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Figure 1: FovealNet for efficient gaze-tracked foveated rendering system operation.

ABSTRACT

Leveraging real-time eye-tracking, foveated rendering optimizes
hardware efficiency and enhances visual quality virtual reality
(VR). This approach leverages eye-tracking techniques to deter-
mine where the user is looking, allowing the system to render high-
resolution graphics only in the foveal region—the small area of
the retina where visual acuity is highest, while the peripheral view
is rendered at lower resolution. However, modern deep learning-
based gaze-tracking solutions often exhibit a long-tail distribution
of tracking errors, which can degrade user experience and reduce
the benefits of foveated rendering by causing misalignment and de-
creased visual quality.

This paper introduces FovealNet, an advanced AI-driven gaze
tracking framework designed to optimize system performance by
strategically enhancing gaze tracking accuracy. To further reduce
the implementation cost of the gaze tracking algorithm, Foveal-
Net employs an event-based cropping method that eliminates over
64.8% of irrelevant pixels from the input image. Additionally, it
incorporates a simple yet effective token-pruning strategy that dy-
namically removes tokens on the fly without compromising track-
ing accuracy. Finally, to support different runtime rendering config-
urations, we propose a system performance-aware multi-resolution
training strategy, allowing the gaze tracking DNN to adapt and op-
timize overall system performance more effectively. Evaluation
results demonstrate that FovealNet achieves at least 1.42× speed
up compared to previous methods and 13% increase in perceptual
quality for foveated output.

Index Terms: Foveated rendering, Gaze tracking, AR/VR.

1 INTRODUCTION

Human visual acuity varies across the visual field. The fovea, the
central region of the retina, is responsible for our sharpest vision.
This region, although small, is densely packed with photoreceptor
cells, allowing us to perceive fine details and vibrant colors within
our direct line of sight. As we move away from the fovea, our vi-
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sual acuity decreases rapidly, meaning that the peripheral vision is
less sensitive to fine details. Foveated rendering leverages this phe-
nomenon by allocating more computational resources to the fovea
while reducing detail in the periphery. This technique significantly
enhances system performance by lowering the rendering workload
without compromising the perceived visual quality, making it a crit-
ical innovation for applications such as virtual reality (VR) [1, 2, 3],
video encoding [4, 5, 6] and gaming [7, 8, 9]. By aligning render-
ing fidelity with human gaze patterns, foveated rendering optimizes
both visual experience and computational efficiency.

Therefore, VR systems commonly require gaze-tracking for
foveated rendering, which is usually fulfilled with a deep neural net-
works (DNNs). By precisely determining the user’s point of focus
in real-time, the gaze-tracked foveated rendering (TFR) system can
precisely catch the location of the foveal region which is rendered
with the highest resolution, followed by the inter-foveal region and
peripheral region, which then will be rendered from fine to coarse
level, as shown in the left part of Fig. 1.

Accurate gaze tracking is fundamental to the successful imple-
mentation of TFR. Without reliable gaze tracking, the system can-
not accurately adapt to the user’s visual focus, leading to poten-
tial misalignments between rendered detail and real gaze position,
which can result in noticeable artifacts and diminished user expe-
rience. Therefore, integrating robust gaze tracking mechanisms
is imperative for optimizing performance and ensuring seamless,
high-fidelity visuals in TFR. Although several prior studies have
proposed AI-based gaze tracking solutions that perform well on test
datasets [10, 11, 12, 13, 14], our experiments in this paper show
that these solutions can considerably reduce the efficiency of TFR.
This is because, despite having low average gaze tracking errors,
the errors often follow a long-tail distribution, resulting in substan-
tial inaccuracies in detecting the user’s gaze location in various sce-
narios. These errors can further cause the rendered foveal region
to be misaligned with the user’s actual gaze, leading to decreased
visual quality and undermining the intended performance gains of
foveated rendering, ultimately diminishing the user experience.

To tackle this challenge, we introduce a novel training approach
that integrates TFR system performance directly into the gaze track-
ing DNN’s training process, thereby optimizing the overall perfor-
mance. Specifically, we focus on minimizing system latency in this
work, as latency is a key factor in VR environments. Moreover, our
approach can be extended to optimize various system performance
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Figure 2: (a) TFR system configuration. (b) Foveated rendering in
VR device.

metrics in different TFR scenarios (e.g., power consumption).
Furthermore, previous studies have highlighted the significance

of implementation overhead for gaze-tracking DNNs [11, 2], as
this additional cost can often outweigh the performance benefits
gained from TFR. To reduce the computational complexity of gaze
tracking DNN, we develop a simple approach that focuses on effi-
ciently capturing the eye region centered around the pupil, minimiz-
ing computation for irrelevant peripheral pixels. This event-driven
design also enables efficient reuse of buffered gaze-tracking results
during the execution. In addition, we introduce fine-grained prun-
ing mechanisms targeting input tokens within the gaze-tracking
model, reducing unnecessary computation in non-informative areas
such as the eyelashes.

Finally, the hardware processing latency for image rendering and
tracking often demonstrates dynamic behavior, influenced by user
modifications to system settings and resource allocation with other
applications. This variability necessitates a dynamic configuration
of the gaze tracking DNN to ensure optimal system performance. In
address this, we introduce a multi-resolution DNN training frame-
work that trains the gaze-tracking DNN across various configura-
tions simultaneously, as shown in the right part of Fig. 1. During
operation, the most suitable DNN configuration is chosen based on
the current system conditions, facilitating optimal dynamic perfor-
mance for TFR. Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• We propose FovealNet, an AI-driven gaze tracking solutions for
optimized system performance of TFR. FovealNet employs a
performance-aware training strategy by directly optimizing the
TFR system latency during its training phase.

• To reduce the implementation cost of FovealNet, we introduce
an efficient input cropping method that focuses on extracting
the central eye region, allowing for effective reuse of gaze-
tracking results. Furthermore, we propose an adaptive input to-
ken pruning technique for the transformer-based gaze-tracking
DNN, achieving superior computational efficiency while main-
taining the tracking performance.

• To accommodate variations in TFR system configurations, we
propose a multi-resolution DNN training framework that allows
the resulting gaze-tracking DNN to dynamically adapt by select-
ing the optimal configuration based on current system conditions.

