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Abstract—This paper presents a comprehensive exploration of the phenomenon of data redundancy in video understanding, with the
aim to improve computational efficiency. Our investigation commences with an examination of spatial redundancy, which refers to the
observation that the most informative region in each video frame usually corresponds to a small image patch, whose shape, size and
location shift smoothly across frames. Motivated by this phenomenon, we formulate the patch localization problem as a dynamic decision
task, and introduce a spatially adaptive video recognition approach, termed AdaFocus. In specific, a lightweight encoder is first employed
to quickly process the full video sequence, whose features are then utilized by a policy network to identify the most task-relevant regions.
Subsequently, the selected patches are inferred by a high-capacity deep network for the final prediction. The complete model can be
trained conveniently in an end-to-end manner. During inference, once the informative patch sequence has been generated, the bulk of
computation can be executed in parallel, rendering it efficient on modern GPU devices. Furthermore, we demonstrate that AdaFocus can
be easily extended by further considering the temporal and sample-wise redundancies, i.e., allocating the majority of computation to the
most task-relevant video frames, and minimizing the computation spent on relatively “easier” videos. Our resulting algorithm,
Uni-AdaFocus, establishes a comprehensive framework that seamlessly integrates spatial, temporal, and sample-wise dynamic
computation, while it preserves the merits of AdaFocus in terms of efficient end-to-end training and hardware friendliness. In addition,
Uni-AdaFocus is general and flexible as it is compatible with off-the-shelf backbone models (e.g., TSM and X3D), which can be readily
deployed as our feature extractor, yielding a significantly improved computational efficiency. Empirically, extensive experiments based on
seven widely-used benchmark datasets (i.e., ActivityNet, FCVID, Mini-Kinetics, Something-Something V1&V2, Jester, and Kinetics-400)
and three real-world application scenarios (i.e., fine-grained diving action classification, Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases diagnosis
with brain magnetic resonance images (MRI), and violence recognition for online videos) substantiate that Uni-AdaFocus is considerably
more efficient than the competitive baselines. Code & pre-trained models are available at https://github.com/blackfeather-wang/AdaFocus,
https://github.com/LeapLabTHU/AdaFocusV2, and https://github.com/LeapLabTHU/Uni-AdaFocus.

Index Terms—Dynamic Neural Networks, Efficient Deep Learning, Video Recognition.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The proliferation of online videos, exemplified by the plat-
forms such as YouTube and TikTok, has necessitated the
development of automated methods for identifying human
actions, events, and other elements within them. This is cru-
cial for facilitating the applications such as recommendation
[1], [2], [3], surveillance [4], [5], and content-based searching
[6]. In recent years, remarkable success in accurate video
recognition has been achieved by leveraging deep networks
[7], [8], [9], [10], [11], [12]. However, the noteworthy perfor-
mance of these models usually comes at the price of high
computational costs. In real-world scenarios, computation
directly translates into power consumption, carbon emission
and practical latency, which should be minimized under
economic, environmental or safety considerations.

To address this issue, a number of recent works propose to
reduce the inherent temporal redundancy in video recognition
[13], [14], [15], [16], [17], [18], [19]. As illustrated in Figure 1
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(b), it is efficient to concentrate on the most task-relevant
video frames, and allocate the majority of computation to
them rather than all frames. Nevertheless, another important
source of redundant computation in image-based data,
specifically spatial redundancy, has rarely been explored in
the realm of efficient video recognition. In fact, it has been
shown in 2D-image classification that deep networks (e.g.,
ConvNets or vision Transformers) are able to produce correct
predictions by examining only a few discriminative regions
instead of the entire images [20], [21], [22], [23], [24], [25].
By performing inference on these relatively small regions,
one can dramatically reduce the computational cost of visual
backbones (e.g., processing a 96x96 patch requires ∼18%
computation of inferring a 224x224 image).

In this paper, we are interested in whether this spatial
redundancy can be effectively leveraged to facilitate efficient
video recognition. We start by introducing a novel adaptive
focus (AdaFocus) approach to dynamically localize and
attend to the task-relevant regions of each frame. In specific,
our method first takes a quick glance at each frame with a
lightweight deep model to acquire cheap and coarse global
information. Then we train a policy network on its basis
to select the most valuable region for recognition. This
procedure leverages the reinforcement learning algorithm
due to the non-differentiability of localizing task-relevant
regions. Finally, we activate a high-capacity and accurate
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(a) Input Video (label: forward-tuck-diving)

(b) Temporal-based Methods (existing works)

(c) AdaFocus (ours)

(d) Uni-AdaFocus (ours)
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Fig. 1. Comparisons between existing temporal-based methods
and our proposed approaches. Most existing works aim to reduce
computational costs by selecting a few informative frames to process.
Orthogonal to them, AdaFocus reveals that a superior computational
efficiency can be achieved by reducing the spatial redundancy. Built upon
this finding, we further demonstrate that it is feasible to formulate flexible
and highly efficient spatial-temporal dynamic computation simultaneously
in a unified framework (Uni-AdaFocus), i.e., attending to the most valuable
spatial regions of the most task-relevant video frames.

local encoder to process only the selected regions. Since the
proposed regions are usually small patches with a reduced
size, considerable computational costs can be saved. An
illustration of AdaFocus can be found in Figure 1 (c). Our
method allocates computation unevenly across the spatial
dimension of video frames according to the contributions to
the recognition task, leading to significant improvements in
efficiency with a preserved accuracy.

On top of the vanilla AdaFocus framework, we delve
deep into the optimal design of efficient spatial dynamic
computation algorithms, and further improve AdaFocus in
several important aspects. Firstly, we simplify the training
of AdaFocus by reformulating it as an end-to-end algorithm,
eliminating the need for the complicated three-stage training
procedure with reinforcement learning. This yields reduced
training cost, improved test accuracy, and greater accessibility
for practitioners. Secondly, we present a discussion on how
to introduce appropriate supervision signals for learning
to select task-relevant regions, and propose a deep-feature-
based approach for training more effective region selection
policies. Lastly, we propose a deformable patch mechanism
that enables AdaFocus to adapt flexibly to the task-relevant
regions in various scales, shapes, and locations.

It is worth noting that the basic formulation of AdaFocus
does not account for the temporal-wise and sample-wise
redundancies, meaning that the computation is uniformly
allocated along the temporal dimension and across different
videos. Therefore, our method is compatible with the ideas of
temporal-adaptive and sample-adaptive dynamic inference.
For instance, it can be extended by concentrating computa-
tional resources on the most informative video frames and
by decreasing the computation spent on relatively “easier”
samples. In this paper, we demonstrate that these goals
can be attained by introducing a dynamic frame sampling
algorithm as well as a conditional-exit mechanism.

Incorporating the aforementioned methodology inno-

vations, we present unified AdaFocus (Uni-AdaFocus, see
Figure 1 (d)), a holistic framework that seamlessly integrates
spatial, temporal, and sample-wise dynamic computation.
Importantly, it is compatible with a wide range of off-the-
shelf backbone models (e.g., TSM [26] and X3D [27]), which
can be conveniently deployed as the feature extractor in
Uni-AdaFocus for improving their computational efficiency.
Furthermore, the inference cost of Uni-AdaFocus can be
adjusted online without additional training (by modifying
the criterion for sample-conditional computation). This adapt-
ability enables it to fully utilize fluctuating computational
resources or achieve the desired level of performance flexibly
with minimal power consumption, both of which are the
practical demands of numerous real-world applications, such
as search engines and mobile applications.

Empirically, the effectiveness of Uni-AdaFocus is vali-
dated based on seven widely-used benchmark datasets and
three real-world application scenarios. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that Uni-AdaFocus consistently outperforms
the competitive baselines by significant margins, attaining a
new state-of-the-art performance in terms of both theoretical
computational efficiency and practical inference speed.

This paper extends previous conference papers that intro-
duced the basic AdaFocus framework [28] and preliminarily
discussed its end-to-end training [29]. Moreover, our deep-
feature-based approach for training the patch selection policy
(Section 4.1.1) is conceptually relevant to, and improved
upon [30] (see Table 15 for a detailed comparison). We
have improved these earlier works substantially in several
important aspects, which are summarized in Appendix A.

2 RELATED WORKS

Video recognition. Convolutional networks (ConvNets) have
made a noteworthy impact on the field of automatic video
recognition, demonstrating exceptional accuracy on large-
scale benchmarks [31], [32], [33], [34], [35]. The methods
employed within this field can be broadly categorized into
several distinct approaches. One such method entails the
concurrent capture of spatial and temporal information
through the use of 3D convolution, as demonstrated by
the works such as C3D [11], I3D [10], ResNet3D [12],
X3D [27], etc. An alternative technique involves the initial
extraction of frame-wise features, followed by temporal-wise
aggregation using specialized architectures. This approach
can be seen in studies utilizing temporal averaging [36],
recurrent networks [37], [38], [39], and temporal channel shift
[26], [40], [41]. A third category of work employs two-stream
architectures to model short-term and long-term temporal
relationships, as seen in [7], [9], [42], [43]. More recently,
driven by the success of vision Transformers (ViTs) [44], a
considerable number of works focus on facilitating effective
video understanding with self-attention-based models [45],
[46], [47], [48]. Notwithstanding the accomplishments of the
aforementioned studies works, the expensive computational
cost of deep networks, particularly 3D-ConvNets, usually
constrain their practical application. Recent research efforts
have been made towards improving the efficiency of video
recognition [27], [49], [50], [51], [52], [53].

Temporal redundancy. A prominent strategy for facilitat-
ing efficient video recognition entails the minimization of the
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temporal redundancy within videos [14], [15], [16], [17], [18],
[19], [54], [55], [56], [57], [58], [59]. Since not all frames are
equally important for a given task, the model should ideally
allocate fewer computational resources towards less infor-
mative frames [23]. Several effective algorithms have been
proposed along this direction. For example, LiteEval [13]
adaptively selects an LSTM model with appropriate size at
each time step in a recurrent recognition procedure. Adaptive
resolution network (AR-Net) [18] processes different frames
with adaptive resolutions to save unnecessary computation
on less important frames. VideoIQ [57] processes video
frames using different precision according to their relative
importance. FrameExit [55] learns to conclude the inference
process after seeing a few sufficiently informative frames.
Compared to these approaches, the contributions of this
paper lie in that 1) we develop the methodologies of reducing
spatial redundancy (AdaFocus), that is, to concentrate major
computation on the task-relevant regions of video frames; 2)
we demonstrate that AdaFocus is compatible with the spirit
of reducing temporal redundancy by proposing a dynamic
frame sampling algorithm tailored for our method; 3) we
integrate the spatial, temporal, and sample-wise dynamic
computation into a Uni-AdaFocus framework, yielding state-
of-the-art computational efficiency.

In particular, OCSampler [19] proposes a novel and
effective framework that learns to select task-relevant frames
with reinforcement learning. Our work is related to [19] in the
basic paradigm of formulating frame selection as a sequential
weighted sampling problem without replacement, where
the distribution is dynamically parameterized conditioned
on each video utilizing a policy network. However, we
develop novel theoretical analyses, which directly consider
the expected loss of this problem as an optimization objective,
and reveal that it can be decomposed into a differentiable
form solved by the Monte Carlo method, yielding an efficient
end-to-end trainable algorithm (Section 4.2). Compared to
[19], our method does not rely on reinforcement learning
or multi-stage training, considerably reduces both the theo-
retical complexity and the practical training wall-time, yet
significantly improves the performance (Table 16).

Spatial-wise dynamic networks perform computation
adaptively on top of different spatial locations of the inputs
[23], [60]. The AdaFocus network studied in this paper
can be classified into this category as well. Many of the
spatially adaptive networks are designed from the lens of
inference efficiency [23], [61], [62], [63], [64]. For example,
recent investigations have revealed that 2D images can be
efficiently processed via attending to the task-relevant or
more information-rich image regions [22], [24], [65], [66].
In the realm of video understanding, the exploitation of
spatial redundancy as a means to reduce computational cost
remains a relatively unexplored area. It has been shown by
the attention-based methods [67], [68] that the contributions
of different frame regions to the recognition task are not
equivalent. Some preliminary studies [28], [29] have begun
to underscore the potential benefits of this approach.

The spatial transformer networks [60] are trained based
on an interpolation-based mechanism, which is similar to the
differentiable patch selection technique in AdaFocus. How-
ever, they focus on actively transforming the feature maps
for learning spatially invariant representations, whereas

our objective is to localize and attend to the task-relevant
regions of the video frames for improving the computational
efficiency. Moreover, we demonstrate that a straightforward
implementation of this mechanism fails to yield compet-
itive results in our problem. To address the optimization
challenges, our algorithm necessitates the introduction of
improved designs, as discussed in this paper.
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Fig. 2. Overview of AdaFocus. It first takes a quick glance at each
frame vt using a lightweight global encoder fG. Then a policy network π
is built on top of fG to select the most important image region ṽt in terms
of recognition. A high-capacity local encoder fL is adopted to extract
features from ṽt. Finally, a classifier aggregates the features across
frames to obtain the prediction pt.

3 ADAPTIVE FOCUS NETWORK (ADAFOCUS)
Different from most existing works that facilitate efficient
video recognition by leveraging the temporal redundancy, we
seek to save the computation spent on the task-irrelevant
regions of video frames, and thus improve the efficiency
by reducing the spatial redundancy. To attain this goal, we
propose an AdaFocus framework to adaptively identify and
attend to the most informative regions of each frame, such
that the computational cost can be significantly reduced
without sacrificing accuracy. In this section, we first introduce
the basic formulation of AdaFocus and its network architec-
ture (Section 3.1). Then we show that the straightforward
optimization problem derived from this basic formulation
can be solved by a reinforcement-learning-based three-stage
algorithm (AdaFocusV1, Section 3.2). Built upon these discus-
sions, we further establish the feasibility of reformulating the
training of AdaFocus into an end-to-end algorithm, which
consistently improves the accuracy with a simpler and more
efficient training process (AdaFocusV2, Section 3.3).

