than that of EPS trained with all patches. While
our approach demonstrates better performance compared to
EMT, it is equally crucial to assess the time required dur-
ing patch selections. We measured the average execution
time for sampling the same number of LR-HR patches from
100 videos. It was observed that our approach achieves an
83% decrease in overall run time compared to EMT. The
disparity in run time is linked to the parallel-friendliness of
our approach, where the computations of SF and TF can
be performed concurrently. In general, our EPS method for
the same number of selected patches achieves higher quality
at a significantly reduced run time.

4.3. Ablation Study

▷ Impact of Cluster Number. We conduct extensive ex-
periments to explore the content-aware SR performance un-
der different numbers of clusters during patch sampling,
which is shown in Tab. 2. For an SR model with a very small
size of parameters like FSRCNN and ESPCN, even a lim-
ited patch selection can yield promising results. However,
for CARN and WDSR, as the number of clusters separated
by histogram bins increases, indicating a minimal portion of
the selected patches, the trained SR model exhibits a slight
quality drop, specially in the case of ×4 scale.

▷ Impact of Training Epoch. We intend to explore how
adjusting the training epochs affects the performance of SR
models, given that content-aware training takes advantage
of the overfitting property of DNNs. We train all models
from pre-trained initialization to 300 epochs in scaling fac-
tor ×4 for every 100 epochs across all videos, using differ-
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Figure 7. Comparison of video quality for all models (×4) between content-aware models when all patches are selected for training (NAS)
and when different sampling approaches are utilized (LiveNAS, EMT, and EPS) for every 100 epochs.

ent patch sampling methods. As can be seen in Fig. 7, com-
pared to NAS that training with all patches, models trained
with our sampled patches achieve better SR video quality
with similar or much lower training epochs. It indicates that
when all patches are selected for training, the model under-
goes fine-tuning for both informative and non-informative
patches, leading to lower performance compared to when
only informative patches are utilized for training. Com-
pared to other patch sampling methods like LiveNAS and
EMT, our EPS method gets significantly higher training
gains using the same number of sampled patches. This in-
dicates that EPS is more effective at selecting informative
patches, allowing the content-aware SR model to learn from
higher-quality data.
▷ Impact of Patch Size. During the experiments, we slice
each LR frame into patches of 64 × 64 by default. We
also study the effect of different patch sizes. We evalu-
ated all models using the sampling method through a two-
cluster histogram and calculated their training gains based
on the pre-trained initialization. The result for each patch
size is reported as the average training gains of four mod-
els. As shown in Tab. 3, all patch sizes achieve similar
results with negligible quality differences, showcasing that
our sampling method is suitable for various patch sizes.

Table 3. Variants of patch size.

Patch Size ×2 ×4
∆ PSNR ∆ VMAF ∆ PSNR ∆ VMAF

64×64 +3.21 +2.66 +2.15 +6.54
32×32 +3.18 +2.72 +2.20 +6.65
16×16 +3.20 +2.69 +2.12 +6.58

▷ Impact of Quantization Parameter. To investigate the
impact of input LR video qualities on the training effective-
ness of the SR model, we conduct experiments to handle
the compressed video datasets with QP = {22, 27, 32, 37}.
For each QP, we train all models to evaluate their SR perfor-

Table 4. Variants of Quantization Parameter (QP).

QP ×2 ×4
∆ PSNR ∆ VMAF ∆ PSNR ∆ VMAF

22 +3.30 +2.79 +2.23 +6.71
27 +3.21 +2.66 +2.15 +6.54
32 +3.17 +2.51 +2.08 +6.39
37 +3.01 +2.02 +1.94 +6.05

mance and report the average training gain compared to the
pre-trained model. The results in Tab. 4 show that as the QP
increases, the quality of the SR video gradually decreases
since the LR video introduces more distortion. However,
our method can still achieve promising training improve-
ment at high QP (i.e., QP=37).

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose an efficient patch sampling
method for leveraging the overfitting property of DNNs in
content-aware training for video SR models. To reduce the
computational costs while maintaining the overfitting qual-
ity, we sample the most informative patches from video
frames to accelerate training. To achieve this, we initially
partition frames into non-overlapping patches and assess
texture and motion complexity using two DCT-based met-
rics: SF (spatial feature) and TF (temporal feature). Sub-
sequently, for each frame, we group SF and TF values into
N clusters and select patches belonging to the N th cluster
in both SF and TF . Our approach achieves comparable or
even superior SR quality performance compared to models
trained with all data, thus significantly reducing the training
input. Our approach undergoes extensive experimentation
across diverse video content involving 100 video sequences.
We assess its effectiveness and generalizability by employ-
ing four SR architectures: FSRCNN, ESPCN, CARN, and
WDSR. Our patch sampling approach is observed to re-
duce the number of patches to 4% to 25% of the original
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dataset, depending on the resolution and the input number
of clusters (N ). Compared to the state-of-the-art, it selects
more informative patches for training while consuming a
significantly lower computational cost. Furthermore, our
approach demonstrates efficiency in various ablation stud-
ies, varying the number of clusters, training epochs, patch
sizes, and quantization parameters.
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