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ABSTRACT
Online continual learning (OCL) involves deep neural networks re-
taining knowledge from old data while adapting to new data, which
is accessible only once. A critical challenge in OCL is catastrophic
forgetting, reflected in reduced model performance on old data.
Existing replay-based methods mitigate forgetting by replaying
buffered samples from old data and learning current samples of
new data. In this work, we dissect existing methods and empirically
discover that learning and replaying in the same feature space is
not conducive to addressing the forgetting issue. Since the learned
features associated with old data are readily changed by the features
related to new data due to data imbalance, leading to the forgetting
problem. Based on this observation, we intuitively explore learn-
ing and replaying in different feature spaces. Learning in a feature
subspace is sufficient to capture novel knowledge from new data
while replaying in a larger feature space provides more feature
space to maintain historical knowledge from old data. To this end,
we propose a novel OCL approach called experience replay with
feature subspace learning (ER-FSL). Firstly, ER-FSL divides the en-
tire feature space into multiple subspaces, with each subspace used
to learn current samples. Moreover, it introduces a subspace reuse
mechanism to address situations where no blank subspaces exist.
Secondly, ER-FSL replays previous samples using an accumulated
space comprising all learned subspaces. Extensive experiments on
three datasets demonstrate the superiority of ER-FSL over various
state-of-the-art methods.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Online continual learning (OCL) is a significant problem in deep
neural networks. Benefiting from offline learning on vast amounts
of data, deep neural networks have demonstrated exceptional per-
formance across various application fields, especially in the multi-
media domain [18, 42, 53]. However, they cannot continually learn
as humans do. As new data accumulates, if the model continues
to use conventional training strategies, it is highly susceptible to
the catastrophic forgetting (CF). This phenomenon refers to the
model’s performance on previously learned data significantly dete-
riorates after learning new data. Thus, OCL emerges as a solution
to enable models to continually acquire novel knowledge from new
data while retaining historical knowledge from old data. Moreover,
the data can be accessed only once in an online fashion, which adds
complexity to the OCL problem.

Among all methods for continual learning, replay-based methods
are highly suitable for OCL to address CF problems. In this family
of methods, a memory buffer is utilized to save and replay partial
old data. We provide an example of OCL in a class-incremental
scenario, where themodel first learns classes of “dog” and “airplane”,
and then learns classes of “cat” and “ship”. As demonstrated at
the top of Figure 1 (a), replay-based methods allow the model to
continuously learn current samples of new data and replay buffered
samples of old data. Building on this foundation, some methods
have been proposed to select more important current samples for
storage [4, 24] while replaying more critical buffered samples [3].
At the same time, other methods [28] are proposed to improve the
training process for more effective learning.

In this work, we dissect existing methods and empirically dis-
cover that learning and replaying in the same feature space is not
conducive to addressing the forgetting issue. On one hand, training
the model on new data disrupts the embedding of old data in the fea-
ture space through gradient descent. Without replaying, the current
samples occupy the main position of gradient propagation during
the training process of OCL. As a result, the model learns more for
correctly identifying features of new data but results in changing
features of old data. It makes the old data indistinguishable in the
feature space and further causes the forgetting of the model. On
the other hand, although existing replay-based methods can preserve
some features related to old data, the problem of changing the features
of old data in the model is inevitable. Due to the larger number of
current samples compared to buffered samples, the gradient descent
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Figure 1: The comparison of existing studies and our work. (a) An example of existing studies. Top: the model trains all samples
in the same feature space; Bottom: the change of samples in the feature space using existing methods. (b) An example of our
method. Top: different from existing studies, the model learns current samples in a feature subspace while replaying buffered
samples in a larger one (e.g., feature whole-space). Bottom: the change of samples in the feature space using our approach.

is still dominated by current samples. When learning and replaying
occur in the same feature space, the model tends to focus more on
the features of new data. For clarity, we decompose the original
synchronous learning and review process. As depicted at the bot-
tom of Figure 1 (a), the samples of “dog” and “airplane” become
indistinguishable in the feature space after the model has learned
the samples of “cat” and “ship”. Even after replaying, partial samples
of “dog” and “airplane” are still indistinguishable.