2 BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORK

2.1 Gaze Tracking Algorithms
Generally, gaze tracking methods can be broadly classified into
model-based and appearance-based approaches [15, 16]. Model-
based techniques estimate gaze direction by utilizing a 3D eye
model that mimics physiological structures [17, 18, 19, 20]. These
approaches generally involve two stages: (1) employing an eye fea-
ture extraction neural network to produce salient eye features and
fitting a geometric eye model, and (2) predicting the gaze direction
based on the fitted eye model. Essentially, model-based methods
transform the gaze tracking problem as an eye segmentation task.
Most of model-based approaches utilize U-Net with convolutional

1 Cropping 2
Input token 

pruning

Figure 3: Given an input eye image, FovealNet first crops the im-
age to remove background patches (step 1). The remaining patches
undergo fine-grained token-wise pruning to eliminate unimportant to-
kens (step 2), and the remaining tokens are processed by the ViT.

operations for eye feature extraction, with most of the computations
arising from this process [11, 10, 12, 21]. Although previous stud-
ies have shown high accuracy in the eye segmentation task [22], the
geometric methods used to derive gaze direction from the fitted eye
model can be prone to inaccuracies, inherently introducing an error
of more than 2◦, compared to the ground truth. This is primarily
due to two reasons: (1) inaccuracies in fitting the eye center and
radius during the eye model initialization phase, and (2) during the
optimization phase, the geometric model imposes additional con-
straints on the potential shapes and positions of the pupils, further
lead to mismatches between the output and the ground truth [17].

In contrast, appearance-based gaze tracking methods directly use
eye images as input and learn a mapping from these images to gaze
direction [15, 23, 24]. Compared to model-based approaches, these
methods typically require larger amounts of training data. The scale
and complexity of the required training data have led to the de-
velopment of a wide range of learning-based techniques, including
linear regression [25], random forests [26], and k-nearest neigh-
bors (KNN) [26, 27], and CNNs [28, 29]. Vision Transformers
(ViTs) [30], renowned for their state-of-the-art performance in var-
ious vision tasks, have also been adopted for gaze tracking [31].

However, the significant computational demands of ViTs present
a major challenge for real-time gaze tracking. To tackle this, we
propose a system performance-driven, multi-resolution gaze track-
ing transformer network. To the best of our knowledge, this work
represents the first attempt to train a gaze tracking DNN while con-
sidering the system performance of TFR.

2.2 Gaze-Tracked Foveated Rendering
The growing popularity of virtual reality has led to a significant
demand for rendering high-resolution images on resource-limited
hardware platforms, such as head-mounted displays (HMDs) [2,
32]. In these contexts, minimizing system latency is crucial to pre-
vent visual distortions and visual artifacts. If the system fails to
keep up, users may experience a disconnect between what they see
and what they feel, leading to a quality degradation of user expe-
rience [33, 34]. Early HMDs employed full-resolution rendering,
where each pixel within the user’s field of view was rendered uni-
formly. While this method maintained visual quality, it resulted in
unnecessary computational overhead and increased system latency.

TFR is a VR technique that optimizes rendering using gaze-
tracking, typically powered by DNNs. It detects the user’s gaze
location in real-time, rendering the foveal region at the highest res-
olution (Fig. 2(a)), while surrounding areas, namely the inter-foveal
region and peripheral region, are rendered from fine to coarse level
without introducing visual artifacts [32, 34, 35]. As depicted in
Fig. 2(b), in TFR, the radius r f of the foveal region (in pixels) is
set based on r f = ri + c = ρd · tan(θi +∆θ) = d tan(θ f )

1, where
ρ represents the display’s pixel density, d is the distance between
the user and the screen, θi is the eccentricity angle subtended by

1This formula is derived by assuming the gaze is positioned at the center
of the front view, representing the maximum radius of the rendering region.
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Figure 4: (a) TFR system configuration. (b) Latency breakdown (nor-
malized) of TFR.

the fovea, and θ f = θi +∆θ is the resultant eccentricity angle that
accounts for the gaze tracking error ∆θ . The radius of the foveal
region without tracking error is ri = d tan(θi), an error constant
c = d tan(θ f )−d tan(θi) is used to represent the changes on foveal
region radius caused by ∆θ . The value of θi is typically adjusted
differently [36, 37, 2] depending on the experimental results from
user studies. For example, in [36], θi is set to 5.2° around the gaze
location, while the inter-foveal region covers the area from 5.2° to
17°. In the context of HMD, the distance between the user and the
screen d is remain fixed.

2.3 DNN Pruning

Pruning techniques are commonly used in DNNs to reduce mem-
ory and computational costs. Beyond weight pruning, research has
focused on pruning intermediate tokens in ViT [38, 39]s. For in-
stance, SPViT [40] removes redundant tokens with a token selec-
tor; S2ViTE [41] uses sparse training to prune tokens and atten-
tion heads; and Evo-ViT [42] employs a slow-fast token evolution
mechanism to retain essential information.

Although previous work has utilized cropping techniques to re-
move redundant surrounding pixels from eye images [11], the spe-
cific characteristics of the gaze-tracking task allow us to further
eliminate redundant input tokens within near-eye images, such as
those representing the eyelashes. Compared to tokens depicting
the iris and pupil, these elements are relatively irrelevant to gaze
tracking results [17]. This insight led us to implement fine-grained
token-wise pruning on top of the cropped input of ViT and its inter-
mediate activations (step 2 in Fig. 3). Our proposed token-wise
pruning approach ranks input tokens based on their importance
scores (attention scores) with respect to the final gaze prediction
and eliminates unimportant tokens, leading to a significant reduc-
tion in computational costs with negligible accuracy impact.

3 MOTIVATION

3.1 TFR System and Pipeline

A TFR system in modern VR devices (e.g., HMDs) usually com-
prises three main components (Fig. 4(a)): a near-eye camera, a host
processor, and an interconnection link (MIPI [43]). A typical TFR
pipeline is shown in Fig. 4(b). The process begins with capturing
an eye image using a near-eye monochrome camera. This image is
then preprocessed by the image signal processor (ISP) and readout
before being transferred to the host processor via the MIPI connec-
tion. After the host processor receives the image, it is sent to the
eye-tracking DNN, which estimates the gaze direction. This esti-
mated gaze direction is then utilized to guide the foveated rendering
process to produce the rendered VR scene.