3.1 Network Architecture
Overview. We start by giving an overview of AdaFocus
(Figure 2). Without loss of generality, we consider an online
video recognition scenario, where a stream of frames come
in sequentially while a prediction may be retrieved after pro-
cessing any number of frames. At each time step, AdaFocus
first takes a quick glance at the full frame with a lightweight
deep network fG, obtaining cheap and coarse global features.
Then the features are fed into a policy network π to aggregate
the information across frames and accordingly determine
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the location of an image patch to be focused on, under the
goal of maximizing its contribution to video recognition. A
high-capacity local encoder fL is then adopted to process
the selected patch for more accurate but computationally
expensive representations. Finally, a classifier fC integrates
the features of all previous frames to produce a prediction.
In the following, we describe the four components of our
method in details.

Global encoder fG and local encoder fL are both back-
bone networks that extract deep features from the inputs, but
with distinct aims. The former is designed to quickly catch a
glimpse of each frame, providing necessary information for
determining which region the local encoder fL should attend
to. Therefore, a lightweight network is adopted for fG. On the
contrary, fL is leveraged to take full advantage of the selected
image regions for learning discriminative representations,
and hence we deploy large and accurate models. Since fL
only needs to process a series of relatively small regions
instead of the full images, this stage enjoys high efficiency
as well. Importantly, the formulation of fG and fL is general
and flexible, i.e., most state-of-the-art deep learning models
can be conveniently deployed in AdaFocus to improve
their computational efficiency for inference. Representative
examples are given in Section 5.

Formally, given video frames {v1,v2, . . .} with size H×
W , fG directly takes them as inputs and produces the coarse
global feature maps eG

t :

eG
t = fG(vt), t = 1, 2, . . . , (1)

where t is the frame index. By contrast, fL processes P×P
(P < H,W ) square image patches {ṽ1, ṽ2, . . .}, which are
cropped from {v1,v2, . . .} respectively, and we have

eL
t = fL(ṽt), t = 1, 2, . . . , (2)

where eL
t denotes the fine local feature maps. Importantly,

the patch ṽt is localized to capture the most informative
regions for the given task, and this procedure is fulfilled by
the policy network π, which is introduced in the following.

Policy network π specifies which region the local encoder
fL should attend to for each frame, i.e., the locations of
{ṽ1, ṽ2, . . .}. This goal is attained by leveraging the coarse
global features eG

t from the global encoder fG. Note that the
features of both previous and current frames can be used,
and hence π should be designed as the architecture capable
of encoding temporal information (e.g., via incorporating re-
current networks, 3D convolution or self-attention modules).
The detailed formulations and training algorithms related to
π will be further discussed in Sections 3.2 and 3.3.

Classifier fC is a prediction network aiming to aggregate
the information from all the frames that have been processed
by the model, and output the current recognition result at
each time step. To be specific, we perform global average
pooling on the feature maps eG

t , e
L
t from the two aforemen-

tioned encoders to get feature vectors eG
t , e

L
t , and concatenate

them as the inputs of fC, namely

pt = fC([e
G
1 , e

L
1], . . . , [e

G
t , e

L
t ]), (3)

where pt refers to the softmax prediction at tth step. It is
noteworthy that eG

t is leveraged for both localizing the
informative patches and recognition, under the goal of
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ṽt

Fig. 3. Illustration of the policy network π in AdaFocusV1. The outputs
of π parameterize a categorical distribution π(·|eG

1 , . . . , e
G
t ) on multiple

patch candidates (here we take 25 as an example). During training, we
sample ṽt from π(·|eG

1 , . . . , e
G
t ), while at test time, we directly select the

patch with the largest softmax probability.

facilitating efficient feature reuse. This design is natural since
it has been observed that deep networks (e.g., ConvNets and
Vision Transformers) excel at learning representations for
both recognition and localization simultaneously [69], [70],
[71]. Many existing methods also adopt similar reusing mech-
anisms [13], [15], [17], [18], [72]. In addition, the architecture
of fC may have different choices, such as recurrent networks
[73], [74], averaging the frame-wise predictions [18], [26],
[41], and accumulated feature pooling [55].

3.2 AdaFocusV1: Three-stage Reinforcement Learning
Patch localization as a sequential discrete decision task.
As aforementioned, the policy network π localizes the task-
relevant patches {ṽ1, ṽ2, . . .}, which are cropped from video
frames and processed by the local encoder fL. However,
the cropping operation is inherently non-differentiable. To
address this issue, a straightforward approach is to formulate
π as an agent that makes a series of discrete decisions, such
that π can be trained with reinforcement learning.

As a basic assumption, we suppose that the location of the
patch ṽt is drawn from an action distribution parameterized
by the outputs of π:

ṽt ∼ π(·|eG
1 , . . . , e

G
t ). (4)

Note that we do not perform any pooling on the features
maps eG

t since pooling typically corrupts the useful spatial
information for localizing ṽt. In our implementation, we
consider multiple candidates (e.g., 36 or 49) uniformly
distributed across the images, and establish a categorical
distribution on them. At test time, we simply adopt the
candidate with maximum probability as ṽt for a deterministic
inference procedure. An illustration is shown in Figure 3.

Three-stage training. Since the formulation above in-
cludes both continuous (i.e., video recognition) and discrete
(i.e., patch localization) optimization, the standard end-to-
end training paradigm cannot be directly applied. Therefore,
we introduce a three-stage training algorithm to solve the
continuous and discrete optimization problems alternatively,
which can be found in Appendix B, due to spatial limitations.

3.3 AdaFocusV2: Differentiable End-to-end Training
Limitations of AdaFocusV1. The underlying logic behind
the aforementioned three-stage training is straightforward.
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However, this procedure is unfriendly for practitioners. First,
effectively deploying the reinforcement learning algorithm
is nontrivial. It requires considerable efforts for properly
designing the key components (e.g., the action space and
the reward function), and implementing specialized opti-
mization techniques (e.g., deep Q-Network [75] or proximal
policy optimization [76]). Second, the three-stage alternative
algorithm is an indirect formulation for optimizing the
recognition objective, which tends to be time-consuming,
and may result in sub-optimal solutions. Third, the per-
formance of AdaFocusV1 largely depends on a number of
implementation configurations (e.g., performing pre-training,
freezing some components in different stages, and stage-wise
hyper-parameter searching) that need to be carefully tuned
on a per-dataset or per-backbone basis.

In the following, we present an end-to-end trainable
formulation for AdaFocus to address the issue of ineffi-
cient training. The proposed network, AdaFocusV2, can
be conveniently implemented to achieve consistently better
performance than AdaFocusV1 with reduced training cost.
A comparison of AdaFocusV1 and V2 is given in Table 1.

TABLE 1
A comparison of training AdaFocusV1 (from ❶ to ❺) and

AdaFocusV2 (end-to-end). Both procedures start from the same initial
backbone network. Note that fG, fL, fC and π are the model

components.
AdaFocusV1 AdaFocusV2

Proper ❶ Pre-train fG on the target dataset.

End-to-end
Training

(fG, fL, fC, π)

Initialization ❷ Pre-train fL on the target dataset.

Stage I ❸ Train fG, fL and fC using
random patches.

Stage II ❹ Train π using
reinforcement learning.

Stage III ❺ Fine-tune fL and fC.

3.3.1 Interpolation-based Patch Selection
To enable end-to-end training, we propose a differentiable
solution to obtain ṽt. Suppose that the size of the original
frame vt and the patch ṽt is H×W and P×P (P <H,W ),
respectively. We assume that π outputs the continuous centre
coordinates (x̃t

c, ỹ
t
c) of ṽt, namely

(x̃t
c, ỹ

t
c) = π(eG

1 , . . . , e
G
t ),

x̃t
c ∈ [

P

2
,W − P

2
], ỹtc ∈ [

P

2
, H − P

2
],

(5)

where eG
1 , . . . , e

G
t are the global features of 1th − tth frames

extracted by the global encoder fG. Notably, we refer to the
coordinates of the top-left corner of the frame as (0, 0), and
Eq. (5) ensures that ṽt will never go outside of vt. Our aim
is to calculate the values of all pixels in ṽt, while allowing
the gradients to be back-propagated through (x̃t

c, ỹ
t
c).

Feed-forward. We first introduce the feed-forward pro-
cess of our method. Formally, the coordinates of a pixel in
the patch ṽt can be expressed as the addition of (x̃t

c, ỹ
t
c) and

a fixed offset:

(x̃t
ij , ỹ

t
ij) = (x̃t

c, ỹ
t
c) + oij ,

oij ∈
{
−P

2
,−P

2
+ 1, . . . ,

P

2

}2

.
(6)

Herein, (x̃t
ij , ỹ

t
ij) denotes the horizontal and vertical coordi-

nates in the original frame vt corresponding to the pixel in

Global 
Features

eG
t
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Fig. 4. Illustration of interpolation-based patch selection. This
operation is differentiable, i.e., the gradients can be directly back-
propagated into the policy network π through the selected image patch
ṽt. Consequently, integrating the learning of π into a unified end-to-end
training paradigm turns out to be feasible.

the ith row and jth column of ṽt, while oij represents the
vector from the patch centre (x̃t

c, ỹ
t
c) to (x̃t

ij , ỹ
t
ij). Given a

fixed patch size, oij is a constant conditioned only on i, j,
regardless of t or the inputs of π.

Since the values of (x̃t
c, ỹ

t
c) are continuous, there does not

exist a pixel of vt exactly located at (x̃t
ij , ỹ

t
ij) to directly get

the pixel value. Alternatively, as illustrated in Figure 4, we
can always find that the location (x̃t

ij , ỹ
t
ij) is surrounded by

four adjacent pixels of vt, forming a grid. The coordinates are
(⌊x̃t

ij⌋, ⌊ỹtij⌋), (⌊x̃t
ij⌋+1, ⌊ỹtij⌋), (⌊x̃t

ij⌋, ⌊ỹtij⌋+1) and (⌊x̃t
ij⌋+

1, ⌊ỹtij⌋+1), respectively, where ⌊·⌋ denotes the rounding-
down operation. By assuming that the corresponding pixel
values of these four pixels are (mt

ij)00, (mt
ij)01, (mt

ij)10, and
(mt

ij)11, the pixel value at (x̃t
ij , ỹ

t
ij) (referred to as m̃t

ij) can
be obtained via interpolation algorithms. For example, we
may simply adopt the differentiable bilinear interpolation:

m̃t
ij = (mt

ij)00(⌊x̃t
ij⌋−x̃t

ij+1)(⌊ỹtij⌋−ỹtij+1)

+ (mt
ij)01(x̃

t
ij−⌊x̃t

ij⌋)(⌊ỹtij⌋−ỹtij+1)

+ (mt
ij)10(⌊x̃t

ij⌋−x̃t
ij+1)(ỹtij−⌊ỹtij⌋)

+ (mt
ij)11(x̃

t
ij−⌊x̃t

ij⌋)(ỹtij−⌊ỹtij⌋).

(7)

Consequently, we can obtain the image patch ṽt by traversing
all possible i, j with Eq. (7).

Back-propagation. Give the training loss L, it is easy
to compute the gradient ∂L/∂m̃t

ij with standard back-
propagation. Then, following on the chain rule, we have

∂L
∂x̃t

c
=
∑
i,j

∂L
∂m̃t

ij

∂m̃t
ij

∂x̃t
c
,

∂L
∂ỹtc

=
∑
i,j

∂L
∂m̃t

ij

∂m̃t
ij

∂ỹtc
. (8)

Combining Eq. (6) and Eq. (8), we can further derive

∂m̃t
ij

∂x̃t
c
=

∂m̃t
ij

∂x̃t
ij

,
∂m̃t

ij

∂ỹtc
=

∂m̃t
ij

∂ỹtij
. (9)

Eq. (9) can be solved by leveraging Eq. (7), such that we
can obtain the gradients ∂L/∂x̃t

c and ∂L/∂ỹtc . Given that x̃t
c

and ỹtc are the outputs of the policy network π, the regular
back-propagation process is able to proceed.

3.3.2 Training Techniques
Naive implementation. Thus far, we have enabled the
gradients to be back-propagated throughout the whole
AdaFocus network for updating all trainable parameters
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simultaneously. Consequently, end-to-end training has been
feasible. For example, one can minimize the frame-wise cross-
entropy loss LCE(·) in AdaFocusV1:

minimize
fG,fL,fC,π

L = E{v1,v2,...}

[
1

T

∑T

t=1
LCE(pt, y)

]
, (10)

where T and y denote the length and the label of the video
{v1,v2, . . .}, and pt is the softmax prediction at tth frame.

However, importantly, such a straightforward implemen-
tation leads to the severely degraded performance (see Table
6 for experimental evidence). We attribute this issue to the
absence of some appealing optimization properties intro-
duced by the three-stage training procedure, namely the lack
of supervision, input diversity and training stability. To solve
these problems, we develop simple but effective training
techniques, with which end-to-end training can significantly
outperform the three-stage counterpart. These techniques do
not introduce additional tunable hyper-parameters, while
achieving consistent improvements across varying datasets,
backbone architectures, and model configurations.

Lack of supervision: auxiliary supervision. The effective-
ness of three-stage training is largely ensured by a proper
initialization. For example, AdaFocusV1 pre-trains the two
encoders (i.e., fG, fL) separately using a direct frame-wise
recognition loss (by simply appending a fully-connected
layer) [28]. However, when solving problem (10), we do not
introduce such pre-training mechanisms, which hurts the
overall training efficiency of our method. In other words, fG
and fL are trained without specialized initialization, while
they are only indirectly supervised by the gradients from the
classifier fC. To this end, we find that explicitly introducing
auxiliary supervision on fG and fL effectively facilitates the
efficient end-to-end training of AdaFocus. In specific, we
attach two linear classifiers, FCG(·) and FCL(·), to the outputs
of fG and fL, and replace the loss function L in (10) by L′:

L′ = E{v1,v2,...} {
1

T

∑T

t=1
[LCE(pt, y)

+ LCE(SoftMax(FCG(e
G
t )), y)

+ LCE(SoftMax(FCL(e
L
t )), y)

]
} ,

(11)

where eG
t and eL

t are the feature vectors after performing
global average pooling on the feature maps eG

t and eL
t

output by fG and fL. Intuitively, minimizing L′ enforces
the two encoders to learn linearized deep representations,
which has been widely verified as an efficient approach for
training deep networks [71], [77], [78]. This paradigm benefits
the learning of fC as well, since its inputs are explicitly
regularized to be linearly separable.