With this inspiration, we intuitively explore a novel strategy to
learn current samples and replay buffered samples using different
feature spaces. As described at the top of Figure 1 (b), the model
learns current samples (blue) in a feature subspace [23, 50, 62]
and replay buffered samples (green) in the feature whole-space.
The simple yet effective strategy would ensure the model’s gen-
eralization ability while improving its anti-forgetting ability. For
one thing, learning current samples in a feature subspace is suffi-
cient for the model to capture novel knowledge. For another thing,
further replaying buffered samples in a larger feature space pro-
vides more features of old data for the model to retain historical
knowledge. Its main idea is illustrated at the bottom of Figure 1
(b). By learning in the feature subspace, the model can effectively
distinguish the new data but may struggle to recognize old data.
However, by replaying in the larger space, the model can retain
more features of old data, thereby improving its recognition ability
for old data. Consequently, the old samples that are challenging
to separate in the low-dimensional space (i.e., feature subspace)
can now be effectively handled in a high-dimensional space (i.e.,
feature whole-space), significantly alleviating the forgetting issue.

To this end, we develop a straightforward yet highly effective
replay-based approach called experience replay with feature sub-
space learning (ER-FSL) for OCL. The fundamental motivation of
ER-FSL is to employ different feature spaces for learning and replay-
ing. Specifically, it divides the overall feature space into multiple

subspaces, with each subspace used to learn a new task. Simulta-
neously, all learned subspaces collectively form an accumulated
feature space for replaying buffered samples. This process can be
mainly divided into three primary components. 1) In the learn-
ing component, the model utilizes the feature subspace to learn
current samples and ensure its generalization ability. If there is no
blank subspace, the model can take a subspace reuse mechanism
to select subspaces for future task learning. 2) In the replaying
component, buffered samples are replayed within the accumulated
feature space, aiding the model in remembering more features asso-
ciated with old data. 3) Based on this training way, the model can
accurately identify more unknown samples within the accumulated
feature space by the testing component.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

1) We theoretically analyze the role of feature spaces in existing
methods and explore a novel strategy for utilizing separate
feature spaces during learning and replaying processes. To
the best of our knowledge, this work represents the first in-
vestigation into utilizing different embedding feature spaces
for the replay-based OCL approaches.

2) We propose a novel OCL framework called ER-FSL to miti-
gate the forgetting problem by addressing the changing of
old features. The primary operation involves selecting a fea-
ture subspace for learning current samples and replaying
buffered samples within the accumulated feature space.

3) We conduct extensive experiments on three datasets for
image classification, and the empirical results consistently
demonstrate the superiority of ER-FSL over various state-
of-the-art methods. We also investigate the benefits of each
component by ablation studies. The source code is available
at https://github.com/FelixHuiweiLin/ER-FSL.

https://github.com/FelixHuiweiLin/ER-FSL
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2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Continual Learning
Since continual learning generally exists in various scenarios [21,
55–57] of deep neural networks, its related research is quite ex-
tensive. In addition to the work related to the innovation and ap-
plication of continual learning methods, the analysis [35, 37] and
overview [32, 34] work also have attracted much attention.

Continual learning [10, 34], also known as lifelong learning [29]
or incremental learning [49], is a machine learning paradigm that
trains models on a continuous stream of new data. It ensures the
model’s generalization ability [5, 13] and anti-forgetting ability [11,
12] at the same time. Existing methods can be generally divided into
three categories. 1) Architecture-based methods [22, 40, 54] over-
come CF problem by dynamical networks or static networks. dy-
namic networks imply that the model’s network structure gradually
expands with the increasing number of samples during the contin-
ual learning process, while static networks maintain their structure
unchanged and allocate parameters selectively. 2) Regularization-
based methods [2, 36, 48] constrain the optimization process of
the model using an additional regularization term. The design of
this regularization term can be based on variations in parameters
during the training process or on knowledge distillation. 3) Replay-
based methods save true old data [30, 31, 44, 60] or generate pseudo
old data [9, 39] to replay with new data. And some feature replay
methods [45] are proposed. The proposed ER-FSL in this work is a
novel replay-based method.

