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015 . In this supplementary material, we present more rf?sults of super-resolution in the case of different upsampling factors in 069
016 Figure 1-10. Based on the results, we have the following findings. 070
017  For 4K image SR with the scale factor of 2, the method of bicubic interpolation can achieve similar performance as 071
018 the state-of-the-art SR methods in terms of visual quality. The reason might be that the downsampled 2K HD images 072
019 from 4K HR images still provide rich information as shown in Figure 5. For 8K image SR, the results of bicubic 073
020 interpolation are similar to those of the current SR methods with 2x and 3x factors. 074
021 075
022 * The performance of bicubic interpolation is worse than the current state-of-the-art SR methods in the settings of the 3 x 076
023 for 4K image SR. However, it is also difficult to find the difference between different SR methods based on the results 077
024 of Figure 3 and 4. The reason is that the given LR images with 3x and 4 scale factors are still of high resolution, it 078
025 is relatively easy for the state-of-the-art SR methods to super-resolve LR images to 4K images. For 8K image SR, the 079
026 performance of bicubic interpolation is worse than the state-of-the-art SR methods in terms of the 4 x setting. 080
gz; * For 4K image SR, it is easy to observe the performance variation between the state-of-the-art SR methods with 8 x and 82;
029 16>§ settings. While for 8K image SR, the performance variation among different methods is significant with the 16 x 083
setting.
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133 1. Visual Results on the CityWalk4K Dataset with 16x Setting 12§
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213 2. Visual Results on the CityWalk4K Dataset with 8 x Setting 2;‘1)
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262 Figure 2. From top to bottom, left to right: HR, results of bicubic, SRCNN [2], RCAN [4], RDN [5], HAN [3], DRLN [1] and ours. 316
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zzg 3. Visual Results on the CityWalk4K Dataset with 4x Setting 2;3
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370 Figure 3. From top to bottom, left to right: HR, results of bicubic, SRCNN [2], RCAN [4], RDN [5], HAN [3], DRLN [1] and ours. 424
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:gi 4. Visual Results on the CityWalk4K Dataset with 3 x Setting ::g
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478 Figure 4. From top to bottom, left to right: HR, results of bicubic, SRCNN [2], RCAN [4], RDN [5], HAN [3], DRLN [1] and ours. 532
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22? 5. Visual Results on the CityWalk4K Dataset with 2x Setting 22:
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222 6. Visual Results on the CityWalk8K Dataset with 16 x Setting ;gi
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;23 7. Visual Results on the CityWalk8K Dataset with 8 x Setting 21?
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22: 8. Visual Results on the CityWalk8K Dataset with 4 x Setting 313
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3;:2; 9. Visual Results on the CityWalk8K Dataset with 3x Setting 1223
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:gg? 10. Visual Results on the CityWalk8K Dataset with 2x Setting 1:2:
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