Lack of input diversity: diversity augmentation. In the
stage I for training AdaFocusV1, image patches are randomly
cropped, yielding highly diversified inputs for learning well-
generalized local encoder fL. However, the patch selection
process presented in Section 3.3.1 is deterministic. In Eq.
(11), given a video frame, the local encoder fL only has
access to the patch specified by the policy network π.
This procedure leads to the limited diversity of training
data for the inputs of fL. Empirically, we observe that it
results in the inferior performance of fL. We address this
issue by proposing a straightforward diversity augmentation
approach. For each video, we first compute L′ by activating

π as aforementioned. Then we infer fL and the classifier fC
for a second time using randomly cropped patches, obtaining
an additional loss L′

random, which follows Eq. (11) as well.
Our final optimization objective combines L′ and L′

random:

minimize
fG,fL,fC,π

L =
1

2
(L′ + L′

random). (12)

Lack of training stability: stop-gradient. In AdaFocusV1,
the policy network π is learned on top of the fixed and
completely trained global encoder fG. When it comes to end-
to-end training, π and fG are simultaneously updated. In this
case, we observe that the gradients back-propagated from
π interfere with the learning of fG, leading to an unstable
training process with slow convergence speed. We find that
this problem can be solved by simply stopping the gradients
before the inputs of π. In other words, we propose to train
fG using the pure classification objective without any effect
from π, as done in AdaFocusV1. This design is rational
since previous works have revealed that the representations
extracted by deep recognition networks can naturally be
leveraged for localizing task-relevant regions [69], [70], [71].

4 UNIFIED ADAFOCUS (UNI-ADAFOCUS)
In this section, we further introduce an enhanced Unified
AdaFocus (Uni-AdaFocus) framework, which improves
AdaFocusV2 in several important aspects. First, the spatial
dynamic computation algorithm is refined and advanced
(Section 4.1): 1) we introduce a deep-feature-interpolation-
based technique for the effective training of the policy
network π, which incurs minimal additional training cost, yet
facilitates a more stable learning process for π and improves
the final performance; and 2) we develop a deformable
patch mechanism incorporating resizable rectangular image
patches, enabling the capture of task-relevant regions with
diverse shapes and sizes within each video frame.

Additionally, we extend our method by simultaneously
modeling the spatial-temporal dynamic computation. This
is accomplished by proposing a dynamic frame sampling
algorithm tailored for AdaFocus (Section 4.2), which enables
our approach to allocate the majority of computation to
the task-relevant spatial regions of the most informative
frames. Lastly, we demonstrate that AdaFocus can be further
optimized by reducing the sample-wise redundancy (Section
4.3), i.e., unevenly distributing computation across relatively
“easier” and “harder” videos, leading to a considerable
improvement of the overall efficiency.

By leveraging these technical innovations, Uni-AdaFocus
establishes a holistic framework that seamlessly combines
spatial, temporal, and sample-wise dynamic computation.
It retains the merits of AdaFocusV2 in efficient end-to-end
training and being compatible with a wide range of backbone
networks, while substantially improving both theoretical and
practical computational efficiency during inference.

4.1 Improved Spatial Dynamic Computation
In the following, we examine two important shortcomings of
the spatial dynamic computation mechanism in AdaFocusV2,
namely the unsuitable supervision signals for the policy
network π, and the sub-optimal formulation stemming from
the fixed shape and size of informative patches. On top of
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our analysis, we will demonstrate how AdaFocusV2 can be
refined to address these concerns. The ablation studies for
these modifications are provided in Table 7.

4.1.1 Training the Policy Network with Feature Interpolation

Inappropriate supervision signals for π. AdaFocusV2 has
enabled the end-to-end training of the policy network π.
However, the gradients received by π may be ambiguous
and indirect with respect to learning a proper spatial dynamic
computation policy. Ideally, during training, the model
should be aware of how the semantic contents of the patch
ṽt will change with different outputs of π, as our goal is
to localize the most informative parts of each video frame.
Nevertheless, as shown in Eqs. (7 – 9), the gradients of π
are acquired by varying the pixel values of ṽt. Each pixel
value is determined solely by four neighboring pixels in the
original video frame vt. Such a limited source of information
might be too local to accurately represent the semantic-level
changes when the location of ṽt varies.

⇡
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Fig. 5. Guiding the training of π with deep features. The gradients for π
are obtained by minimizing the deep-feature-based loss Lspatial

π , instead
of being back propagated from the pixel space. With this design, the
supervision signals for π contain much more semantic-level information,
which contributes to learning a more effective patch selection policy.

Gradients derived from interpolating deep features.
To alleviate the problem arising from the pixel-space-based
gradient computation for π, we propose to guide the training
of π by utilizing deep features. Our primary insight is
to allow the outputs of π to have a direct influence on
certain deep representations associated with ṽt. The features
extracted by deep networks are known to excel at capturing
the task-relevant semantics of the inputs [79], [80], [81], [82],
[83]. Once the gradients can explicitly inform π about how its
outputs will affect ṽt at the deep feature level, π will receive
direct supervision signals regarding whether ṽt contains
valuable contents for the recognition task.

Driven by this motivation, we propose an elegant im-
plementation by reusing the coarse global feature maps eG

t .
Assume that we want to obtain the P×P task-relevant patch
ṽt centred at (x̃t

c, ỹ
t
c) from the H×W video frame vt. We

approximate this process on top of eG
t . Specifically, suppose

the size of eG
t is HG×WG. We take the HG

H P×WG

W P feature
patch centred at (H

G

H x̃t
c,

WG

W ỹtc) from eG
t , which we refer to as

eG
t
′. Formally, we have

eG
t

′
= InterpolationHG

H P×WG
W P

(eG
t , (

HG

H
x̃t

c,
WG

W
ỹtc)). (13)

Here Interpolation(·) corresponds to the differentiable
interpolation-based patch cropping operation from AdaFo-

cusV2. During training, π is updated to minimize the
classification loss with respect to eG

t
′, namely

minimize
π

Lspatial
π

= E{v1,v2,...}

[
LCE(SoftMax(FCAux(e

G
t

′
)), y)

]
,

(14)

where eG
t
′

is derived by pooling eG
t
′, y is the label and

FCAux(·) denotes a linear classifier. The gradients ∂Lspatial
π /∂π

can be solved by leveraging Eqs. (7 – 9). It should be noted
that only π is updated following Eq. (14), while the training of
all the other components remains unchanged. Furthermore,
the process of obtaining ṽt from vt and feeding ṽt into the
local encoder fL is not altered. The only difference is that
the gradients of π are calculated using (14) rather than being
back-propagated from ṽt. See Figure 5 for an illustration.

The underlying logic behind Eq. (14) is straightforward.
In the context of training π, we employ the change of eG

t
′

to estimate the change of the deep features corresponding
to ṽt. This design is reasonable since the relative position of
eG
t
′ on eG

t is identical to that of ṽt on vt. That is to say, the
location-preserving nature of deep features ensures that eG

t
′

represents the contents at the location of ṽt.
Notably, Eq. (14) is conceptually relevant to AdaFocusV3

[30] in training π using deep features. However, compared
to [30], our method provides more effective guidance for
π based on the global information within eG

t , introduces
negligible computational overhead during training (i.e., only
an additional time of linear classification: FCAux(·)), and does
not leads to a discrepancy between training/test inputs for
the local encoder fL. See Appendix E for more comparisons.

4.1.2 Deformable Patches
Limitations of fixed-size patches. In both AdaFocusV1 and
V2, the informative image patches {ṽ1, ṽ2, . . .} are assumed
to have a fixed size (i.e., P×P ). The model is only trained
to dynamically determine their locations to capture the
most task-relevant spatial regions of each video frame. This
design is straightforward, and it simplifies the model training
process. However, in contrast, it compromises the flexibility
of AdaFocus. As a matter of fact, the shapes and sizes of
discriminative regions may vary across different videos and
different frames. By design, the patches with a fixed size are
inherently unable to accommodate the informative regions
adaptively conditioned on each individual video frame.
In other words, {ṽ1, ṽ2, . . .} may either omit crucial task-
relevant details or include undesirable redundant contents.

Incorporating deformable patches. To address this issue,
we propose to allow the shape and size of the patches
{ṽ1, ṽ2, . . .} to be dynamically configured according to the
characteristics and semantics of each frame. To be specific, we
let the policy network π output a quadruple: (x̃t

c, ỹ
t
c , H

t
p,W

t
p),

where x̃t
c, ỹ

t
c represent the centre coordinates of the patch

ṽt, while Ht
p,W

t
p denote its height and width. Then we

directly take the Ht
p×W t

p patch at (x̃t
c, ỹ

t
c) to obtain ṽt. It is

worth noting that before feeding ṽt into the local encoder
fL, we resize all the patches to P×P , such that they can be
conveniently processed in parallel on hardwares. Although
this implementation technique may result in slight geometric
distortion, we observe that the flexibility of adapting to
arbitrary task-relevant regions significantly outweighs this
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Fig. 6. Deformable patches, which enable the patch selection policy
to adapt flexibly to the task-relevant regions in various shapes, scales,
and locations. The selected patches are resized to a common size P 2

to be processed efficiently by fL on hardwares (e.g., GPUs). Notably,
the flexibility of adapting to arbitrary task-relevant regions significantly
outweighs the weakness of geometric distortion, yielding considerable
accuracy improvements across diverse scenarios

weakness, leading to considerable accuracy improvements.
An illustration of this procedure is depicted in Figure 6.

Training algorithm. Given the aforementioned formula-
tion, an important problem is how to learn a proper π that
can assign a suitable patch height/width to each frame. As
a straightforward approach, one may replace the P in Eq.
(13) with Ht

p or W t
p , and subsequently obtain the gradients

following Eq. (14). Nevertheless, Eq. (14) is not specifically
designed for learning to determine Ht

p and W t
p , and simply

utilizing it will lead to a trivial optimization solution, i.e.,
encouraging Ht

p,W
t
p → 0 for all video frames. This outcome

can be attributed to the characteristics of deep features: we
can always find a point in any feature map, at which location
the feature minimizes the recognition loss. As a consequence,
Eq. (14) will push the resizable rectangular patches to fit this
single point. We find this problem can be circumvented by
slightly modifying Eq. (14), specifically,

minimize
π

Lspatial
π

= E{v1,v2,...}

[
LCE(SoftMax(FCAux(e

G
t

′
)), y)

+ α
(
(H−Ht

p)
2 + (W−W t

p)
2
)]

,

(15)

where H×W is the size of the original video frames. In (15),
we introduce a regularization term α[(H−Ht

p)
2+(W−W t

p)
2]

to explicitly promote larger Ht
p,W

t
p , and α is a pre-defined

coefficient to control the strength of regularization. Despite
its simplicity, Eq. (15) is capable of training flexible and
adaptable patch selection policies that effectively capture
task-relevant regions in various shapes, sizes, scales, and
locations, resulting in significant accuracy improvements
across diverse scenarios.

4.2 Reducing Temporal Redundancy – Dynamic Frame
Sampling
Up to this point, we have presented considerable discus-
sions on learning to establish a flexible spatial dynamic
computation mechanism. However, our methodology thus
far follows a basic assumption, that is, the computation
is uniformly distributed along the temporal dimension. In
fact, AdaFocus can be further improved by reducing the
temporal-wise redundancy, namely adaptively identifying
and attending to the most task-relevant video frames. In this

subsection, we will demonstrate that this objective can be
achieved with a dynamic frame sampling algorithm tailored
for our approach.

A unified framework. We seek to develop a unified
framework that considers both spatial and temporal redun-
dancies. Hence, instead of processing videos on a frame-by-
frame basis, here we assume the lightweight global encoder
fG first takes a quick glance at the whole video. To be
specific, suppose that a video comprises T0 frames in total.
We uniformly sample TG (TG <T0) frames from the video,
and feed them into fG at the same time, directly obtaining
the inexpensive and coarse global features corresponding
to the entire video. Then we activate the policy network π
to concurrently determine: 1) the TL (TL<T0) task-relevant
frames out of all the T0 frames that the high-capacity local
encoder fL should process; and 2) the height, width, and
location of the informative patch to be fed into fL for each
frame identified in 1). In the following, we will first introduce
how to acquire 1), and then demonstrate that our previously
discussed spatial dynamic computation techniques can be
effortlessly adapted for obtaining 2). An illustration of our
unified framework is shown in Figure 7.

Mathematical formulation for dynamic frame sampling.
To select TL task-relevant frames from the original T0 frames,
we start by formulating a weighted sampling problem. We
assume that π generates a weight for each of the T0 frames:
{w1, . . . , wT0}, with

∑T0

j=1wj = 1. Based on these weights,
we execute weighted sampling without replacement over T0

frames, resulting in TL selected frames. Formally, we refer to
their indices as n1, . . . , nTL , which yields

ni ∼ WeightedSample(j | w(i)
j , 1 ≤ j ≤ T0),

w
(i)
j =

{
0, j ∈ {n1, . . . , ni−1}
wj , otherwise

.
(16)

By design, these TL frames are expected to be more infor-
mative than the remaining T0−TL video frames in terms of
the recognition task. This goal is attained by leveraging the
training objective, which is expressed as

minimize
π

Ltemporal
π

= E
{v1,v2,...}

[
E

{n1,n2,...}

[
1

TL

∑TL

i=1
Lframe(vni

)

]]
.

(17)

Herein, Lframe(vni
) represents the loss corresponding to the

nth
i frame vni

, which measures the quantity of the valuable
task-relevant information encompassed by vni

or a short
video clip centred at vni

. The two expectations in Ltemporal
π

are taken over the single-video frame-sampling distribution,
and the different videos within training data, respectively.