2.2 Online Continual Learning
OCL is a specialized area within continual learning that emphasizes
effective learning from a single pass through an online data stream,
where tasks or information are introduced incrementally over time.
It plays a critical role in scenarios requiring continual knowledge
evolution and adaptation to new information [32].

Existing OCL methods are mainly based on replaying ways ex-
cept AOP [15]. A variety of ER-based methods have been proposed
for OCL due to the effectiveness of a replay-based method called Ex-
perience replay (ER) [41]. Some approaches are proposed to select
more valuable samples for storing [4, 19, 24] and replaying [3, 38, 43,
51]. Other approaches [7, 8, 14, 16, 17, 26–28, 33, 47, 52, 58] belong
to the model update strategy and focus on improving the training
process of samples. Both SS-IL [1] and ER-ACE [7] propose different
cross-entropy loss functions for learning new data and reviewing
old data to alleviate catastrophic forgetting. Subsequently, PCR [28]
analyzes and integrates these two types of methods from the per-
spective of gradient propagation, while LODE [26] approaches the
integration from the angle of decomposing the loss function. Both
of them significantly enhance the performance of the original meth-
ods. Furthermore, the performance of the latest methods [16, 52]
depends on multiple data augmentation operations, since data aug-
mentation helps improve the performance of the model [61].

The proposed ER-FSL introduces a novel model update strategy
for OCL. Different from existing strategies that learn and replay
within the same feature space, the proposed ER-FSL embeds fea-
tures in different spaces for current samples and buffered samples.
This differentiation allows for a more effective enhancement of the
model’s anti-forgetting capabilities compared to existing methods.

3 PROBLEM DEFINITION AND ANALYSIS
3.1 Problem Definition
Taking a class-incremental scenario as an example, OCL generally
considers a single-pass data stream and divides it into a sequence
of 𝑇 learning tasks as D = {D1, ...,D𝑇 }, where each task D𝑡 =

{𝒙, 𝑦}𝑁𝑡

1 contains 𝑁𝑡 labeled samples. 𝑦 ∈ C𝑡 is the class label of
sample 𝒙 , where C𝑡 is the set of task-specific classes. Different tasks
contain unique classes, and all of the learned classes are denoted
as C1:𝑡 =

⋃𝑡
𝑘=1 C𝑘 . The model is a neural network, consisting of

a feature extractor 𝒛 = ℎ(𝒙;𝜽 ) and a classifier 𝑓 (𝒛;𝑾 ) = 𝑾 · 𝒛
for the sample 𝒙 . 𝒛 = [𝑧1, 𝑧2, ..., 𝑧𝑑 ] is a 𝑑-dimensional feature
vectors, 𝜽 and𝑾 = [𝒘1,𝒘2, ...,𝒘𝑐 ] are learnable parameters, and
𝒘𝑐 = [𝑤𝑐

1,𝑤
𝑐
2, ...,𝑤

𝑐
𝑑
] is a 𝑑-dimensional prototype vector for class

𝑐 . OCL aims to train a unified model on data seen only once while
performing well on both new and old classes.

At the beginning, the model can only access each mini-batch
current samples B ⊂ D𝑡 once in the training process of each task.
Such a training strategy is known as finetune, where the model
learns without any anti-forgetting operations. Based on 𝒛 = ℎ(𝒙 ;𝜽 ),
its objective loss function can be denoted as

𝐿 = 𝐸 (𝒙,𝑦)∼B [−𝑙𝑜𝑔(
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑦 · 𝒛)∑

𝑐∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑐 · 𝒛)
)] . (1)

Subsequently, a memory bufferM is utilized to store a small
subset of observed data for replay-based methods, such as ER [41].
To alleviate the forgetting problem, amini-batch of buffered samples
BM ⊂ M is drawn from the memory buffer and then trained
alongside current samples. Therefore, the loss function defined as
Equation (1) can be improved to