Fig. 4 (b) also provides an approximate latency breakdown of the
TFR process. Camera sensing and MIPI communication account
for a small fraction of the total latency, approximately 1 ms [44, 45,
46, 47] and less than 1 ms [48, 49], respectively. In contrast, the
gaze detection, along with the subsequent rendering and display
process, usually consumes a much larger portion (20-100× longer)
of the overall latency, based on the studies from [2, 50].
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Figure 5: (a) Visual quality degradation due to tracking error, and
then the foveal region is enlarged for better visual quality. (b) Ob-
server’s ability to discriminate foveated image with and without track-
ing error, measured by JND. x-axis indicates the eccentricity angle
subtended by the fovea. Left y-axis is the JND score, right side of
y-axis is the discriminability probabilities from ground truth.

3.2 Foveated Visual Quality Assessment
The primary goal of TFR is to reduce computational load while
maintaining visual fidelity. To measure the impact on the visual
fidelity, traditional visual similarity metrics typically model only
image-space context, without considering the observer’s visual field
[51, 52]. An emerging body of literature introduces eccentricity an-
gle relative to the fovea into metrics to assess the quality of TFR
[53, 54, 55]. These computational metrics allow for the systematic
prediction of foveated image quality, eliminating the need for user
studies, which often suffer from limited sample sizes and subjec-
tive rating variances. Following other work in the VR community
[56, 57, 58], we use the FovVideoVDP metric [54] to assess visual
quality in terms of just-noticeable difference (JND) [59]. Express-
ing image similarity in terms of JND units offers the advantage of
clearly quantifying the probability shift in a population’s ability to
distinguish between test and reference image pairs, as illustrated in
Fig. 5(b). We observe that, for a fixed eccentricity angle θi, a larger
tracking error ∆θ results in a greater increase in discriminability
from the ground truth (GT) and a higher JND, indicating poorer
foveated image quality.

3.3 Latency Evaluation of Previous Approaches
While previous work on gaze tracking DNNs has made signifi-
cant progress in reducing prediction errors, almost all of these ap-
proaches focus on minimizing the average tracking error across
the training set, resulting in a low average tracking error during ex-
ecution [11, 31, 28, 29, 18, 19].

To study the distribution of the tracking errors ∆θ produced
by the tracking algorithms, we train and test various gaze track-
ing DNNs proposed in [11, 31, 28, 29], on the OpenEDS 2020
dataset [60]. Fig. 6(a) shows the average tracking errors along
with the 95th percentile of the tracking errors on the test dataset of
OpenEDS 2020 dataset for five methods: DeepVOG [10], Seg [11],
ResNet-based [29], IncResNet-based [28] and NVGaze [31]. Our
observations are as follows: first, all methods, except NVGaze [31],
achieve an small average value for ∆θ , ranging between 2° and
2.5°, with NVGaze showing a higher average tracking error of 9.2°.
Notably, the tracking errors exhibit a long-tail distribution, char-
acterized by a high 95th-percentile tracking error, suggesting that
these gaze-tracking DNNs may incur large errors for certain eye
images. As a result, the foveated image generated based on the pre-
dicted gaze may not align well with what the user is actually look-
ing at, leading to significant degradation in visual quality for the
user, as shown in left part of Fig. 5(a). As presented in Fig. 5(b),
a larger error will further lead to a decrease on visual quality. Un-
fortunately, most previous work has focused solely on minimizing
average gaze tracking performance, and none have optimized gaze
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tracking DNNs by considering the impact of tracking error distri-
bution in foveated rendering applications.

To maintain visual quality without affecting user experience, the
high-resolution foveal and inter-foveal regions must be enlarged
to compensate for gaze tracking errors, as shown in right part of
Fig. 5(a). However, this increases rendering latency, as rendering
larger foveal regions at higher resolution raises computational costs.

To investigate how the size of the central foveal region influences
the performance of the TFR system, we analyze the changes in ren-
dering latency across different foveal region sizes. Latencies are
measured on two types of devices: the Meta Quest Pro [61] and
the Quadro RTX 3000 Mobile GPU [62], which has been utilized
by the early work to simulate the behavior of the UMD [50]. For
the Meta Quest Pro, we randomly select 50 frames from the Digital
Combat Simulator World (DCS) VR [63] to measure their render-
ing latency. For mobile GPU, we employ NVIDIA’s Variable Rate
Shading (VRS) for rendering and measure the average rendering
latency across four scenes, which include a mix of indoor and out-
door environments: Bistro (Outdoor), Sponza (Indoor), Classroom
(Indoor), and San-Miguel (Indoor and Outdoor). For both devices,
we apply three different rendering resolutions, 720×1280 (720P),
1080×1920 (1080P) and 1440×2560 (1440P).

Following the settings used in previous works [2, 37, 32], we
initially set the eccentricity angle θ f for the foveal region and inter-
foveal regions to 5° and 20°, respectively. Subsequently, we gradu-
ally increase θ f to 25° and the inter-foveal eccentricity to 40° to ac-
count for the gaze tracking errors generated by various gaze track-
ing DNNs. The resolution drop of the inter-foveal region and the
peripheral regions are set to 4× and 16×, respectively. We record
the average rendering latencies as the eccentricity angles change.
The results are shown in Fig. 6(c). From the data, it is evident that
rendering latency increases superlinearly as the eccentricity angle
θ f grows for both the Meta Quest Pro and the Mobile GPU. No-
tably, the rendering latency nearly doubles when the eccentricity
angle reaches 20°, compared to when the eccentricity angle is 5°.
Consequently, a large gaze tracking error ∆θ will inevitably cause
a larger central foveal region to ensure the visual quality, which in
turn results in a significant increase in latency overhead.

To analyze the latency overhead caused by gaze tracking errors
for each method, Fig. 6(b) shows the rendering latency at a reso-
lution of 1080× 1920. We set ∆θ to represent either the average
tracking error or the 95th percentile of the tracking errors for each
method, using the test dataset from the OpenEDS 2020 dataset. Our
observations reveal that when ∆θ is set to the average gaze tracking
error, most algorithms achieve very low rendering latency. How-
ever, when considering the 95th percentile of the tracking error, all
algorithms experience an average of 2.2× increase in tracking er-
ror, with some algorithms (such as NVGaze [31], Seg [11], and
ResNet-based [29]) even exceeding 20 ms, failing to achieve real-
time rendering requirement of 60 FPS, according to [64].