Importantly, it is difficult to solve problem (17) directly
with gradient-based methods. Calculating the exact value
of E{n1,n2,...}[·] will lead to a complexity of O(PT0

TL
), where

PT0

TL
denotes the number of TL-permutations of T0. This inef-

ficiency will make Ltemporal
π intractable when TL is not very

small (e.g., with TL>8). On the other hand, a more efficient
approach is to estimate E{n1,n2,...}[·] utilizing Monte Carlo
sampling. However, this will eliminate the differentiability
of Ltemporal

π with respect to π. As a consequence, π cannot
receive gradients from Ltemporal

π as supervision signals.
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Fig. 7. Overview of Uni-AdaFocus, a unified framework that models spatial-temporal dynamic computation concurrently, leading to a considerably
improved computational efficiency for inference. Compared with Figure 2, here we let π simultaneously determine which frames are more task-relevant,
as well as which spatial regions within these frames contain more valuable information for the task. The high-capacity and computationally intensive
local encoder fL is only activated on the most informative regions of the most important frames. Notably, similar to AdaFocusV2, Uni-AdaFocus can
be trained efficiently in an end-to-end fashion, and is compatible with off-the-shelf advanced backbone networks (e.g., TSM [26] and X3D [27]).

To address these challenges, we propose to further
decompose Ltemporal

π . In specific, we have

E
{n1,n2,...}

[
1

TL

∑TL

i=1
Lframe(vni

)

]
=

1

TL

∑TL

i=1
E

{n1,...,ni}
Lframe(vni

)

=
1

TL

∑TL

i=1
E

{n1,...,ni−1}

[
E

p(ni|n1,...,ni−1)
Lframe(vni)

]

=
1

TL

∑TL

i=1
E

{n1,...,ni−1}

∑T0

j=1

w
(i)
j∑T0

j′=1 w
(i)
j′

Lframe(vj)

 ,

(18)

where w
(i)
j is the sampling weights corresponding to ni, as

described in Eq. (16). Consider approximating Eq. (18) using
M Monte Carlo samples, namely

{nm
1 , . . . , nm

TL
} ∼ p(·|w1, . . . , wT0

), 1 ≤ m ≤ M, (19)

w
m,(i)
j =

{
0, j ∈ {nm

1 , . . . , nm
i−1}

wj , otherwise
. (20)

By combining Eqs. (17 – 20), we finally obtain

Ltemporal
π

≈ 1

TLM

∑TL

i=1

∑M

m=1

∑T0

j=1

w
m,(i)
j∑T0

j′=1 w
m,(i)
j′

Lframe(vj)

. (21)

As the complexity of generating a single Monte Carlo sample
is O(T0 + TL log T0), solving Eq. (21) has a total complexity
of O(TL(T0 + TL log T0) · M), which is dramatically more
efficient than solving Eq. (17). Additionally, Eq. (21) is
differentiable with respect to {w1, . . . , wT0

}, allowing for
the end-to-end training of π. In this paper, we fix M =128,
which works reasonably well in various scenarios.

Similar to us, OCSampler [19] also formulates frame
selection as a video-conditional sequential weighted sam-
pling problem. Our contribution over [19] lies in developing

a novel solving algorithm for this basic formulation. We
propose to consider the expected loss over dynamic frame
sampling as the training objective, and reveal that it can be
decomposed into a differentiable form solved with the Monte
Carlo method, yielding an efficient end-to-end optimization
procedure. See Appendix E for more comparisons.

Implementation. Our implementation of dynamic frame
sampling minimizes Eq. (21) without notable additional costs.
See Appendix C for more details (due to spatial limitations).

Unified spatial-temporal dynamic computation. No-
tably, dynamic frame sampling is fully compatible with
the previously described spatial-wise dynamic computation
mechanism. For example, one may train π to identify the
informative frame patches for the TG frames processed by fG
in accordance with (15), and interpolate between the outputs
of π of adjacent frames to acquire a deformable task-relevant
patch for each of the TL selected frames. In summary, the
overall training objective of our method can be written as

minimize
fG,fL,fC,π

LfG,fL,fC + Lspatial
π + Ltemporal

π . (22)

Here LfG,fL,fC represents the loss introduced in (12), which
is only leveraged to train the two encoders fG and fL, and
the classifier fC. The policy network π is trained to perform
spatial-temporal dynamic computation simultaneously by
minimizing the combination of (15) and (21).

4.3 Reducing Sample-wise Redundancy – Conditional-
exit
Apart from the aforementioned spatial and temporal redun-
dancies, an additional factor contributing to a significant
amount of redundant computation can be attributed to the
equivalent treatment of diverse samples concerning their
computational cost. In fact, numerous studies [55], [62], [84],
[85], [86] have reported the existence of a significant number
of “easier” samples within datasets, which can be accurately
recognized with considerably less computation compared
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TABLE 2
Uni-AdaFocus v.s. state-of-the-art efficient video understanding approaches on ActivityNet, FCVID and Mini-Kinetics (i.e., Kinetics-200).

“GFLOPs” refers to the average computational cost for processing a single video. MN2/RN/ENB0 represents MobileNet-V2/ResNet/EfficientNet-B0.
The best results are bold-faced. The blue texts highlight the comparisons with the underlined baselines.

Methods Published on Backbones ActivityNet FCVID Mini-Kinetics
mAP GFLOPs mAP GFLOPs Top-1 Acc. GFLOPs

FrameGlimpse [54] CVPR’16 VGG-16 60.1% 33.3 67.6% 30.1 – –
FastForward [87] IJCAI’18 Inception-V3 54.6% 17.9 71.2% 66.1 – –

LiteEval [13] NeurIPS’19 MN2+RN 72.7% 95.1 80.0% 94.3 61.0% 99.0
SCSampler [16] ICCV’19 MN2+RN 72.9% 42.0 81.0% 42.0 70.8% 42.0

ListenToLook [17] CVPR’20 MN2+RN 72.3% 81.4 – – – –
AR-Net [18] ECCV’20 MN2+RN 73.8% 33.5 81.3% 35.1 71.7% 32.0

AdaFrame [15] T-PAMI’21 MN2+RN 71.5% 79.0 80.2% 75.1 – –
AdaFuse [41] ICLR’21 RN 73.1% 61.4 81.6% 45.0 72.3% 23.0

FrameExit [55] CVPR’21 RN 76.1% 26.1 – – 72.8% 19.7
VideoIQ [57] ICCV’21 MN2+RN 74.8% 28.1 82.7% 27.0 72.3% 20.4

Dynamic-STE [56] ICCV’21 RN 75.9% 30.5 – – 72.7% 18.3
AdaMML [88] ICCV’21 MN2+RN 73.9% 94.0 85.8% 93.9 – –
SMART [89] AAAI’21 MN2+RN – – 82.1% – – –

OCSampler [19] CVPR’22 TSM-MN2+RN 76.9% 21.7 82.7% 26.8 72.9% 17.5
AFNet [90] NeurIPS’22 RN 75.6% 24.6 – – 73.5% 22.0
NSNet [58] ECCV’22 MN2+RN 76.8% 26.0 83.9% 26.0 73.6% 18.1

TSQNet [59] ECCV’22 MN2+ENB0+RN 76.6% 26.1 83.5% 26.2 73.2% 19.7

Uni-AdaFocus (1282)
w/o sample-wise dynamic – MN2+RN 80.7% 27.2 86.4% 27.2 75.8% 27.2

Uni-AdaFocus (1282) – MN2+RN 80.4%↑3.5% 18.1 86.2%↑2.3% 18.1 75.7%↑2.1% 18.1
78.3%↑1.4% 9.1↓2.4× 85.4%↑1.5% 9.1↓2.9× 74.3%↑0.7% 9.1↓2.0×

pt
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Fig. 8. Illustration of the conditional-exit algorithm.

to other samples. We propose to model this sample-wise
redundancy through a straightforward early-exit algorithm.
This approach can be seamlessly integrated into the models
trained using the previously outlined paradigm, obviating
the need for an additional training phase.

In the context of videos, we assume that activating the
high-capacity local encoder fL to process a subset of frames
rather than all frames may be sufficient for the “easier”
samples. To implement this idea, at test time, we propose to
compare the entropy of the softmax prediction pt at tth frame
(i.e., −∑

j ptj log ptj) with a pre-defined threshold ηt. The
inference will be terminated with pt if −∑

j ptj log ptj ≤ ηt.
We always adopt an infinite-threshold at the final frame. The
concept is illustrated in Figure 8. The values of {η1, η2, . . .}
are solved on the validation set. Suppose that the model
needs to classify a set of samples Dval within a given
computational budget B > 0 [84], [86]. One can obtain
the thresholds through

maximize
η1,η2,...

Acc(η1, η2, . . . |Dval)

subject to FLOPs(η1, η2, . . . |Dval) ≤ B.
(23)

Here Acc(η1, η2, . . . |Dval) and FLOPs(η1, η2, . . . |Dval) re-
fer to the accuracy and computational cost on Dval using
the thresholds {η1, η2, . . .}. Notably, by changing B, one can
obtain varying values of {η1, η2, . . .}. The computational cost
of our method can be flexibly adjusted without additional
training by simply adjusting these thresholds. In our im-
plementation, we solve problem (23) following the method
proposed in [84] on the training set, which we find performs
on par with using cross-validation.

5 EXPERIMENTS

Overview. This section presents extensive empirical results
to validate the effectiveness of Uni-AdaFocus. In Section
5.1, we compare Uni-AdaFocus with state-of-the-art efficient
video understanding frameworks under the standard ex-
perimental settings in most of the literature. In Section 5.2,
we deploy Uni-AdaFocus on top of representative recently
proposed lightweight deep networks (i.e., TSM and X3D),
and demonstrate that our method is able to effectively
improve the computational efficiency of these cutting-edge
models. In Section 5.3, we further evaluate Uni-AdaFocus
in the context of three representative real-world application
scenarios. In Section 5.4, comprehensive analytical results
and visualizations are provided to give additional insights
into our method. Besides, in both Sections 5.1 & 5.2, we
present the comparisons of Uni-AdaFocus v.s. AdaFocus
V1/V2/V3.

Datasets. Seven large-scale video understanding bench-
mark datasets are considered, i.e., ActivityNet [31], FCVID
[32], Mini-Kinetics [18], [33], Something-Something (Sth-Sth)
V1&V2 [34], Jester [35] and Kinetics-400 [33]. We also con-
sider three real-world application scenarios i.e., fine-grained
diving action classification on Diving48 [91], Alzheimer’s
and Parkinson’s diseases diagnosis with brain magnetic
resonance images (MRI) on ADNI [92], OASIS [93], and PPMI
[94], and violence recognition for online videos on RLVS [95].
For data pre-processing, we adopt the same pipeline as [18],
[26], [28]. More details are deferred to Appendix G.

5.1 Comparisons with State-of-the-art Efficient Video
Understanding Approaches

Setups. In this subsection, we comprehensively compare Uni-
AdaFocus with state-of-the-art efficient video understanding
frameworks on ActivityNet, FCVID and Mini-Kinetics. Our
baselines include FrameGlimpse [54], FastForward [87],
MultiAgent [14], LiteEval [13], SCSampler [16], ListenToLook
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Fig. 9. Comparisons of Uni-AdaFocus and state-of-the-art efficient video understanding approaches on ActivityNet in terms of inference
efficiency. Our method adopts P 2 ∈ {962, 1282, 1602}, corresponding to the three black curves. Notably, the inference cost of Uni-AdaFocus can
switch within each black curve without additional training (by modifying the conditional-exit criterion, see: Section 4.3).

[17], AR-Net [18], AdaFrame [15], AdaFuse [41], VideoIQ [57],
Dynamic-STE [56], AdaMML [88], SMART [89], FrameExit
[55], OCSampler [19], NSNet [58], TSQNet [59], AFNet [90],
and the preliminary versions of AdaFocus [28], [29], [30].
Following the common practice of these baselines, we adopt
MobileNet-V2 [96] and ResNet-50 [77] as the global encoder
fG and local encoder fL in Uni-AdaFocus. We uniformly
sample T0=48 frames from each video, and set TG=TL=16.
In addition, note that Uni-AdaFocus resizes the selected
informative patches with varying scales and shapes to a
common size P 2, under the goal of processing these patches
efficiently on hardwares like GPUs (see Section 4.1.2 and
Figure 6 for details). We consider P 2 ∈ {962, 1282, 1602}.
More implementation details can be found in Appendix H.

Comparisons with state-of-the-art baselines on Activ-
ityNet, FCVID and mini-Kinetics are summarized in Table
2. It is clear that Uni-AdaFocus (1282) outperforms all the
competitive efficient video understanding methods by large
margins. For example, on ActivityNet, it achieves 3.5%
higher mean average precision (mAP) (80.4% v.s. 76.9%)
than the strongest baseline, OCSampler [19], with smaller
GFLOPs (18.1 v.s. 21.7). On FCVID and Mini-Kinetics, similar
observations can be consistently obtained, i.e., Uni-AdaFocus
outperforms the recently proposed NSNet [58] by 2.3%
and 2.1% with similar or less computation. In Figure 9,
we further present the variants of the baselines and Uni-
AdaFocus with different computational costs for a more
comprehensive comparison. It can be observed that our
method leads to a considerably better efficiency-accuracy
trade-off. When achieving the same state-of-the-art level
mAP, the number of the required GFLOPs/video for Uni-

TABLE 3
Comparisons of Uni-AdaFocus and AdaFocusV1/V2 in terms of

training efficiency. The mAP and wall-clock training time on ActivityNet
are reported. The latter is obtained using 4 NVIDIA 3090 GPUs. The

best results are bold-faced. E2E refers to End-to-End. †For fair
comparison, here we do not perform sample-wise dynamic computation.

Methods E2E P 2

Training 962 1282 1602

mAP on
ActivityNet

AdaFocusV1 ✗ 71.9% 75.0% 76.0%
AdaFocusV2 ✓ 77.4% 79.0% 79.9%

Uni-AdaFocus† ✓ 79.3% 80.7% 81.5%

Training
Wall-time

AdaFocusV1 ✗ 6.4h 7.2h 8.6h
AdaFocusV2 ✓ 3.4h 3.7h 4.3h

Uni-AdaFocus ✓ 3.6h 3.8h 4.1h

AdaFocus is approximately 4.8× less than OCSampler [19].
Effectiveness of sample-wise dynamic computation. Ta-

ble 2 and Figure 9 evaluate the performance of Uni-AdaFocus
both with and without the conditional-exit mechanism in
Section 4.3. When this mechanism is activated, we vary the
average computational budget, solve early-exit thresholds,
and evaluate the corresponding mAP or Top-1 accuracy,
as stated in Section 4.3. One can observe that sample-wise
adaptive computation effectively improves the inference
efficiency. Moreover, this mechanism enables Uni-AdaFocus
to adjust its inference cost online without additional training
(by simply changing the early-exit thresholds).