𝐿 = 𝐸 (𝒙,𝑦)∼B∪BM [−𝑙𝑜𝑔(
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑦 · 𝒛)∑

𝑐∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑐 · 𝒛)
)] . (2)

Finally, for each unknown sample 𝒙 , the model categorizes it as
the class with the highest prediction probability

𝑦∗ = argmax
𝑐

𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑐 · 𝒛)∑
𝑗∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘 𝑗 · 𝒛)

, 𝑐 ∈ 𝐶1:𝑡 . (3)

3.2 Problem Exploration
To further address the forgetting problem of the model, we ana-
lyze existing methods, explore their shortcomings, and find cor-
responding solutions. Specifically, we divide the CIFAR10 dataset
that contains 10 classes into two tasks, each containing 5 classes,
and conduct OCL analysis experiments. The model used in the
experiments is Resnet18 [20], where the dimension of 𝒛 is 512. All
analysis results are demonstrated in Figure 2.

The imbalanced data, through gradient descent, results in the
model focusing more on features of distinguishing new classes and
ignoring features of recognizing old classes. In the class-incremental
scenario, the CF phenomenon of the model is manifested as the
biased prediction𝑾 · 𝒙 , where the learned model tends to classify
most samples into new classes. Specifically, when training a sample
𝒙 of class 𝑦, the gradient of feature extractor can be expressed as

𝜕𝐿

𝜕𝒛
= (𝑝𝑦 − 1)𝒘𝑦 + 𝑝𝑐𝒘𝑐 , (4)



MM ’24, 28 October - 1 November 2024, Melbourne, Australia Huiwei Lin.

0 100 200 300 400 500
Indexes of Features

0.100
0.075
0.050
0.025
0.000
0.025
0.050
0.075
0.100

Va
lu

e 
of

 D
ec

om
po

se
d 

In
ne

r-p
ro

du
ct

With Prototypes of New Classes (-0.0066)
With Prototypes of Old Classes (0.0063)

(a) The decomposed inner-product for buffered samples after
learning the first task in a general way.
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(b) The decomposed inner-product for buffered samples after
learning the second task using finetune (38.9%).
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(c) The decomposed inner-product for buffered samples after
learning the second task using ER (54.2%).
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(d) The decomposed inner-product for buffered samples after
learning the second task using our way (62.4%).
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Figure 2: The analysis results on CIFAR10 with 2 learning tasks when the memory buffer size is 1000.

where 𝑐 ≠ 𝑦. It makes the feature 𝒛 of the sample to be closer to the
prototype𝒘𝑦 of class 𝑦 while keeping away from the prototypes𝒘𝑐
of other classes. As a result, the inner-product𝒘𝑦 · 𝒛 will be larger
than others 𝒘𝑐 · 𝒛 in the prediction. By decomposing 𝒘𝑐 · 𝒛 into
[𝑤𝑐

1𝑧1,𝑤
𝑐
2𝑧2, ...,𝑤

𝑐
𝑑
𝑧𝑑 ], we find that the value of each dimension

represents a certain feature and its importance to the sample. The
greater the importance of a feature, the higher its corresponding
value, and consequently, the greater its contribution to the pre-
diction. When training the model with Equation (1), all gradients
are generated by the new classes. The model can only focus on
features that distinguish new classes and ignore features related to
old classes. Although this situation can be alleviated using Equa-
tion (2), the changing of features related to old classes is inevitable.
Since the number of current samples is still higher than the number
of buffered samples, the gradient is primarily influenced by new
classes within the same feature space.