According to Fig. 4, the per-frame latency Ttotal for TFR can
be expressed as Ttotal = Tsensing + Tcomm + Ttracking + Tf r, where
Tsensing,Tcomm,Ttracking,Tf r represent the latency of camera sens-
ing, MIPI communication, gaze tracking and foveated rendering,
respectively. As described in the Sec. 3.1, Tsensing and Tcomm is
small compared with Ttracking and Tf r. We will describe the effi-
cient gaze tracking DNN design to minimize Ttracking in Sec. 4.1
and Sec. 4.2, and discuss a novel training framework of the gaze
tracking DNN to minimize Tf r in Sec. 4.3.

3.4 Tracking Performance and Latency Tradeoffs in TFR

In practice, rendering resolution settings for in AR/VR devices can
vary significantly during usage, depending on the context and the
specific needs of the experience. For example, in highly detailed,
visually rich environments like gaming or virtual simulations, users
may prefer higher resolutions to capture intricate details and en-

hance immersion. However, in scenarios requiring rapid interac-
tion or movement, such as fast-paced games or real-time collabora-
tion, users might prioritize performance over maximum resolution
to maintain smoothness and responsiveness. For popular HMD,
such as Apple Vision Pro, supports a render resolution setting as
high as 3860× 3200 [65]. These different resolutions place vary-
ing workloads on the host processor, resulting in different rendering
times, as presented in Fig. 6(c).

A previous study [50] indicates that the additional implementa-
tion overhead associated with executing gaze tracking DNN might
surpass the savings achieved through efficient foveated rendering.
Specifically, if we denote Tf ull as the execution latency for pro-
cessing an image frame and rendering it at full resolution, then
Ttracking could exceed Tf ull −Tf r. Moreover, since users may dy-
namically adjust the rendering resolution, Tf r can also vary dynam-
ically. Therefore, it is essential to appropriately balance the run-
ning costs and tracking accuracy of the gaze tracking DNN to min-
imize the overall latency. To ensure that the gaze tracking DNN
remains adaptable and performs effectively, we have developed a
multi-resolution DNN training approach (Sec. 4.4) that simultane-
ously optimizes numerous sub-networks across a variety of DNN
architectures (Fig. 10 (a)). This training method produces a multi-
resolution DNN that can produce sub-networks at various resolu-
tions during runtime, enabling selecting the optimal gaze tracking
DNN configuration based on the current TFR system conditions.

4 FOVEALNET DESIGN

The overall structure of FovealNet is illustrated in Fig. 7. When an
eye image is received, it is initially compared with previous buffer
frames to determine if the earlier gaze prediction results can be
reused, as detailed in Sec. 4.1. If the previous results are not ap-
plicable, the eye image is cropped using the method outlined in
Sec. 4.1. The cropped image is then passed to the gaze tracking
ViT, which is explained in Sec. 4.2 and Sec. 4.3. Finally, the multi-
resolution training approach is described in Sec. 4.4.

4.1 Event-based Cropping for Efficient TFR

Eye images captured by near-eye cameras often contain redundant
pixels (e.g., background, facial muscles) that are irrelevant for gaze
tracking prediction. These pixels can negatively impact the predic-
tion results and increase the computational cost. To tackle this, we
propose an event-based analytical approach that efficiently crops
the informative regions of the eye. Additionally, since eye frames
are streamed into the TFR system consecutively and share content
similarities, we can reuse the gaze prediction results of previous
frames, further reducing computational cost.

4.1.1 Region Cropping Algorithm

Given that the pupil is the most relevant area for human gaze, we
focus on cropping the informative region of the input frame around
the pupil’s position. To do this, we employ an efficient analytical
approach to precisely detect the pupil location, enabling us to accu-
rately crop a fixed-size region centered on the detected pupil.

We begin by applying a masking process to eliminate the back-
ground region around the image edges. Then, leveraging the prior
knowledge that the pupil is typically darker than the surrounding
sclera and iris [66], we perform inverse binarization to emphasize
the darker regions of the image. Next, we apply morphological
opening to reduce noise in the image. At this stage, only the pupil
and other dark regions like eyelashes remain, as shown in the con-
nected components (CC) maps in Fig. 8. Given the fact that the
pixel density in the pupil region is significantly higher than in other
areas. Thus, we can identify the pupil by searching for the largest
connected component (LCC) in the image and using the center of
this component to represent the pupil’s center. Once the LCC is
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Algorithm 1: FovealNet Overall Workflow

Input: Current and previous frames Ft , Ft−1, buffered gaze
G, activation threshold β1, reuse threshold β2,
Kernel B, pupil detect function is pupil.

Output: Gaze direction G
1 Initiation

2 Mi j← σ

(
∆F t

i j

F t−1
i j

,β1

)
;

3 if ∑i j Mi, j < β2 then
4 return G; // Reuse previous gaze
5 else
6 C← invert binarize(Ft) ;
7 C← (C⊖B)⊕B ; // Find the LCC within C.

// Check the Shape of LCC
8 if is pupil(C) then
9 Cropping and gaze tracking ;

10 G← Predicted Gaze ;
11 Ft−1← Ft ;
12 return G; // Return new gaze direction
13 else
14 return G; // Reuse previous direction

identified in the image, since most pupils are either circular or ellip-
tical [66], we apply an operation, is pupil, to determine the shape
of the region, by calculating the roundness [67] of this region, if
the value indicates an approximate circle or ellipse, we classify it
as a pupil. Once the presence of the pupil is confirmed, a rectangle
of predefined size (450× 200) is fitted around the pupil center to
crop the informative region. If the rectangle touch the boundary of
the image, the rectangle will be translated accordingly (last row of
Fig. 8) to ensure it properly fits within the region.

4.1.2 Gaze Reuse Criterion

Usually the eye movements is small, resulting in no significant
change in gaze direction [60, 68]. Therefore we can reuse the previ-
ous gaze direction result for save computation. To achieve this, we
use the activated pixels in the event map as a basis for the decision.