Comparisons with the preliminary versions of AdaFo-
cus. The comparisons of Uni-AdaFocus and AdaFocusV1/V2
in terms of mAP v.s. training/inference cost are presented in
Table 3 and Figure 10, respectively. One can observe that both
Uni-AdaFocus and AdaFocusV2 can be trained efficiently in
an end-to-end fashion, which reduces the time consumption
for training by ∼ 2× compared to the three-stage training
algorithm of AdaFocusV1, while Uni-AdaFocus improves
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Fig. 10. Comparisons between Uni-AdaFocus and the preliminary versions of AdaFocus on ActivityNet in terms of inference efficiency.
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TABLE 4
Uni-AdaFocus-TSM v.s. representative efficient video understanding models on Sth-Sth V1&V2 and Jester. MN2, R18/R34/R50 and BN-Inc.
denote MobileNet-V2, ResNet-18/34/50 and BN-Inception. TSM+ refers to the augmented TSM baseline with the same network architecture as our
method except for the policy network π. The throughput is benchmarked on an NVIDIA 3090 GPU. The best results are bold-faced. The blue texts

highlight the comparisons with the underlined baselines. †120-epoch training, which is 2.4x longer than our method and the baselines.

Method Backbones #Frames Sth-Sth V1 Sth-Sth V2 Jester Throughput
Top-1 Acc. GFLOPs Top-1 Acc. GFLOPs Top-1 Acc. GFLOPs (NVIDIA 3090 GPU)

I3D [10] 3D-R50 32×2 41.6% 306 - - - - -
I3D+GCN+NL [97] 3D-R50 32×2 46.1% 606 - - - - -

ECOEnLite [50] BN-Inc.+3D-R18 92 46.4% 267 - - - - -
TSN [36] R50 8 19.7% 33.2 27.8% 33.2 82.6% 33.2 -

AR-Net [18] MN2+R18/34/50 8 18.9% 41.4 - - 87.8% 21.2 -
TRNRGB/Flow [98] BN-Inc. 8/8 42.0% 32.0 55.5% 32.0 - - -

ECO [50] BN-Inc.+3D-R18 8 39.6% 32.0 - - - - -
SmallBig [99] R50 8 47.0% 52.0 59.7% 52.0 - - -

bLVNet-TAM [100] bL-R50 16 47.8% 35.1 60.2% 35.1 - - -
SlowFast [7] R50+R50 8×8 - - 61.7% 66.6×3 - - -
TANet [53] R50 8 47.3% 33.0 60.5% 33.0 - - -
TEINet [52] R50 8 47.4% 33.0 61.3% 33.0 - - -
STM [101] R50 8 47.5% 33.3 - - - - -
TEA [102] R50 8 48.9% 35.0 60.9% 35.0 - - -

TSM [26] R50 8 46.1% 32.7 59.1% 32.7 96.0% 32.7 -
AdaFuse-TSM [41] R50 8 46.8% 31.5 59.8% 31.3 - - -

TSM+ [26] MN2+R50 8+8 47.0% 35.1 59.6% 35.1 96.2% 35.1 218.2 Videos/s
S2DNet-TSM [72]† MN2+R50 8+12 49.7% 22.0 62.5% 22.0 - - -

Uni-AdaFocus-TSM (962)
w/o sample-wise dynamic

MN2+R50 8+8 47.5% (↑0.5%) 8.8 (↓3.99x) 60.8% (↑1.2%) 8.8 (↓3.99x) - - 569.4 Videos/s (↑2.61x)
MN2+R50 8+12 49.5% 11.8 62.6% 11.8 - - 474.8 Videos/s

Uni-AdaFocus-TSM (1282)
w/o sample-wise dynamic

MN2+R50 8+12 50.5% 18.8 63.2% 18.8 97.1% (↑0.9%) 18.8 (↓1.87x) 366.4 Videos/s
MN2+R50 8+16 51.5% (↑4.5%) 24.2 (↓1.45x) 64.2% (↑4.6%) 24.2 (↓1.45x) - - 305.4 Videos/s (↑1.40x)

Uni-AdaFocus-TSM (962) MN2+R50 8+12 48.9% (↑1.9%) 8.8 (↓3.99x) 62.5% (↑2.9%) 8.8 (↓3.99x) - - 569.2 Videos/s (↑2.61x)
Uni-AdaFocus-TSM (1282) MN2+R50 8+16 51.0% (↑4.0%) 18.8 (↓1.87x) 64.2% (↑4.6%) 18.8 (↓1.87x) - - 366.8 Videos/s (↑1.68x)
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Fig. 11. Uni-AdaFocus v.s. the preliminary versions of AdaFocus on Sth-Sth V1 (left) and V2 (right) in terms of inference efficiency. For fair
comparison, we do not perform sample-wise dynamic computation for Uni-AdaFocus.

mAP by 1.6-1.9% on top of AdaFocusV2. Moreover, it can
be observed from Figure 10 that Uni-AdaFocus reduces the
inference cost by 2.3-2.8x compared to AdaFocusV3 [30]
without sacrificing the performance.

5.2 Building on Top of Existing Efficient Backbones
Setups. In this subsection, we implement Uni-AdaFocus on
top of the recently proposed efficient network architectures,
ConvNets with temporal shift module (TSM) [26] and X3D
networks [27], to demonstrate that our method can further
improve the efficiency of such state-of-the-art lightweight
models. For TSM, we still use MobileNet-V2 and ResNet-50
as fG and fL, but add TSM to them. Following the original
design of TSM [26], a fully-connected layer is deployed as the
classifier fC, and we average the frame-wise predictions as
the outputs. For a fair comparison, we augment the vanilla
TSM by introducing the same two backbone networks as
ours (named as TSM+), where their output features are
also concatenated to be fed into a linear classifier. In other
words, TSM+ differentiates itself from our method only in
that it feeds the uniformly-sampled whole video frames
into ResNet-50, while we feed the dynamically-selected
informative image patches from task-relative frames. For
X3D, we simply replace MobileNet-V2/ResNet-50 by X3D-
S/X3D-L on top of the settings of TSM. Here we directly

compare the performance of our method with X3D, since
both our two backbones come from the family of X3D
networks. Following the experimental settings in the original
papers of TSM [26] and X3D [27], the video recognition
task on Sth-Sth V1&V2, Jester and Kinetics-400 is considered
here. We uniformly sample T0=24/36/48/96 frames from
each video, and set TL=8/12/16/32 correspondingly, with
TG=8/16. See Appendix H for more implementation details.

Results on Sth-Sth V1&V2 and Jester are reported in
Table 4. Uni-AdaFocus enables TSM to concentrate the ma-
jority of computation on the most task-relevant video frames
and image regions, while it allows allocating computation
unevenly across “easier” and “more difficult” videos. As
a consequence, the overall computational efficiency during
inference is dramatically improved. For example, our method
reduces GFLOPs by 3.99x (8.8 v.s. 35.1) on top of TSM+, but
outperforms it by 2.9% (62.5% v.s. 59.6%) on Sth-Sth V2
in terms of Top-1 accuracy. Compared with the recently
proposed S2DNet framework, Uni-AdaFocus is able to
achieve considerably better performance (e.g., enhancing
the accuracy by 1.3-1.7% using less inference cost) with 2.4x
fewer training epochs. In Table 4, we also report the actual
inference speed of our method on an NVIDIA 3090 GPU,
which is benchmarked using a batch size of 128. At each
mini-batch, when the inference procedure reaches each exit,
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the samples that meet the early-termination criterion will be
output, with the remaining videos continuing to be processed.
It can be observed that our practical speedup is significant as
well, with a slight drop compared with the theoretical results.
We tentatively attribute this to the inadequate hardware-
oriented optimization in our implementation.

Comparisons with the preliminary versions of AdaFo-
cus on Sth-Sth are shown in Figure 11. When achieving
the same accuracy, Uni-AdaFocus reduces the computational
cost by 2.7-3.5x. Furthermore, when leveraging the same
amount of computation at test time, Uni-AdaFocus improves
the test accuracy by 2-3.5% compared with AdaFocusV2.

Results with X3D on Kinetics-400. In Table 5, we
implement our method on top of the lightweight X3D [27]
backbones, and report its performance on the large scale
Kinetics-400 benchmark. For a comprehensive comparison,
we also present the results of representative state-of-the-
art efficient video understanding models on Kinetics-400.
Note that we mainly compare Uni-AdaFocus-X3D with these
baselines under similar validation accuracies or inference
costs. One can clearly observe that our method contributes
to a significantly improved accuracy-efficiency trade-off. For
example, compared to X3D-L, Uni-AdaFocus-X3D reduces
the computational cost by 3.76x (4.9 v.s. 18.4), while improv-
ing the accuracy by 0.5% (76.2% v.s. 75.7%) in the meantime.
Furthermore, compared to the best baseline, MoViNet-A2,
Uni-AdaFocus-X3D has 2.10x less GLOPs/video (4.9 v.s. 10.3)
when achieving the same accuracy of 75.0%.

5.3 Real-world Application Scenarios

We also evaluate Uni-AdaFocus in three representative
realistic application scenarios: 1) fine-grained diving action
classification; 2) Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases di-
agnosis with brain magnetic resonance images (MRI); and
3) violence recognition for online videos. Due to spatial
limitations, these results can be found in Appendix D. In
all scenarios, Uni-AdaFocus outperforms existing works by
large margins, yielding a new state-of-the-art performance.

5.4 Analytical Results

5.4.1 Ablation Studies

Effectiveness of the techniques for end-to-end training
(introduced in Section 3.3.2) is validated in Table 6. One
can observe that all of the three techniques significantly
improve the performance across different experimental
settings. The combination of them allows our method to
be trained effectively in an end-to-end fashion. Importantly,

TABLE 5
Performance of Uni-AdaFocus-X3D and representative efficient

video understanding models on Kinetics-400. MN2/R18/R34/R50/EN
denotes MobileNet-V2/ResNet-18/34/50/EfficientNet. The blue texts

highlight the comparisons with the underlined baselines.

Method Backbones #Frames Top-1 Acc. GFLOPs

ARTNet [103] R18 16 70.7% 23.5 × 250
TSN [36] InceptionV3 25 72.5% 3.2 × 250

S3D-G [104] InceptionV1 64 74.7% 71.4 × 30
R(2+1)D [49] R34 32 74.3% 152 × 10

I3D [105] R50 32 76.6% 335 × 30
NL I3D [106] R50 128 76.5% 282 × 30

bLVNet-TAM [100] bL-R50 48 73.5% 93.4 × 9
SlowFast [7] R50 4/32 75.6% 36 × 30

TSM [26] R50 16 74.7% 65 × 30
TEINet [52] R50 16 76.2% 66 × 30
TEA [102] R50 16 76.1% 70 × 30

SmallBig [99] R50 8 76.3% 57 × 30
TANet [53] R50 8 76.3% 43 × 30
TDN [107] R50 8 76.6% 36 × 30

EfficientNet3D-B3 [108] ENB3 16 72.4% 6.9 × 10
EfficientNet3D-B4 [108] ENB4 16 74.5% 23.8 × 10

MoViNet-A2 [109] MoViNet-A2 50 75.0% 10.3 × 1

X3D-S [27] X3D-S 13 71.4% 2.0 × 3
X3D-M [27] X3D-M 16 73.4% 4.7 × 3
X3D-L [27] X3D-L 16 75.7% 18.4 × 3

Uni-AdaFocus-X3D (1282)
w/o sample-wise dynamic

X3D-S
+X3D-L

16+32 75.3% 8.8 × 1
16+32 76.6% (↑0.9%) 8.8×3 (↓2.09x)

Uni-AdaFocus-X3D (1282) X3D-S
+X3D-L

16+32 75.0% 4.9 × 1
16+32 76.2% (↑0.5%) 4.9×3 (↓3.76x)

these techniques do not introduce additional tunable hyper-
parameters. In all our experiments, we simply implement
them as fixed components of the training algorithm.

Effectiveness of the improved techniques for spatial-
temporal dynamic computation (introduced in Sections 4.1
and 4.2). The ablation study results are provided in Table 7.
It is clear that guiding the training of π with deep features
consistently improves the performance by ∼1% via obtaining
a better patch selection policy. Built upon it, introducing
deformable patches further yields significant gains by flexibly
adapting to the task-relevant regions with diverse scales and
shapes. Notably, this mechanism is particularly effective
when the input size of the local encoder fL is relatively small
(e.g., 962). In other words, it is important to properly con-
figure the actual contents of the inputs when the input size
is small. Moreover, dynamic frame sampling is compatible
with the spatial dynamic computation, and is able to further
enhance the accuracy.

Design of the sample-wise dynamic computation mech-
anism (introduced in Section 4.3) is studied in Figure 12. We
compare our design with two baselines, i.e., 1) early-exit with
fixed frame length; and 2) random early-exit with the same
exit proportion as Uni-AdaFocus. It can be clearly observed
that our adaptive conditional-exit algorithm outperforms
both of them. When achieving the same mAP, our method is
able to effectively save the required amount of computation.

TABLE 6
Ablation studies of the training techniques proposed in
Section 3.3.2. These techniques enable our method to be
trained efficiently in an end-to-end fashion. The results of

Uni-AdaFocus (w/o sample-wise dynamic) are reported. On
Sth-Sth, we adopt #Frames=8+12.

Auxiliary Diversity Stop- ActivityNet Sth-Sth V1
supervision augmentation gradient 1282 ∆ 1282 ∆

✗ ✗ ✗ 69.4% – 38.2% –
✓ ✗ ✗ 72.5% +3.1% 42.9% +4.7%
✓ ✓ ✗ 74.8% +2.3% 46.1% +3.2%
✓ ✓ ✓ 78.7% +3.9% 47.0% +0.9%

TABLE 7
Ablation studies of the techniques proposed in Sections 4.1 and 4.2.