To validate this view, we calculate the decomposed inner-product
between the features of buffered samples with the prototypes of old
classes (red) and new classes (blue). Figure 2 (a) shows the results
after the model learning the first task. It can be seen that the values
of the decomposed inner-product for old classes (red) are larger,
and the model can recognize most of the buffered samples. Besides,
Figure 2 (b) and (c) show the results of completing the learning
of the second task in a finetune way (Equation (1)) and in an ER
way (Equation (2)), respectively. If the model learns the second
task using finetune, the gradient is produced by current samples
from new classes. The original features (red) the model learned
are changed, and the model pays more attention to the features
related to new classes (blue). Hence, most of the buffered samples
belonging to old classes are classified into new classes due to the
biased prediction. Although existing replay-based methods such
as ER can improve the values for old classes (as seen in Figure 2
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(c)), the average value for new classes (0.0013) is still higher than
the one for old classes (-0.0016). Therefore, simply learning and
replaying in the same feature space is not beneficial for the model
to address the forgetting problem. This motivates us to investigate
a new question: Why not learn current samples and replay buffered
samples in different feature spaces?

3.3 Feasibility Analysis
Analysis for Learning. Learning current samples across the fea-
ture whole-space is not necessary. As illustrated in Figure 2 (a) and
(b), only a subset of the features are useful for new classes within
the feature whole-space. This is due to𝒘𝑐 · 𝒛 =

∑𝑑
𝑖=1𝑤

𝑐
𝑖
𝑧𝑖 , where

the significance of these features will be smoothed, potentially im-
pacting model performance, especially in larger feature spaces. To
address this issue, we introduce a scaling factor to regulate the di-
mensions of feature and prototype vectors in a fine-tuned manner.
The model’s performance on new classes for each task is reported
in Figure 2 (e). The findings show that reducing the dimensions of
the feature space through factors of different scales, the model’s
performance on new classes will be significantly improved. Mean-
while, the smaller the scale of the feature space, the smaller the
fluctuation of the model.

Analysis for Replaying. Replaying buffered samples with a
larger feature space than the one for learning can improve the
ability of anti-forgetting for the model. As seen in Figure 2 (b) and
(c), due to imbalanced data, features related to old classes generally
exhibit a phenomenon of weaker importance. With larger feature
space, the model can memorize more features associated with old
classes in the additional space, further improving the performance
of old classes. We use different feature subspaces for the model to
learn current samples while replaying in the feature whole-space,
and the results are stated in Figure 2 (f). The results demonstrate
that with a higher dimensional feature space, the accuracy of the
model on old classes has been effectively improved. As the scale
changes, there is little room for improvement in this performance.
This is because, for old data, too many features are not necessary
either. Furthermore, we also calculate its decomposed inner-product
for buffered samples when the scale is 0.3 and report the results
in Figure 2 (d). As seen in the left part, these features (indexes 1-
150) are used for distinguishing new classes, since the values for
new classes are larger. In the right part, these additional features
(indexes 151-512), which are used to replay buffered samples, tend
to correctly categorize most buffered samples as old classes.

Summary of Analyses. After conducting these analyses, we
have synthesized our key findings as follows: (1) Learning current
samples and replaying buffered samples within the same feature
space is adverse to overcoming the forgetting problem. (2) Learning
current samples within a feature subspace is sufficient to ensure the
generalization ability of the model. (3) Replaying buffered samples
within a larger feature space can leverage more features associated
with old classes, thereby improving the anti-forgetting ability of the
model. Therefore, adopting a strategy of learning within a feature
subspace while replaying within a larger feature space presents a
viable approach to enhancing the model’s performance.

4 METHODOLOGY
Motivated by these discoveries, we develop a novel OCL framework
called experience replay with feature subspace learning (ER-FSL).
As stated in Figure 3, our framework consists of a CNN-based
feature extractor and a classifier. The entire workflow can be divided
into the following three modules.

4.1 Memory Buffer Module
The setting of a memory buffer (M) is critical for the model’s
performance in OCL. First, the size of the memory buffer is fixed
throughout the entire training process of OCL. Second, reservoir
sampling is used to screen current samples and determine whether
they are stored in the memory buffer. A random sampling algorithm
can extract a portion of samples from a large set and ensure that
the probability of selecting each sample is equal. Third, random
sampling retrieves buffered samples from the buffer for replaying.