The event map is obtained by processing consecutive near-eye
image inputs. First, we calculate the pixel-wise inter-frame differ-
ence ∆Ft between two successive frames Ft−1 and Ft . Next, each
spatial element ∆Ft

i j ∈ ∆Ft is normalized using the corresponding

values in Ft−1
i j . Based on the normalized values, we determine

whether each pixel should be represented in the event map. Fi-
nally, we compare the number of activated pixels with a predefined
threshold to decide whether the current frame can reuse the previ-
ous gaze direction result. This process can be formulated as:

σ

(
∑
i, j

σ

(
∆Ft

i j

Ft−1
i j

,β1

)
,β2

)
(1)

where σ(x,β ) denotes a step function that returns 1 if x > β and
0 otherwise. The overall activation of the event map is evaluated
by other step function which uses β2 as its threshold. If the to-
tal number of activated pixels exceeds β2, gaze reuse is considered
unfeasible; otherwise, it is deemed feasible. To mitigate cumula-
tive errors, if the gaze direction from the previous frame is reused,
the frame Ft−1 remains unchanged. Conversely, Ft−1 is updated to
Ft . Both β1 and β2 are hyper-parameters that can be fine-tuned for
specific applications and scenarios.

Algorithm 1 provides a detailed explanation of the region crop-
ping and gaze reuse criteria. Unlike previous method [11] that
uses a DNN to predict the cropped region. Our approach is purely
analytical based whose computation cost is only 21.6% of [11]
(11.98M FLOPs vs. 55.4M FLOPs). Additionally, our approach
is particularly effective in low-motion scenarios, enabling efficient
reuse of previously detected gaze results and reducing the need to
activate the tracking DNN for every frame. This leads to improved
performance with minimal computational cost.
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Figure 8: Examples of pupil-centered cropping with intermediate re-
sults: connected components (CC) maps and pupil maps. The pink
dashed rectangles represent the cropped region.

4.2 Efficient Gaze Tracking Network
The cropped eye images containing informative content are first
resized to a smaller square (224×224) and then processed by the
gaze tracking DNN to predict gaze direction. FovealNet employs
a vision transformer (ViT) architecture [30] for this task, as it pro-
vides superior performance compared to convolutional neural net-
work (CNN)-based architectures. The ViT operates by dividing the
input image into patches, which are then tokenized and appended
with positional information, the outputs are then passed through
the transformer block. The ViT contains 8 transformer block, each
block consists of 6 heads with an embedding dimension of 384. We
also modify the original ViT by replacing the classifier MLP layers
with a sequence of linear layers to output the 2D gaze direction. A
completed version of gaze tracking ViT is depicted in Fig. 9.

A key advantage of ViT over CNN is its ability to fine-grain
prune input tokens, enabling the removal of image tokens with
unimportant content, as shown in Fig. 3. In the self-attention mech-
anism, tokens are linearly transformed into Query, Key, and Value
matrices. The attention score is then computed by performing a dot
product between the Query and Key matrices, followed by scaling
and Softmax operation. The attention score reflects the importance
of each token in relation to the gaze prediction result. Using these
scores, we employ a top-k selector to remove unimportant tokens,
which further reduces the computational cost of subsequent ViT
blocks by decreasing the number of input tokens, outlined in Fig. 9.

4.3 Performance-aware Training Strategy
As discussed in Section 3.3, most existing gaze-tracking DNNs fo-
cus on minimizing the average tracking error. However, this often
leads to a higher 95th percentile error in gaze tracking ∆θ , which
increases rendering times in the TFR system. We propose a train-
ing strategy to addresses this issue by minimizing the maximum
tracking error during training, which can be formulated as:

min max
d∈Dtrain

(||θd −θ
g
d ||

2) (2)

where θd and θ
g
d denote the predicted gaze direction and the

ground-truth gaze direction (in radians) for the input sample d in
the training dataset Dtrain, respectively. To enhance training stabil-
ity, the DNN is trained using multiple batches of training samples,
resulting in Eq. (3) being:

min ∑
b∈B

max
d∈Db

train

(||θd −θ
g
d ||

2) (3)

where B denotes the set of training dataset batches, and Db
train rep-

resents the set of training data in batch b. However, using this for-
mula directly as the loss function can result in underutilization of

the training dataset, as it tends to focus on only optimizing the sam-
ple with the highest tracking error. Empirically, we find it more ef-
fective to optimize an approximate version of Eq. (3) by replacing
the max operation with an alternative approach, using the approxi-
mation max(x1,x2)≈ 1

N ln(eNx1 + eNx2), namely:

∑
b∈B

1
N

ln

 ∑
d∈Db

train

eN||θd−θ
g
d ||2
 (4)

where N is the scaling factor that controls the temperature of the
approximation. During the training process, the value of N is tuned
carefully to adapt to the value distribution of the input training data
to ensure the better convergence of the training process.

Finally, we can directly relate the gaze error from Eq. (4) to the
TFR latency, enabling us to optimize Tt f . To achieve this, we pro-
file rendering latencies across different VR devices and develop a
piecewise linear function U(.) that links the gaze tracking error to
the corresponding rendering latency, as shown in Fig. 4(a), facilitat-
ing the minimization of rendering overhead while preserving visual
quality. Thus, the training objective becomes:

∑
b∈B

U

 1
N

ln

 ∑
d∈Db

train

eN||θd−θ
g
d ||2
 (5)

4.4 Multi-resolution Training Mechanism
In Sec. 4.3, we depict the design of the loss function (Eq. (5)) by
directly optimizing the rendering latency. In practice, the process-
ing latency Ttracking of gaze tracking DNN will also contribute to
the total latency Ttotal , and the hardware processing latencies for
rendering and tracking can vary due to user settings and resource
sharing with other applications.

To maintain adaptability and performance, we develop a multi-
resolution DNN training approach that optimizes multiple subnet-
works across various DNN architectures simultaneously (Fig. 10
(a)). This joint-optimization training framework will produce a
multi-resolution model that can execute at varying depths, allow-
ing for the selection of the optimal gaze tracking DNN based on the
current system conditions.