Representative conditions with different backbone networks, datasets and varying
P 2 (input size for fL) are considered. The results of Uni-AdaFocus (w/o

sample-wise dynamic) are reported. On Sth-Sth, we adopt #Frames=8+12. The first
line of the table corresponds to the last line of Table 6.

Training π with Deformable Dynamic ActivityNet Sth-Sth V1
deep features patches frame sampling 1282 ∆ 962 ∆ 1282 ∆

✗ ✗ ✗ 78.7% – 45.1% – 47.0% –
✓ ✗ ✗ 79.5% +0.8% 46.1% +1.0% 48.1% +1.1%
✓ ✓ ✗ 79.9% +0.4% 48.9% +2.8% 49.4% +1.3%
✓ ✓ ✓ 80.7% +0.8% 49.5% +0.6% 50.5% +1.1%
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Fig. 12. Ablation studies of the conditional-exit algorithm. The results
on ActivityNet are provided. For a fair comparison, different variants
are deployed on top of the same base model. Our method significantly
reduces the computational cost when achieving the same mAP.

TABLE 8
Effects of Reusing eG

t for Recognition. Representative conditions with
different backbone networks, datasets and varying P 2 (input size for fL)
are considered. The results of Uni-AdaFocus (w/o sample-wise dynamic)
are reported. On Sth-Sth, we adopt #Frames=8+12. The last line of the

table corresponds to the last line of Table 7.

Reusing eG
t ActivityNet Sth-Sth V1 Sth-Sth V2

for Recognition 1282 ∆ 962 ∆ 1282 ∆ 962 ∆ 1282 ∆

✗ 79.6% – 46.7% – 48.9% – 61.0% – 62.4% –
✓ 80.7% +1.1% 49.5% +2.8% 50.5% +1.6% 62.6% +1.6% 63.2% +0.8%

TABLE 9
Ablation studies of the learned policy for spatial-temporal dynamic
computation. All the three components of the policy are investigated,

i.e., 1) how to localize informative patches, 2) how to determine the
sizes/shapes of patches, and 3) how to sample task-relevant frames to

process. We replace each of them with possible alternatives.

Experimental
Configurations

(P 2=1282)
Variants of Policy

ActivityNet mAP after Processing
t Frames (i.e., corresponding to pt)
t=1 t=2 t=4 t=8 t=16

Patch localization: To study
Deformable-patch: None
Frame sampling: Uniform

Random Sampling 26.1% 39.3% 53.2% 66.6% 74.3%
Central Patch 27.5% 39.2% 52.8% 65.8% 73.4%

Gaussian Sampling 23.8% 36.6% 52.2% 66.2% 74.5%
Dynamic (ours) 30.4% 43.4% 57.5% 70.1% 77.2%

Patch localization: Dynamic
Deformable-patch: To study
Frame sampling: Uniform

Fixed Scale&Shape 30.4% 43.4% 57.5% 70.1% 77.2%
Random Scale&Shape 17.8% 29.9% 44.6% 61.0% 70.3%

Down-sampling 32.7% 45.9% 58.3% 69.5% 75.9%
(15) w/o regularization 27.1% 39.5% 53.4% 66.8% 74.4%

Dynamic (ours) 33.5% 46.7% 59.6% 71.7% 78.3%

Patch localization: Dynamic
Deformable-patch: Dynamic
Frame sampling: To study

Uniform Sampling 33.5% 46.7% 59.6% 71.7% 78.3%
Random Sampling 36.8% 47.1% 59.6% 70.5% 77.2%
Central Video Clip 46.6% 54.3% 61.9% 68.9% 75.0%
Gaussian Sampling 41.9% 52.8% 62.8% 71.1% 77.2%
MG Sampler [110] 34.1% 45.5% 60.1% 71.8% 78.7%

Dynamic (ours) 45.7% 58.3% 67.4% 74.8% 79.6%

Effectiveness of reusing eG
t for recognition. As afore-

mentioned, our method leverages the coarse global feature
eG
t for both activating the policy network π and recognition,

aiming to facilitate efficient feature reusing (see Section 3.1
for details). The effectiveness of this design is studied in Table
8. One can observe that this mechanism is able to improve
the accuracy by 0.8-2.8%. It is worth noting that this feature
reusing introduces negligible computational cost, and hence
the improvement of performance is almost a free lunch.

Effectiveness of the learned spatial-temporal dynamic
computation policy is investigated in Table 9. The three
major components of our policy are one by one replaced
with several corresponding alternatives, aiming to validate
whether our design is proper. In specific, our baselines
include 1) patch localization policy: 1-a) randomly sampling
patches, 1-b) cropping patches from the centres of the frames,
1-c) sampling patches from a gaussian distribution centred
at the frame centre; 2) policy to determine the sizes/shapes
of patches: 2-a) fixed patch size, 2-b) randomly determining
patch sizes, 2-c) down-sampling the frames as patches, 2-d)
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Fig. 13. Examples of the task-relevant patches and informative
videos frames selected by Uni-AdaFocus (zoom in for details). We
present a variety of representative input videos, where “easy/hard” videos
refer to the samples to which Uni-AdaFocus allocates a relatively smaller
or larger number of computation resources.

removing the regularization term in Eq. (15) when training
our policy; and 3) frame sampling policy: 3-a) uniformly
sampling frames from each video, 3-b) randomly sampling
frames, 3-c) directly taking the central clips of videos, 3-d)
sampling frames from a gaussian distribution centred at the
video centre, 3-e) adopting MG Sampler [110]. For an isolated
and focused reflection of the effects of our policy with clear
comparisons, here we do not reuse the global feature eG

t

for recognition (its effects have been studied in Table 8).
We assume that Uni-AdaFocus processes a fixed number of
frames for all videos, and report the corresponding mAP
on ActivityNet. One can observe that our learned policies
have considerably better performance compared with all
the baselines. For 1), an interesting phenomenon is that
random policy appears strong and outperforms the central
policy, which may be attributed to the spatial similarity
between frames. That is to say, adjacent central patches
might have repetitive contents, while randomly sampling is
likely to collect more comprehensive information. For 2), we
observe that introducing the regularization term in Eq. (15) is
an important technique to learn effective deformable-patch
policies. For 3), although the recently proposed MG Sampler
[110] is also able to improve the accuracy, our dynamic frame
sampling algorithm outperforms it by large margins.

5.4.2 Visualization Results
Representative visualization results are shown in Figure 13
(blue boxes indicate the patches selected by Uni-AdaFocus).
Our method can adaptively attend to the informative regions
of some task-relevant video frames, such as the dancer, the
dog, the skateboard, and the actions of human hands. Due to
spatial limitations, more visualizations (including an analysis
of failure cases) can be found in Appendix F.

5.4.3 Discussions
Section 5.4.1 has comprehensively investigated whether each
component of Uni-AdaFocus works as we expect. On top
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TABLE 10
Effects of spatial, temporal, and sample-wise dynamic computation. All results are based on identical experimental setups except for eliminating

several specified types of dynamic computation strategies. We compare the performance of different variants under the same inference cost.

Strategies of Dynamic Computation ActivityNet mAP with Different Average Computational Costs (in GFLOPs/video)
Spatial (P2=1282) Temporal Sample-wise 11.0 13.7 16.4 19.1 21.8 24.4

✗ ✗ ✗ 41.8% (↓27.8%) 47.8% (↓26.5%) 53.6% (↓23.4%) 58.0% (↓20.5%) 62.4% (↓16.6%) 65.8% (↓13.7%)

✗ ✗ ✓ 46.4% (↓23.2%) 54.1% (↓20.2%) 59.7% (↓17.3%) 64.2% (↓14.3%) 68.0% (↓11.0%) 70.7% (↓8.8%)

✗ ✓ ✗ 55.6% (↓14.0%) 60.4% (↓13.9%) 64.3% (↓12.7%) 67.6% (↓10.9%) 70.4% (↓8.6%) 72.3% (↓7.2%)

✓ ✗ ✗ 54.2% (↓15.4%) 61.2% (↓13.1%) 66.6% (↓10.4%) 70.7% (↓7.8%) 74.4% (↓4.6%) 76.9% (↓2.6%)

✗ ✓ ✓ 59.2% (↓10.4%) 65.1% (↓9.2%) 69.0% (↓8.0%) 71.5% (↓7.0%) 73.6% (↓5.4%) 75.1% (↓4.4%)

✓ ✗ ✓ 63.0% (↓6.6%) 70.7% (↓3.6%) 74.9% (↓2.1%) 77.0% (↓1.5%) 77.8% (↓1.2%) 78.1% (↓1.4%)

✓ ✓ ✗ 62.6% (↓7.0%) 67.5% (↓6.8%) 71.2% (↓5.8%) 74.4% (↓4.1%) 76.8% (↓2.2%) 78.5% (↓1.0%)

✓ ✓ ✓ 69.6% 74.3% 77.0% 78.5% 79.0% 79.5%

TABLE 11
Analysis of the design of our spatial dynamic computation mechanism. We investigate eliminating its three major components (two of which are

introduced by the deformable patch mechanism proposed in Section 4.1.2), or further incorporating more flexible dynamic transformations.

Characteristics of the Patch Selection Mechanism within Uni-AdaFocus (P 2=1282) ActivityNet mAP after Processing t Frames
(i.e., corresponding to pt)(basic spatial dynamic) (deformable-patch) (introducing more dynamic transformations)

Dynamic Patch
Localization

Dynamic
Patch Scale

Dynamic
Patch Shape Rotation Affine Homo-

graphy
Thin-plate

Spline t=1 t=2 t=4 t=8 t=16

✗ (random sampling) ✗ (fixed) ✗ (fixed) ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ 36.7% (↓9.0%) 51.1% (↓7.2%) 62.4% (↓5.0%) 71.0% (↓3.8%) 76.5% (↓3.1%)

✗ (central patch) ✗ (fixed) ✗ (fixed) ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ 38.1% (↓7.6%) 50.1% (↓8.2%) 60.3% (↓7.1%) 68.9% (↓5.9%) 75.1% (↓4.5%)

✓ ✗ (fixed) ✗ (fixed) ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ 42.5% (↓3.2%) 55.7% (↓2.6%) 65.1% (↓2.3%) 73.0% (↓1.8%) 78.5% (↓1.1%)

✓ ✓ ✗ (fixed) ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ 45.3% (↓0.4%) 57.9% (↓0.4%) 66.6% (↓0.8%) 73.8% (↓1.0%) 79.1% (↓0.5%)

✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ 45.7% 58.3% 67.4% 74.8% 79.6%

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ 45.6% (↓0.1%) 57.8% (↓0.5%) 67.3% (↓0.1%) 74.2% (↓0.6%) 79.3% (↓0.3%)

✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ 44.9% (↓0.8%) 57.5% (↓0.8%) 66.3% (↓1.1%) 74.0% (↓0.8%) 78.7% (↓0.9%)

✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ 43.0% (↓2.7%) 56.2% (↓2.1%) 65.4% (↓2.0%) 72.6% (↓2.2%) 78.6% (↓1.0%)

✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ 41.1% (↓4.6%) 53.4% (↓4.9%) 62.8% (↓4.6%) 70.8% (↓4.0%) 76.6% (↓3.0%)

of those studies, here we further design a series of more in-
depth analyses, aiming to highlight the important findings of
this paper, and clarify our novel contributions over existing
works. The performance of Uni-AdaFocus in Tables 10-16 is
built upon the experimental setups of the last line of Table 9.

Importance of different dynamic computation strategies.
Table 10 examines the impact of eliminating certain aspects of
spatial/temporal/sample-wise dynamic computation. Specif-
ically, when removing each respective component, our model
processes full video frames, uniformly samples frames, or
randomly performs early-exit, yielding an equivalent com-
putation allocation across different spatial regions, temporal
locations, or diverse samples. It can be observed that model-
ing any one within the three types of dynamic computation
significantly improves the computational efficiency of Uni-
AdaFocus, while they are compatible with each other in
an arbitrary form of combination. In general, incorporating
spatial adaptiveness results in the most significant gains.

Design of the spatial dynamic computation mechanism.
Diverse variations in locations, scales, and shapes are three
fundamental characteristics intrinsic to visual elements. As
shown in Table 11, the performance of Uni-AdaFocus can
be markedly improved by explicitly considering adapting
to every type of these variations when selecting the task-
relevant regions of different video frames. Intriguingly,
introducing more flexible dynamic transformations (e.g.,
affine, homography, and thin-plate spline) slightly degrades
the accuracy. This phenomenon may be caused by the lack
of sufficiently general demands for utilizing these image
warping/rectification techniques to process the task-relevant
regions in our problem. On the contrary, they may distort the
inputs of the local encoder fL from the natural distribution,
and increase the complexity of training the policy network π.

6 CONCLUSION

This paper presented Uni-AdaFocus, an approach that en-
ables deep networks to allocate computation dynamically
across three dimensions: spatial, temporal, and different
samples. The major motivation behind it is to concentrate
the computational resources on the most task-relevant image
regions, informative video frames, and relatively difficult
test data, and thus attain a superior overall accuracy with a
minimal total computational cost. We delved deep into the
model design, training, and efficient implementation of Uni-
AdaFocus. With our proposed techniques, Uni-AdaFocus can
be easily deployed on top of popular lightweight backbones
(e.g., TSM and X3D) and considerably improves their infer-
ence efficiency through adaptive computation. Moreover, it
can be trained efficiently in an end-to-end fashion. Empirical
results based on seven large-scale benchmark datasets and
three real-world application scenarios demonstrate that Uni-
AdaFocus achieves state-of-the-art performance in terms
of generalization performance, theoretical computational
efficiency, and practical inference speed.