4.2 Continual Training Module
The training phase of ER-FSL plays a crucial role in maintaining the
model’s generalization ability and anti-forgetting capability. The
model can not only quickly learn novel knowledge from current
samples, but also ensure the retention of historical knowledge using
buffered samples as much as possible. Its objective function is

𝐿𝐸𝑅−𝐹𝑆𝐿 = (1 − 𝛾)𝐿𝑐 + 𝛾𝐿𝑏 , (5)

where 𝛾 is a scale factor to balance a learning component 𝐿𝑐 and
a replaying component 𝐿𝑏 . It encompasses a balanced optimiza-
tion approach that incorporates learning novel knowledge while
preserving historical knowledge.

The learning component 𝐿𝑐 is a general cross-entropy loss
function only associated with current samples. It learns current
samples of new classes using a feature subspace, where the novel
knowledge of distinguishing new classes is saved in the subspace.
Its loss function can be denoted as

𝐿𝑐 = 𝐸 (𝒙,𝑦)∼B [−𝑙𝑜𝑔(
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑠

𝑦 · 𝒛𝑠 )∑
𝑐∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑠

𝑐 · 𝒛𝑠 )
)] . (6)

Here, 𝒛𝑠 = 𝒛 · 𝑺 is the embedding of sample 𝑥 and𝒘𝑠
𝑐 = 𝒘𝑐 · 𝑺 is the

prototype of class 𝑐 in the feature subspace (the blue elements in
Figure 3). 𝑺 is the diagonal matrix as

𝑺 =


𝑠11 · · · 0
.
.
.

. . .
.
.
.

0 · · · 𝑠𝑑𝑑

 , 𝑠𝑖𝑖 =
{1, 𝑖 ∈ [(𝑡 − 1)𝑘, 𝑡𝑘)
0, 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑠

. (7)

It means that ER-FSL divides a 𝑑-dim feature space into 𝑇 𝑘-dim
subspaces, where each subspace is used to learn task 𝑡 .

However, the overall size of the model’s feature space is typically
fixed, even as the number of new tasks increases. After a certain
number of new tasks, themodel cannot allocate a blank subspace for
learning additional tasks. Hence, it is necessary to select a portion
of space from the previously learned space for new tasks.

Based on the classifier𝑾 · 𝒛, the contribution of the parameters
𝑾 for the 𝑑-th dimension is [𝑤1

𝑑
𝑧𝑑 ,𝑤

2
𝑑
𝑧𝑑 , ...,𝑤

𝑐
𝑑
𝑧𝑑 ]. It equals to

[𝑤1
𝑑
,𝑤2

𝑑
, ...,𝑤𝑐

𝑑
] · 𝑧𝑑 , where [𝑤1

𝑑
,𝑤2

𝑑
, ...,𝑤𝑐

𝑑
] is the 𝑑-th dimension
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Figure 3: The overview of our ER-FSL framework.
of𝑾 . If the variance of [𝑤1

𝑑
,𝑤2

𝑑
, ...,𝑤𝑐

𝑑
] is larger, the features on this

dimension can provide richer information to distinguish between
sample classes. It means that the subspaces on dimensions with
small variances contribute less and can be selected for learning new
tasks. Hence, we denote the subspace reuse mechanism to select
the subspace when there is no blank subspace as

𝑺 =


𝑠11 · · · 0
.
.
.

. . .
.
.
.

0 · · · 𝑠𝑑𝑑

 , 𝑠𝑖𝑖 =
{1, 𝑖 ∈ K
0, 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑠

. (8)

whereK is a subset of feature space indexes. For all elementsK[ 𝑗]
( 𝑗 ∈ [1, 𝑘]) in the K , the K[ 𝑗]-th dimension of 𝑾 has the top 𝑘

smallest variance.
The replaying component 𝐿𝑏 is also a general cross-entropy

loss function only related to buffered samples. It replays buffered
samples using an accumulated feature space, which consists of all
learned feature space. The model uses the additional space to store
features related to old data, improving the model’s memory level
of old knowledge. The loss function is denoted as

𝐿𝑏 = 𝐸 (𝒙,𝑦)∼BM [−𝑙𝑜𝑔(
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑎

𝑦 · 𝒛𝑎)∑
𝑐∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑎

𝑐 · 𝒛𝑎)
)], (9)

where 𝒛𝑎 = 𝒛 · 𝑨 is the embedding of sample 𝑥 and𝒘𝑎
𝑐 = 𝒘𝑐 · 𝑨 is

the prototype of class 𝑐 in the accumulated feature space (the green
and blue elements in Figure 3). 𝑨 is the diagonal matrix as

𝑨 =


𝑎11 · · · 0
.
.
.