To achieve this, we attach a linear layer at the end of each en-
coder block within the gaze tracking ViT, which will produce a pre-
diction on gaze direction based on the intermediate results from the
early-exit points, as shown in Fig. 10 (b). Specifically, let L denote
the total number of layer blocks within the ViT, and Ul denote the
loss generated from the output of layer l ∈ L. The loss function
Umulti for the multiresolution training can be formalized as:

Umulti = ∑
l

Ul (6)

Using early-exit mechanisms, the resulting gaze tracking DNN
can operate at different depths to balance gaze tracking latency and
accuracy. During execution, the depth can be adjusted adaptively
based on the TFR system’s condition to optimize the overall per-
frame latency Ttotal .

5 TRACKING PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

5.1 Settings
We evaluate the tracking performance of FovealNet using the
OpenEDS2020 dataset [60], which consists of 128,000 images from
32 participants in the training set and 70,400 images from 8 par-
ticipants in the validation set. All participants wore a VR-HMD,
and the images were captured with a near-eye camera operating at
100Hz and a resolution of 640× 400 pixels. The dataset includes
ground truth 3D gaze vectors, which we converted into 2D gaze
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Figure 9: The design of the gaze tracking ViT with tokenwise pruning mechanism.
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Figure 10: (a) Multi-resolution training framework. (b) An example of
four layer ViT with early-exit mechanism, the output from each early-
exit is sent to a linear layer to produce the gaze prediction.
Table 1: Accuracy performance and computational cost of different
approaches by minimizing average tracking error. P0 and P95 repre-
sent 90% and 95% percentiles, respectively.

Network Mean P90 P95 Min Max FLOPS (billions)

NVGaze [31] 6.81 13.07 18.62 0.94 42.30 0.021
DeepVoG [10] 3.47 17.76 23.77 0.55 29.06 36.5

Seg [11] 3.25 18.29 22.80 0.52 28.42 2.6
ResNet-based [29] 1.52 5.96 13.15 0.07 26.46 3.6

IncResNet-based [28] 1.72 6.23 12.4 0.12 25.47 13.12
FovealNet (0.2) 1.27 4.92 8.09 0 24.92 2.08
FovealNet (0.1) 1.05 5.75 9.63 0 25.54 2.42
FovealNet (0.0) 0.93 4.71 8.21 0 24.2 2.80

vectors (horizontal and vertical components) [23] to enable a more
effective evaluation.

To evaluate FovealNet, we select two model-based methods and
three appearance-based methods. The model-based approaches in-
clude Seg [11], an efficiency-focused segmentation network, and
DeepVoG [10], a popular encoder-decoder network for gaze track-
ing. The appearance-based approaches are NVGaze [31], a one-
shot CNN-based network, and ResNet-based [29] and Inception-
ResNet-based models [28]. For the model-based DNNs, we down-
load the pre-trained models from the code repository [69] and run
the code using the settings reported in their respective papers. How-
ever, since no pre-trained weights are available for the appearance-
based methods, we train these methods using the same procedure
reported in their work, and report the corresponding results.

In the data pre-processing stage, we first horizontally flip the
right eye images to align them with the left eye images, a common
practice that allows the application of a single mapping for both
eyes [23]. We apply β1 = 0.2 and β2 = 500 for cropping the input
image in Eq. (1). To train the gaze tracking ViT, we use a series
of data augmentations techniques to enhance the training conver-
gence speed. These techniques include random cropping, where
the image is cropped to a random size between 80% to 100% of its
original size, followed by a random shift in position by up to 10%
of the image’s width and height. Finally, we normalize the images
to standardize the input data for the model.

To train the FovealNet, we utilize the Adam optimizer with a

learning rate of 5e-4 and a momentum of 0.9, a step learning sched-
uler that reduces the learning rate by a factor of 0.2 every 10 epochs
and a batch size of 512 for 100 epochs. We also implement an
early stopping mechanism that halts training if no improvement is
observed on the validation set after 10 consecutive epochs. Specifi-
cally, we utilize the Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 5e-5 and
a momentum of 0.9 and a batch size of 512 for 50 epochs to fine-
tune the token pruned FovealNet. All experiments are conducted
on a single RTX 4090D GPU.

We evaluate the performance of FovealNet by comparing it with
other baseline approaches under two training objectives. First, we
train FovealNet using an objective function that aims to minimize
the average gaze tracking error, which is the same training objective
used by all other baselines. We show that even with this baseline ob-
jective, FovealNet still outperforms all other approaches (Sec. 5.2).
Next, we train FovealNet using the objective function described
in Eq. (5) and compare its performance against other methods in
Sec. 5.3. Finally, we present the performance of FovealNet at dif-
ferent resolutions in Sec. 5.5.

5.2 Accuracy Evaluation by Minimizing Average Gaze
Error

We train all the models using an objective function designed to
minimize the average gaze tracking error, defined as: Lmse =
∑b∈B ∑d∈Db

train
(yd − ŷd)

2. B denotes the number of batches within
the training data, yd and ŷd represent the predicted and ground truth
gaze direction for training data d. This is the same training objec-
tive used by all other previous works on gaze tracking. For Deep-
VoG [10] and Seg [11], we use their pretrained model weights and
deploy them directly for evaluation. For FovealNet, we evaluate its
performance under three settings with tokenwise pruning ratios of
0.2, 0.1, and 0.0 (no pruning), labeled as FovealNet (0.2), Foveal-
Net (0.1), and FovealNet (0.0), respectively.

Tab. 1 compares the predicted gaze error of our algorithms
against various baselines. To represent the predicted gaze error, we
use the eccentricity from true gaze direction, a method that widely
utilized in [29, 31]. FovealNet (0.0), without the token pruning
mechanism, maintains a minimal mean gaze error of 0.93◦ across
all evaluated models. When different token pruning ratios are ap-
plied, the models exhibit gaze errors of 1.05◦ and 1.27◦, respec-
tively, both of which are lower than those of most baseline meth-
ods. Additionally, our models show the lowest values for both the
95th-percentile and maximum errors. Specifically, the FovealNet
(0.2) achieves the smallest 95th-percentile error of 8.09◦.