In the future, it would be interesting to further explore
how our proposed dynamic computation techniques can be
employed to improve the inference efficiency of multi-modal
large language models. For example, one may consider
adaptively identifying task-relevant video frames and image
regions conditioned on the input text or audio prompts.
Given the expensive cost of training large models, it would
also be important to investigate how pre-trained multi-modal
models can be fine-tuned to acquire such capabilities of
dynamic computation.
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APPENDIX A
SUMMARY OF CHANGES

This paper extends two previous conference papers that in-
troduced the basic AdaFocus network [28] and preliminarily
discussed its end-to-end training [29]. Moreover, our deep-
feature-based approach for training the patch selection policy
(Section 4.1.1) is conceptually relevant to, and improved
upon [30] (see Table 15 for a detailed comparison). We
have improved these earlier works substantially in several
important aspects, as summarized in the following.

• The spatial dynamic computation algorithm has been
improved. First, we introduce a deep-feature-based
approach for training the patch selection policy effec-
tively, which incurs negligible additional cost while
considerably improving the final accuracy (Section
4.1.1). Second, we develop a deformable patch mecha-
nism, enabling AdaFocus to flexibly capture the task-
relevant spatial regions within each video frame with
diverse shapes, sizes, and scales (Section 4.1.2).

• We propose a dynamic frame sampling algorithm
tailored for AdaFocus (Section 4.2), and extend our
method by simultaneously modeling the spatial,
temporal, and sample-wise dynamic computation.
The resulting Uni-AdaFocus framework (Figure 7)
achieves a remarkable performance across various
settings in terms of computational efficiency.

• The experimental results on six benchmark datasets
(i.e., ActivityNet, FCVID, Mini-Kinetics, Something-
Something V1&V2, and Jester) have been updated. We
report new state-of-the-art results with Uni-AdaFocus
(Tables 2 and 4, Figure 9), and comprehensively
compare Uni-AdaFocus with the works in [28], [29],
[30] (Figures 10 and 11, Table 3). Moreover, we
conduct more experiments to evaluate our method on
top of the efficient X3D [27] backbone networks on
the large-scale Kinetics-400 benchmark (Table 5).

• We further apply our approach to three real-world
application scenarios (i.e., fine-grained diving action
classification, Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases
diagnosis using brain magnetic resonance images
(MRI), and violence recognition for online videos),
and report encouraging results (Section 5.3).

• Additional analytical results are provided, includ-
ing the comprehensive ablation studies of the new
components (Tables 7, 8, and 9, Figure 12), in-depth
discussions of our important findings (Tables 10
and 11), thorough comparisons with existing works
(Tables 15 and 16), and new visualization results
(Figures 13, 14, and 15).

APPENDIX B
THREE STAGE TRAINING OF ADAFOCUSV1

Since the formulation of AdaFocusV1 includes both con-
tinuous (i.e., video recognition) and discrete (i.e., patch
localization) optimization, the standard end-to-end training
paradigm cannot be directly applied. Therefore, we introduce
a three-stage training algorithm to solve continuous and
discrete optimization problems alternatively.

Stage I: Warm-up. We first initialize fG, fL and fC, but
leave the policy network π out at this stage. Then we
randomly sample the image patches ṽt to minimize the
cross-entropy loss LCE(·) over the training set Dtrain:

minimize
fG,fL,fC

E{v1,v2,...}∈Dtrain

[
1

T

∑T

t=1
LCE(pt, y)

]
,

ṽt ∼ RandomCrop(vt).

(24)

Here T and y refer to the length and the label corresponding
to the video {v1,v2, . . .}, respectively. In this stage, the
model learns to extract task-relevant information from an
arbitrary sequence of frame patches, laying the basis for
training the policy network π.

Stage II: Learning to select informative patches. At
this stage, we fix the two encoders (fG and fL) and the
classifier fC obtained from stage I, and evoke a randomly
initialized policy network π to be trained with reinforcement
learning. Specifically, after sampling a location of ṽt from
π(·|eG

1 , . . . , e
G
t ) for the frame vt (see Eq. (4)), π will receive

a reward rt indicating whether this action is beneficial. We
train π to maximize the sum of discounted rewards:

maximize
π

Eṽt∼π(·|eG
1 ,...,e

G
t )

[∑T

t=1
γt−1rt

]
, (25)

where γ ∈ (0, 1) is a discount factor for long-term rewards.
In our implementation, we fix γ = 0.7 and solve Eq. (25)
using the off-the-shelf proximal policy optimization (PPO)
algorithm [76]. Notably, here we directly train π on the basis
of the features extracted by fG, since previous works [69],
[70] have demonstrated that the vision backbones learned for
recognition generally excel at localizing task-relevant regions
with their deep representations.

Ideally, the reward rt is expected to measure the value of
selecting ṽt in terms of video recognition. With this aim, we
define rt as:

rt(ṽt|ṽ1, . . . , ṽt−1)

= pty(ṽt|ṽ1, . . . , ṽt−1)

− Eṽt∼RandomCrop(vt) [pty(ṽt|ṽ1, . . . , ṽt−1)] ,

(26)

where pty refers to the softmax prediction on y (i.e., con-
fidence on the ground truth label). When computing rt,
we assume all previous patches {ṽ1, . . . , ṽt−1} have been
determined, while only ṽt can be changed. The second term
in Eq. (26) refers to the expected confidence achieved by
the randomly sampled ṽt. By introducing it we ensures
Eṽt

[rt] = 0, which is empirically found to yield a more stable
training procedure. In our experiments, we estimate this term
with a single time of Monte Carlo sampling. Intuitively, Eq.
(26) encourages the model to select the patches that are
capable of producing confident predictions on the correct
labels with as fewer frames as possible.

Stage III: Fine-tuning. Finally, we fine-tune fL and fC
(or only fC) with the learned policy network π from stage II,
namely minimizing Eq. (24) with ṽt ∼ π(·|eG

1 , . . . , e
G
t ). This

stage further improves the performance of our method.

APPENDIX C
IMPLEMENTATION OF DYNAMIC FRAME SAMPLING

Our implementation of dynamic frame sampling minimizes
Eq. (21) without notable additional cost. This is achieved by
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utilizing the features of the TG uniformly sampled frames pro-
cessed by the global encoder fG. We approximate the T0⇒TL
sampling process with TG ⇒ ⌊ TL

T0
TG⌋ weighted sampling,

where the weights are able to be acquired by down-sampling
{w1, . . . , wT0

}. Subsequently, Lframe(vni
) can be effortlessly

obtained with the off-the-shelf outputs of the auxiliary linear
classifier, i.e., LCE(SoftMax(FCG(e

G
ni
)), y) (see: Eq. (11)). Note

that when fG is implemented as video backbones with tem-
poral fusion operations (e.g., 3D convolution or temporal self-
attention), Lframe(vni

) actually represents the loss of a short
video clip centred at vni

. Moreover, at test time, to establish
a deterministic inference procedure, we simply compute the
cumulative distribution function of a single-time weighted
sampling distribution parameterized by {w1, . . . , wT0

}, and
take TL uniform quantile points on the vertical axis to find
the corresponding positions on the horizontal axis.

APPENDIX D
RESULTS IN REAL-WORLD APPLICATION SCENAR-
IOS

Setups. This subsection evaluates Uni-AdaFocus in three
representative realistic application scenarios. The details of
our experimental setups can be found in Appendix H.2.

Fine-grained diving action classification on Diving48
[91]. The results are reported in Table 12. Our method is
compared with both the basic baselines (i.e., TSM/TSM+)
and representative recently proposed methods that achieve
current state-of-the-art performance. Uni-AdaFocus attains
the best test accuracy with a minimal computational cost. In
particular, it improves the accuracy by 7.7% (88.1% v.s. 80.4%)
with 1.87x less computation on top of TSM+, which has a
static computational graph. This may be explained by that
Uni-AdaFocus is more effective for less biased scenarios like
Diving48, where the task-relevant information is intensive,
and it is lossless or even beneficial to filter out the less
informative image regions and redundant video frames.

Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases diagnosis with
brain magnetic resonance images (MRI). Alzheimer’s
and Parkinson’s diseases are two of the most common
neurodegenerative disorders among the elderly [111], [112],
[113], characterized by the irreversible loss of neurons as
well as the impairment of cognitive and motor functions.
The accurate diagnosis of them and early intervention at
the prodromal stage is of great importance, with which
the onset of the diseases can be significantly delayed. To
address this issue, analyzing the MRI of potential patients is
a widely used technique, where MRI depict the 3D structure
of human brains in a non-invasive fashion. Our proposed
method can be deployed as an effective approach for the
data-driven automatic analysis of 3D MRI data, under the
goal of improving the diagnosis precision and reducing the
reliance on experienced clinicians, which are typically scarce.
As shown in Table 13, Uni-AdaFocus is able to outperform
the state-of-the-art medical imaging analysis frameworks
on ADNI [92], OASIS [93], and PPMI [94] in terms of the
accuracy of detecting Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases.
Notably, many of the baselines leverage generative models,
Transformer networks, or 3D convolution, which are more
complicated and computationally intensive than our method.

TABLE 12
Fine-grained diving action classification on Diving48 [91].

MN2/R50/R101 denotes MobileNet-V2/ResNet-50/ResNet-101. The blue
texts highlight the comparisons with the underlined baselines.

Method Backbones #Frames Top-1 Acc. GFLOPs

SlowFast-R101 [7] R101 - 77.6% 213 × 3
TimeSformer [47] TimeSformer - 75.0% 196 × 3

TimeSformer-HR [47] TimeSformer - 78.0% 1703 × 3
TimeSformer-L [47] TimeSformer - 81.0% 2380 × 3
RSANet-R50 [114] R50 16 84.2% 72 × 2

TSM [26] R50 8 77.4% 32.7
TSM+ [26] MN2+R50 8+8 80.4% 35.1

Uni-AdaFocus-TSM (1282)
w/o sample-wise dynamic MN2+R50 8+12 88.1% (↑7.7%) 18.8 (↓1.87x)

TABLE 13
Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases diagnosis utilizing MRI on
ADNI [92], OASIS [93], and PPMI [94]. For backbones, MN2/R/RX/D

denotes MobileNet-V2/ResNet/ResNeXt/DenseNet. The blue texts
highlight the comparisons with the underlined baselines.

Method Backbones Top-1 Acc.
ADNI OASIS PPMI

wH-FCN [115] 2D-CNN 90.3% - -
MRNet [116] R50 90.1% 80.0% -

DenseNet [78] D121 - - 71.0%
DBV [117] WGAN+RX50 - - 76.5%

Med3D [118] 3D-R50 90.8% 82.6% -
3D ResNet-101

+Transformer [119]
3D-R101

+Transformer 91.5% 81.9% -

3D DenseNet-201
+Transformer [119]

3D-D201
+Transformer 90.4% 82.2% -

M3T [119] 3D-CNN+R50
+Transformer 93.2% 85.3% -

AutoLoc [116] MN2+R18 93.4% - -
LEAR [120] R18+3D-CNN 94.9% - -

Uni-AdaFocus (1282)
w/o sample-wise dynamic MN2+R50 97.6%

(↑2.7%)
88.5%
(↑3.2%)

82.0%
(↑5.5%)

TABLE 14
Violence recognition for online videos based on the RLVS dataset

[95]. MN2/R50 denotes MobileNet-V2/ResNet-50. The blue texts
highlight the comparisons with the underlined baselines.

Method Backbones Top-1 Acc. GFLOPs

TimeSformer [47] TimeSformer 79.0% -
2D BiGRU-CNN [121] VGG 90.3% -

CNN+LSTM [95] VGG 88.2% -
CNN+LSTM [122] VGG 91.0% -

Data Efficient
Transformer [123]

VGG
+Transformer 96.3% 625.2

Uni-AdaFocus (1282)
w/o sample-wise dynamic MN2+R50 98.5% (↑2.2%) 27.2 (↓23.0x)

Violence recognition for online videos. Realizing highly
accurate automatic recognition of violent behaviors is a
practically important task, e.g., to detect harmful visual
contents on the Internet in real-time or to build surveillance
systems in the real world to increase safety. The gains of Uni-
AdaFocus are also significant for such realistic applications.
As shown in Table 14, our method achieves a test accuracy of
98.5% on RLVS [95], which outperforms all the competitive
baselines, and attains a new state-of-the-art performance.
Moreover, the computational cost of our method is 23.0x less
than the previous best baseline in [123], which is beneficial
for developing real-time video processing applications.

APPENDIX E
ADDITIONAL DISCUSSIONS

Comparisons with AdaFocusV3 [30]. Our work is related
to [30] in the concept of training π to localize informative
patches using deep-feature-based supervision signals. Nev-
ertheless, our simple but elegant design addresses several



UNI-ADAFOCUS: SPATIAL-TEMPORAL DYNAMIC COMPUTATION FOR VIDEO RECOGNITION 21

TABLE 15
Uni-AdaFocus v.s. AdaFocusV3 [30] in terms of the algorithm for learning spatial dynamic computation strategies. The three major

advantages of Uni-AdaFocus over AdaFocusV3 are systematically removed to evaluate the performance of the ablated versions of our method.
Notably, the training cost can be affected by either varying the number of training epochs or adjusting the input size of fL during training.

Approaches for Learning Spatial
Dynamic Computation Strategies

(P 2=1282)

w/o Additional
Training Cost

Global Information
Guidance

w/o Discrepancy
between the Training/Test

Inputs of fL

ActivityNet mAP after Processing t Frames
(i.e., corresponding to pt)

t=1 t=2 t=4 t=8 t=16

Uni-AdaFocus (spatial adaptive ✗ [E epochs] ✗ [supervision from eL
t] ✗ [(P + 32)2→P 2] 45.2% 57.1% 65.7% 72.7% 77.7%policy: learned with AdaFocusV3 [30])

– ✓ [ P2

(P+32)2
E epochs] ✗ [supervision from eL

t] ✗ [(P + 32)2→P 2] 44.5% 56.7% 64.8% 71.9% 77.3%

– ✓ [ P2

(P+32)2
E epochs] ✓ [supervision from eG

t ] ✗ [(P + 32)2→P 2] 44.9% 57.4% 65.9% 73.3% 78.6%
– ✗ [E epochs] ✓ [supervision from eG

t ] ✗ [(P + 32)2→P 2] 45.1% 57.8% 66.5% 73.5% 79.1%
Uni-AdaFocus ✓ [E epochs] ✓ [supervision from eG

t ] ✓ [P 2→P 2] 45.7% 58.3% 67.4% 74.8% 79.6%

TABLE 16
Uni-AdaFocus v.s. OCSampler [19] in terms of the algorithm for learning temporal dynamic computation strategies. We replace our dynamic

frame sampling algorithm in Uni-AdaFocus with OCSampler [19] (implemented with the official code and configurations provided by [19]), and
compare its performance with our method. All other experimental setups remain unchanged for a fair comparison.