. . .
.
.
.

0 · · · 𝑎𝑑𝑑

 , 𝑎𝑖𝑖 =
{1, 𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑡𝑘)
0, 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑠

. (10)

Algorithm 1 ER-FSL

Input: Dataset D = {D𝑡 }𝑇𝑡=1, Learning Rate 𝜆, Scale 𝛾
Output: Network Parameters 𝚽 = {𝜽 ,𝑾 }
1: Initialize: Memory BufferM ← {}
2: for D𝑡 ⊂ D do
3: //𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑢𝑎𝑙 𝑇𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔
4: for B ∈ D𝑡 do
5: BM ← 𝑀𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑟𝑦𝑅𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙 (M)
6: 𝐿𝑐 ← 𝐸 (𝒙,𝑦)∼B [−𝑙𝑜𝑔(

𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑠
𝑦 ·𝒛𝑠 )∑

𝑐∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘
𝑠
𝑐 ·𝒛𝑠 ) )]

7: 𝐿𝑏 ← 𝐸 (𝒙,𝑦)∼BM [−𝑙𝑜𝑔(
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑎

𝑦 ·𝒛𝑎 )∑
𝑐∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘

𝑎
𝑐 ·𝒛𝑎 ) )]

8: 𝐿 ← (1 − 𝛾)𝐿𝑐 + 𝛾𝐿𝑏
9: 𝜽 ← 𝜽 + 𝜆∇𝜽𝐿
10: M ← 𝑀𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑟𝑦𝑈𝑝𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑒 (M,B)
11: end for
12: //𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑢𝑎𝑙 𝑇𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔
13: 𝑚 ← 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 𝑢𝑛𝑘𝑛𝑜𝑤𝑛 𝑖𝑛𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒𝑠

14: for 𝑖 ∈ {1, 2, ...,𝑚} do
15: 𝑦 ← argmax𝑐

𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑎
𝑐 ·𝒛𝑎 )∑

𝑗 ∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘
𝑎
𝑗
·𝒛𝑎 ) , 𝑐 ∈ C1:𝑡

16: end for
17: return 𝚽

18: end for

𝒛𝑠 for learning 𝒛𝑎 for replaying

The first task

The second task

The third task

The fourth task (reuse)
Figure 4: The feature space of different tasks.

4.3 Continual Testing Module
The testing component predicts testing samples by the learned
model. Similar to the replaying component, each testing sample
obtains its class probability distribution in the used feature whole-
space. And it can be classified as

𝑦 = argmax
𝑐

𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑎
𝑐 · 𝒛𝑎)∑

𝑗∈𝐶1:𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝒘𝑎
𝑗
· 𝒛𝑎) , 𝑐 ∈ C1:𝑡 (11)

The process of this framework is described in Algorithm 1. To be-
gin with, a fixed-size memory buffer is used to save current samples
(line 10) and replay previous samples (line 5). Then, the continual
training module (lines 5-9) overcomes the forgetting problem by
learning current samples and replaying previous samples in differ-
ent feature spaces. Finally, the continual testing module (lines 14-16)
predicts unknown instances by the accumulated feature space.

For clarity, we illustrate the subspace and accumulated space for
different tasks in Figure 4. For the first task, 𝒛𝑠 and 𝒛𝑎 are shown
as the green elements. Similarly, for the second task, 𝒛𝑠 is shown
as the blue elements, and 𝒛𝑎 is shown as the concatenation of the
green and blue elements. Besides, given the third task, 𝒛𝑠 is shown
as the gray elements, and 𝒛𝑎 is shown as the concatenation of the
green, blue, and gray elements. Finally, given the fourth task, ER-
FSL adopts a subspace reuse mechanism since no new subspace is
available for new data. Hence, 𝒛𝑠 is shown as the orange elements.
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Table 1: Final Accuracy Rate (higher is better). The best scores are in boldface, and the second-best scores are underlined.