We also compare the computational complexity in terms of
Floating Point Operations (FLOPs), as shown in Tab. 1. Foveal-
Net (0.2) and FovealNet (0.1) achieve lower computational costs
compared to most methods, except for NVGaze, which has signifi-
cantly worse tracking performance. Specifically, the computational
cost of FovealNet (0.2) is about 15% of that of the IncResNet-based
model [28], 70% lower than the ResNet-based model [29], and 27%
lower comparable to Seg [11].
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Figure 11: (a) Distribution of gaze tracking error of FovealNet trained
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Table 2: Evaluation of Multi-resolution FovealNet.

Model Depth Gaze Error (°) FLOPs (Billion)
Mean P90 P95 Max

3 2.93 5.23 7.35 15.70 1.06
4 1.90 3.87 5.23 10.36 1.41
5 1.68 3.43 3.98 8.28 1.76
6 1.30 2.78 3.38 7.78 2.10
7 1.15 2.61 3.05 6.98 2.45
8 1.08 1.95 2.54 5.94 2.80

5.3 Accuracy Evaluation by Performance-aware Loss

In this section, we train FovealNet using the performance-aware
loss function specified in Eq. (5) with a scaling factor N of 100.
Specifically, we use the rendering latency measurements of the
Meta Quest Pro on input images with a size of 1080× 1920, as
shown in Fig. 6(c), to generate the piecewise linear function U(.)
and evaluate its impact on the gaze tracking error for FovealNet.

Fig. 11 shows the effectiveness of the performance-aware train-
ing strategy from Sec. 4.3. The blue bars indicate the error dis-
tribution using the objective function that minimizes average gaze
error, as in Tab. 1, while the orange bars represent the gaze error
distribution using the performance-aware loss function.

For FovealNet (0.0), it exhibits a notable reduction in the 95th-
percentile tracking error, decreasing from 8.21° to 2.31°, with the
90th-percentile error reducing from 4.71° to 1.62° and maximum
error diminishing significantly from 24.2° to 5.22°. For Foveal-
Net (0.1) and FovealNet (0.2), the pruned models show only a mi-
nor accuracy degradation, with a 90th-percentile error of 2.02° and
2.13° and 95th-percentile error of 2.6° and 2.72°. Overall, by us-
ing the performance-aware training strategy, our model achieves an
average reduction of over 65% in 95th-percentile and over 70% in
maximum errors compared to minimizing average error strategy.
Finally, compared to other baselines that aim to minimize the av-
erage gaze tracking error shown in Tab. 1, the performance-aware
training strategies significantly improve the worst-case gaze error
distribution, leading to notable system performance enhancements,
as detailed in Sec. 6.

5.4 Perceptual Quality Measurement

To evaluate the impact of gaze-tracking errors on the perceptual
quality of the foveated output, we use the FovVideoVDP metric in
Sec. 3.2. Specifically, we sampled 400 random images from the MS
COCO test dataset [70], and applied the foveation algorithm [71,
72], configured with a θi = 5◦ of the eccentricity angle subtended
by fovea, when displayed on an HTC Vive Pro HMD (i.e., 13.2◦
pixels per degree [54]).

For each image, 1080 gaze snapshots were used to simulate
foveated rendering corresponding to each snapshot. We measure

Table 3: Performance with and without cropping method (in degrees).

Method Mean error P90 error P95 error Max error FLOPs (Billions)

with cropping 0.98 1.62 2.31 5.23 2.810
with/o cropping 1.10 1.82 2.65 5.98 2.799

the similarity between images generated with the predicted gaze di-
rection and those generated with the ground truth gaze direction
for each gaze snapshot. We adopt the FovealNet(0.0) discussed
in Sec. 5.3 for evaluation. Fig. 11(b) shows the experiment results.
Our FovealNet(0.0) achieves a minimal JND of 0.07, meaning users
were unable to perceive any noticeable difference from the ground
truth. In comparison, the ResNet-based model produces a JND of
0.5, corresponding to a 13% increase in discriminability, while the
Seg model results in a JND of 1.5, indicating a 34% likelihood that
the rendered image is significantly distinguishable from the ground
truth. Statistical analysis reveals a highly significant difference in
visual quality between our method and the others, with a p-value of
less than 10−6, suggesting the observed differences are extremely
unlikely to be due to chance.

5.5 Multi-Resolution Accuracy

While Sec. 5.2 and Sec. 5.3 focus on single-resolution training
with the performance-aware training strategy, this section evaluates
the performance of FovealNet using the multi-resolution training
method from Sec. 4.4. Specifically, six early exits branches are in-
troduced at the end of each transformer block of gaze tracking ViT
from block 3 to 8, with a small linear layer for gaze prediction at
each exit, resulting in six subnetworks of varying depths. During
training, we compute the training losses from the six loss functions
and sum them to generate the final multi-resolution loss, as shown
in Eq. (6). The rest of the training settings follows Sec. 5.3.

Tab. 2 shows the gaze tracking error and computational cost for
each sub-network. FovealNet with a depth of 3 reduces computa-
tional complexity by 62.1% compared to the 8-layer subnetwork,
while achieving a 95th-percentile error of 7.35° and a maximum er-
ror of 15.70°. Notably, the performance 8-layer subnetwork shows
a 0.1° increase in mean error, a 0.33° increase in 90th-percentile
error and a 0.23° increase in 95th-percentile error compared to the
8-layer FovealNet trained solely with the loss at layer 8. This in-
crease is because of the changes in the training loss function from
a single loss (Eq. (5)) to multi-resolution loss (Eq. (6)).

5.6 Ablation Study

In this section, we first examine the effect of the input cropping
method, introduced in Sec. 4.1, on the gaze tracking performance
and computational cost of FovealNet. Tab. 3 presents the tracking
errors and computational cost of FovealNet when using cropped
versus uncropped input. For the gaze tracking DNN to process the
uncropped input, it is also resized to a square shape of 224×224 pix-
els. We observe that the involvement of the cropping method results
in a mean error decrease from 1.1° to 0.98°, and 90th-percentile and
95th-percentile error drops 0.2° and 0.34° respectively. Meanwhile,
the introduction of cropping only increase 11M FLOPs, results in a
< 0.5% FLOPs increase.