Approaches for Learning Temporal
Dynamic Computation Strategies

(P 2=1282)

End-to-end
Training

Theoretical Complexity for Learning to
Select TL Frames from T0 Frames

Empirical Wall-time
Training Cost

ActivityNet mAP
(10 frames, following [19])

(M : sampling size of the Monte Carlo method) (using 4 NVIDIA 3090 GPUs)

Uni-AdaFocus (temporal adaptive ✗ (Multi-stage + RL) O
(
T0 + TL log T0 + TL! · TL

)
9.6h 74.9%policy: learned with OCSampler [19])

Uni-AdaFocus ✓ O
(
TL(T0 + TL log T0) ·M

)
3.8h (↓2.5x) 77.4%

critical limitations of [30], as discussed in Table 15. The
method in [30] increases the input size of fL during training
to probe the context information of the patch ṽt, and
leverages the resulting enlarged local feature eL

t to estimate
the gradients of π. In contrast, the size of training/test inputs
of fL is consistent in Uni-AdaFocus, which not only enhances
the performance by eliminating the training/test discrepancy
for fL, but also avoids additional training cost (with the
same epochs). Besides, the cleverness of Uni-AdaFocus is
also manifested in employing the off-the-shelf global feature
eG
t from fG to produce gradients. It can be obtained with-

out extra cost, while the global-level semantic information
encompassed by eG

t demonstrates superior efficacy than the
local feature eL

t in guiding the training of π.
Comparisons with OCSampler [19]. Both Uni-AdaFocus

and [19] formulate frame selection as a sequential weighted
sampling problem without replacement, where the distribu-
tion is dynamically parameterized conditioned on each video.
Compared to [19], our contribution lies in developing a novel
solving algorithm for this basic formulation. Our theoretical
analyses (Section 4.2) propose to consider the expected loss
over dynamic frame sampling as the training objective, and
reveal that it can be decomposed into a differentiable form
solved with the Monte Carlo method, leading to an efficient
end-to-end optimization procedure. As shown in Table 16,
our method works reasonably well without the multi-stage
training and reinforcement learning techniques utilized in
[19], while it eliminates the factorial time complexity of the
algorithm. Empirically, it reduces the real training time by
2.5x, yet improves the mAP considerably (77.4% v.s. 74.9%).

APPENDIX F
ADDITIONAL VISUALIZATION RESULTS

In Figure 14, we present an analysis of the representative
failure cases of Uni-AdaFocus. We find that our current
model exhibits reduced efficacy in understanding the non-
typical actions that are rare and may lie within the tail of
the data distribution. For instance, videos such as a horse
drinking coffee or riding horses in the sea pose challenges

Ground Truth: Drinking Coffee
Prediction: Grooming Horse

Ground Truth: Baking Cookies
Prediction: Peeling Potatoes

Ground Truth: Croquet
Prediction: Disc Dog

Ground Truth: Horseback Riding
Prediction: Scuba Diving

Fig. 14. Representative examples of the failure cases of our model
(zoom in for details). Blue boxes indicate the patches selected by Uni-
AdaFocus. “Ground Truth” and “Prediction” denote the ground truth labels
of the videos and the predictions of Uni-AdaFocus, respectively.

Playing Field HockeyDoing Kickboxing

FencingDoing Karate
Fig. 15. Additional visualization results focusing primarily on
videos that incorporate multi-person/object interactions (zoom in
for details). Blue boxes indicate the patches selected by Uni-AdaFocus.

for the model. Moreover, it appears to be more challenging
for the model to accomplish video understanding tasks
incorporating relatively higher demands of reasoning. For
example, in the lower left video of Figure 14, Uni-AdaFocus
succeeds in identifying the interactions between human
hands and raw potatoes, yet fails to infer that these actions
are part of cookie-baking preparation. Similarly, in the
lower right video of Figure 14, Uni-AdaFocus succeeds in
localizing task-relevant regions, yet misinterprets the role of
the dog in the action. Future works may focus on addressing
these limitations of our current model. Notably, we do not
observe particular differences in the patterns of failure cases
across different datasets. Hence, we select the general and
interesting cases of ActivityNet video recognition (which
incorporates a broader range of various interactions) as
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representative examples.
In Figure 15, we present additional visualizations re-

sults that mainly consider the videos incorporating multi-
person/object interactions. It can be observed that our
method can accurately capture the spatial regions corre-
sponding to the interactions critical for the action to be
recognized.

APPENDIX G
DATASETS

Introduction of the datasets. Our experiments are based on
seven widely-used large-scale video understanding bench-
mark datasets. For all of them, we use the official training-
validation split.

• ActivityNet [31] contains 10,024 training videos and
4,926 validation videos sorted into 200 human action
categories. The average duration is 117 seconds.

• FCVID [32] contains 45,611 videos for training and
45,612 videos for validation, which are annotated into
239 classes. The average duration is 167 seconds.

• Mini-Kinetics is a subset of the Kinetics [33] dataset.
We establish it following [13], [18], [41], [55], [56], [57].
The dataset includes 200 classes of videos, 121k for
training and 10k for validation. The average duration
is around 10 seconds [33].

• Something-Something (Sth-Sth) V1&V2 [34] datasets
include 98k and 194k videos respectively. Both of
them are labeled with 174 human action classes. The
average duration is 4.03 seconds.

• Jester [35] dataset consists of 148,092 videos in 27
action categories. The average duration is 3 seconds.

• Kinetics-400 [33] is a large-scale human action video
dataset collected from YouTube, which contains 400
human action classes. It includes 240k videos for
training and 20k videos for validation. The average
duration is around 10 seconds [33].

Data pre-processing. Following [18], [26], [28], the train-
ing data is augmented via random scaling followed by
224x224 random cropping, after which random flipping is
performed on all datasets except for Sth-Sth V1&V2 and
Jester. At test time, since we consider improving the inference
efficiency of video recognition, we resize the short side
of video frames to 256 and perform 224x224 centre-crop,
obtaining a single clip per video for evaluation. On Kinetics-
400, we also report the results of 3-crop prediction [7], [106],
where we take three 224x224 crops to cover the spatial
dimensions, and average the SoftMax scores for prediction.
Notably, these experimental settings are adopted under the
consideration of ensuring efficiency. Since our aim is to
improve the computational efficiency of the models, we
do not consider the settings of more inference views (e.g., 30
views), which dramatically increase the inference cost.

APPENDIX H
ADDITIONAL IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS

H.1 Details of Network Architectures
ActivityNet, FCVID and Mini-Kinetics. Following the
common practice of our baselines, we adopt MobileNet-V2

[96] and ResNet-50 [77] as the global encoder fG and local
encoder fL in Uni-AdaFocus. The temporal accumulated max-
pooling module proposed in [55] is deployed as the classifier
fC. The policy network π adopts an efficient two-branch
architecture, corresponding to producing the temporal and
spatial dynamic computation policies. Given the input coarse
global features with the size C×T ×H×W , the temporal
branch pools them to C×T×1×1 (since here we do not need
to preserve the spatial information), and processes them
with two 3×1×1 convolutional layers followed by a fully-
connected layer. In contrast, the spatial branch compresses
the channel number to 128× T ×H ×W with 1× 1× 1
convolution to reduce the computational cost, and then
processes the features with two 3×3×3 convolutional layers
followed by a fully-connected layer. Compared to directly
processing C×T ×H×W features, this design eliminates
the redundant information in the corresponding branch,
introducing minimal computational overheads, which are
generally negligible. The training hyper-parameters of our
approach can be found in Appendix H.3.

Sth-Sth V1&V2, Jester and Kinetics-400. We implement
Uni-AdaFocus on top of the recently proposed efficient
network architectures, ConvNets with temporal shift module
(TSM) [26] and X3D networks [27], to demonstrate that our
method can further improve the efficiency of such state-of-
the-art lightweight models. For TSM, we still use MobileNet-
V2 and ResNet-50 as fG and fL, but add TSM to them.
Following the original design of TSM [26], a fully-connected
layer is deployed as the classifier fC, and we average the
frame-wise predictions as the output. For a fair comparison,
we augment the vanilla TSM by introducing the same two
backbone networks as ours (named as TSM+), where their
output features are also concatenated to be fed into a linear
classifier. In other words, TSM+ differentiates itself from our
method only in that it feeds the uniformly-sampled whole
video frames into ResNet-50, while we feed the dynamically-
selected informative image patches of task-relative frames.
For X3D, we simply replace MobileNet-V2/ResNet-50 by
X3D-S/X3D-L on top of the settings of TSM. Here we directly
compare the performance of our method with X3D, since
both our two backbones come from the family of X3D
networks.

Following the experimental settings in the original papers
of TSM [26] and X3D [27], the video recognition task on Sth-
Sth V1&V2, Jester and Kinetics-400 is considered here. We
uniformly sample T0=24/36/48/96 frames from each video,
and set TL = 8/12/16/32 correspondingly, with TG = 8/16.
Notably, as the videos in these datasets are very short
(average duration ≈ 3-4s for Sth-Sth V1&V2 and Jester, ≈
10s for Kinetics-400), we find the networks require the visual
angle of adjacent inputs (frames/patches) to be similar for
high generalization performance. We also observe that the lo-
cations and sizes of task-relevant regions do not significantly
change across the frames in the same video (due to the short
duration). Therefore, here we let Uni-AdaFocus generate a
common patch location/size for the whole video. In addition,
as the backbone networks usually necessitate processing all
the inputs simultaneously, here our sample-wise conditional-
exit is performed by adaptively activating/deactivating fL.
Importantly, such simplification does not affect the main idea
of our method since different videos have varying patch
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locations, shapes and sizes, while our method is still able
to unevenly allocate computation across “easy” and “hard”
videos. The architecture of the policy network π and the
training algorithm remain unchanged. Details of training
hyper-parameters are deferred to Appendix H.3.

H.2 Real-world Application Scenarios
In our paper, we evaluate the effectiveness of Uni-AdaFocus
in three representative realistic application scenarios, includ-
ing 1) fine-grained diving action classification [91], and 2)
Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases diagnosis with brain
magnetic resonance images (MRI) [92], [93], [94], and 3)
violence recognition for online videos [95]. For 1), we adopt
the Diving48 dataset [91], which consists of ∼18k trimmed
video clips of 48 unambiguous dive sequences. All the videos
have similar backgrounds, while the networks need to have
a strong ability to model temporal dynamics and distinguish
between diving actions with subtle visual differences. Here
we implement Uni-AdaFocus-TSM following Section 5.2.
For 2), we adopt the ADNI [92] and OASIS [93] datasets
for Alzheimer’s disease, and the PPMI [94] dataset for
Parkinson’s disease. Since the amount of data in each dataset
is relatively small, here we report the accuracy of 5-fold
cross validation. The pre-processing of the MRI data follows
from [116] and [117]. For 3), we adopt the RLVS dataset [95],
which contains 1000 violence and 1000 non-violence videos
collected from YouTube. For both 2) and 3), we simply utilize
the implementation of Uni-AdaFocus in Section 5.1, which
is sufficient to achieve superior performance. Besides, for
these applications, our major focus is to achieve relatively
high accuracy, and hence we do not perform sample-wise
dynamic computation.

H.3 Training Hyper-parameters
In this subsection, we present the configurations and hyper-
parameters for training Uni-AdaFocus. The values of hyper-
parameters are determined with the following procedure: we
hold out 25% of the training samples as a mini-validation set
to search for the hyper-parameters, and then we put these
samples back to train our model on the whole training set
with our selected optimal hyper-parameters, with the final
performance reported on the official validation or test set.

ActivityNet, FCVID and Mini-Kinetics. As stated in
the paper, all the components (i.e., fG, fL, fC and π) of Uni-
AdaFocus are trained simultaneously in a standard end-
to-end fashion. An SGD optimizer with cosine learning
rate annealing and a momentum of 0.9 is adopted. On
ActivityNet, the size of the mini-batch is set to 32, and the
L2 regularization co-efficient is set to 2e-4. The number of
training epochs is set to 50. The two encoders fG and fL are
initialized using the official ImageNet pre-trained models
provided by PyTorch [124], while fC and π are trained from
random initialization. The initial learning rates of fG, fL, fC
and π are set to 0.001, 0.002, 0.04 and 0.0004, respectively.
The value of α is selected within {0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1} on a
per-dataset basis. On FCVID and Mini-Kinetics, due to the
relatively larger size of training data, we reduce the L2 regu-
larization co-efficient to 1e-4, and increase the batch size to 64
(the initial learning rates are linearly scaled correspondingly).
The experiments on ActivityNet, FCVID and Mini-Kinetics

with all patch sizes use the same aforementioned training
configurations.

Sth-Sth V1&V2 and Jester. When TSM [26] is imple-
mented as the backbones in Uni-AdaFocus, the initial learn-
ing rates of fG, fL, fC and π are set to 0.01, 0.02, 0.02 and 0.004,
respectively. The L2 regularization co-efficient is set to 1e-3 on
Sth-Sth V1 and Jester, and 5e-4 on Sth-Sth V2. These changes
mainly follow the official implementation of TSM [26]. All
other training settings are the same as the experiments on
FCVID and Mini-Kinetics. All the experiments on Sth-Sth
V1&V2 and Jester adopt the same aforementioned training
configurations.

Kinetics-400. When X3D [27] is implemented as our
backbones, we initialize fG and fL with the official pre-
trained models provided by [27]. The initial learning rates
of fG, fL, fC and π are set to 0.0025, 0.005, 0.005 and 0.002,
respectively. The L2 regularization co-efficient is set to 5e-5.
All other training settings are the same as the experiments on
FCVID and Mini-Kinetics. All the experiments on Kinetics-
400 adopt the same aforementioned training configurations.
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