In Sec. 5.3, when training with the performance-aware loss, we
use a scaling factor of N = 100. Here, we explore the impact of
different choices of the scaling factor N. As shown in Tab. 4, for
a smaller value of N = 10, Eq. (4) is unable to effectively mini-
mize the maximum error, leading to a large 95th-percentile error of
6.92°. On the other hand, excessively large values of N, such as
150 or 200, may cause overflow during training, resulting in train-
ing failure. Thus, selecting an appropriate N is crucial for ensuring
the effectiveness of Eq. (5).
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Figure 12: Evaluation on overall processing latency. (a) Measurement on Quest Pro at a resolution of 1080P (1080×1920), including 90th-
percentile rendering latency, 95th-percentile rendering latency and tracking latency. (b) Measurement on mobile GPU at a resolution of 1080P
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Table 4: Performance with different scaling factor N (in degrees).

N Mean P90 error P95 error Max error

10 0.97 4.57 6.92 18.98
50 1.02 1.68 2.42 5.37

100 0.98 1.62 2.31 5.23
150 Inf Inf Inf Inf
200 Inf Inf Inf Inf

6 TFR SYSTEM PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, we evaluate the system performance by measur-
ing processing latency for various methods. First, in Sec. 6.1, we
evaluate the system performance of the FovealNet trained with the
performance-aware loss defined in Eq. (5). We then demonstrate
the system performance of FovealNet under different rendering sys-
tem conditions by switching the rendering resolution in Sec. 6.2.

6.1 Evaluation with Performance-aware Training Loss

In this section, we compare the system performance across differ-
ent approaches with the performance-aware training of FovealNet,
considering both Ttracking and various Tf r values. For Tf r, we evalu-
ate the foveated rendering configurations that account for the 90th-
percentile and 95th-percentile gaze tracking errors to ensure greater
versatility. The Tf r values are derived by determining latency based
on the latency analysis outlined in Sec. 3.3 based on gaze tracking
error. We compare the latency performance of various approaches
on both HMD (Meta Quest Pro) and a mobile GPU (Quadro RTX
3000). For FovealNet, we train it using the performance-aware loss
function described in Eq. (5), where U(.) represents the processing
latency under different eccentricity angle θ f on either the HMD or
mobile GPU. To compute the θ f , we set the eccentricity angle θi
subtended by the fovea to 5°, and ∆θ is set to P95 or P90 of the
gaze error distribution on OpenEDS 2020 for different approaches.
We adopt the single resolution FovealNet that contains 8 ViT blocks
under different pruning ratios.

We profile the processing latency Ttracking of FovealNet on both
the Meta Quest Pro and a Quadro RTX 3000 Mobile GPU, as dis-
cussed in Sec. 3. Since we do not have access to run ViT on the
Meta Quest Pro directly, we use GPGPU-sim [73] to simulate the
performance of the Adreno 650, which is integrated into the Qual-
comm Snapdragon XR2+ and deployed in the Meta Quest Pro. The
GPGPU-sim is configured according to the specifications of the
Adreno 650 [74].

As shown in Fig. 12, for HMD, FovealNet (0.0) achieves the
lowest Tf r values of 7.4ms and 7.7ms when setting ∆θ to P95
or P90 of the gaze error distribution, representing a reduction of
at least 1.7ms and 3.9ms compared to previous methods. Since

Tsensing and Tcomm are relatively small and consistent across differ-
ent methods, as shown in Fig. 2, the per frame latency Ttotal will be
mainly determined by Ttracking +Tf r. Our FovealNet (0.0) achieves
a Ttracking +Tf r values of 10.4ms and 10.7ms for P90 and P95, re-
spectively. For the FovealNet with tokenwise pruning, the slight
growth in gaze prediction error results in only a minimal increase
in Tf r, staying below 0.3ms when compared to the FovealNet (0.0).
Notably, FovealNet (0.2) achieves the lowest Ttracking + Tf r, with
10.2ms in P90 scenario and 10.4ms in P95 scenario. Similarly in
the evaluation results on mobile GPU, FovealNet (0.0) achieves the
lowest Tf r across different scenarios. This demonstrates the effec-
tiveness of our performance-aware training strategy.

6.2 Latency Evaluation under Varying Conditions
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Figure 13: The stacked bars show the distribution of the gaze errors
for each subnetwork of FovealNet. The lines show the Ttracking under
different depth and Ttracking +Tf r under different rendering resolution.
The star marks the optimal selection of the subnetwork that achieves
the lowest Ttracking +Tf r at each rendering resolution.

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the multi-
resolution FovealNet by using the same model described in Sec. 5.5
and simulating the corresponding execution latencies on the Meta
Quest Pro, following the methods outlined in Sec. 6.1. We sim-
ulate variations in system configuration by adjusting the render-
ing resolution to 720P (720× 1080), 1080P (1080× 1920), and
1440P (1440×2560). For each rendering resolution, we assess the
Ttracking and Tf r of the FovealNet at different depths, as produced
by the multi-resolution training mechanism detailed in Sec. 4.4, and
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search for the optimal FovealNet configurations to minimize the
per-frame latency Ttotal . We assume that the TFR system is capable
of adapting its optimal rendering settings by adjusting the eccen-
tricity angles θ f .

The results are shown in Fig. 13. The distribution of gaze er-
ror and Ttracking across the sub-networks remains consistent, with
the lowest Ttracking at 1.14 ms and the highest at 3 ms. However,
in low-resolution 720P scenarios, increasing the depth of the sub-
networks offers minimal reduction in Tf r while introducing addi-
tional Ttracking. With a sub-network depth of 3, we achieve the op-
timal configuration, resulting in a Ttracking + Tf r of 6.19 ms. In
contrast, for high-resolution 1440P settings, deepening the sub-
networks significantly reduces Tf r. The optimal configuration is
found at a depth of 6, yielding the lowest latency of 16.4 ms.

7 CONCLUSION

In this work, we introduce FovealNet, an AI-based gaze tracking
solution designed to enhance the performance of TFR systems.
FovealNet can be directly optimized using a loss function that in-
corporates system performance metrics, resulting in superior out-
comes compared to baseline algorithms. To further reduce the im-
plementation cost of the gaze tracking algorithm, FovealNet uti-
lizes an event-based cropping technique that discards irrelevant pix-
els from the input image. Moreover, it features an efficient token-
pruning strategy that dynamically eliminates tokens during process-
ing without sacrificing tracking accuracy.
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