Datasets [sample size] Split CIFAR10 (%) [32×32] Split CIFAR100 (%) [32×32] Split MiniImageNet (%) [84×84]
Buffer 100 200 500 1000 500 1000 2000 5000 500 1000 2000 5000
IID 55.4±2.5 17.0±0.9 14.5±0.9
IID++[7] 66.1±2.6 27.0±2.5 21.2±1.8
FINE-TUNE 16.6±1.4 5.4±0.5 4.4±0.4
ER (NeurIPS2019)[41] 35.5±2.0 38.8±3.4 39.9±4.0 43.2±5.6 12.6±1.4 15.7±1.1 17.6±1.2 16.8±1.5 10.6±1.0 12.0±1.2 13.9±1.2 13.9±2.3
GSS (NeurIPS2019)[4] 32.2±3.1 37.1±3.6 38.9±3.3 43.6±2.9 12.9±1.3 16.1±0.7 17.2±0.9 17.9±1.2 10.4±1.1 12.3±1.0 14.0±0.8 14.6±0.9
MIR (NeurIPS2019)[3] 37.2±3.6 41.6±3.9 43.5±3.9 47.7±4.5 14.9±1.1 17.3±1.6 17.8±1.7 18.4±1.3 10.9±0.8 11.5±0.8 14.0±1.7 14.1±0.8
ER-WA (CVPR2020)[59] 36.6±2.4 39.2±4.4 39.4±4.9 42.9±4.4 16.9±1.0 19.8±1.3 19.2±1.7 17.8±1.9 11.2±1.6 13.4±1.3 14.5±0.8 15.0±1.4
DER++ (NeurIPS2020)[6] 39.1±3.1 41.9±3.7 42.1±4.4 45.7±3.0 15.4±0.9 18.0±1.3 18.7±1.9 18.7±1.8 11.0±1.2 11.9±1.5 12.0±1.8 11.1±1.6
GMED (NeurIPS2021)[24] 34.8±4.1 40.3±3.8 42.1±3.5 46.9±3.2 14.7±2.9 17.3±2.4 20.7±2.1 24.1±2.3 12.1±1.2 13.1±1.3 16.4±1.8 17.6±1.7
ASER (AAAI2021)[43] 32.8±2.0 37.5±3.2 41.6±3.7 40.8±3.7 13.0±0.9 15.9±1.5 17.5±1.4 18.0±0.9 9.7±0.7 12.1±1.3 14.6±1.0 14.5±2.0
SS-IL (ICCV2021)[1] 37.1±2.1 42.2±3.3 46.2±2.6 47.6±2.3 21.6±0.6 23.0±1.3 24.7±1.8 24.9±1.2 16.7±1.2 19.3±1.2 20.1±1.6 23.3±1.2
SCR (CVPR-W2021)[33] 35.7±2.6 48.5±1.9 56.1±1.3 57.6±2.2 11.1±0.4 13.9±0.4 14.6±1.1 15.7±1.0 10.3±0.7 12.7±1.2 14.5±0.3 15.9±0.6
ER-DVC (CVPR2022)[14] 32.6±3.3 36.1±4.4 37.5±4.2 40.0±5.6 14.4±1.4 16.4±1.6 18.3±1.3 18.4±1.8 12.1±0.9 13.7±1.4 16.0±1.5 16.8±2.0
ER-ACE (ICLR2022)[7] 37.6±2.7 43.6±2.1 49.7±2.2 50.9±3.0 17.1±1.1 20.8±1.4 21.8±1.7 23.9±1.4 13.7±1.1 15.2±1.3 17.9±1.3 18.3±1.2
OCM (ICML2022)[16] 48.5±2.2 53.0±2.3 58.0±2.2 61.3±2.8 14.3±0.8 17.7±1.4 21.0±1.5 22.7±0.9 11.8±0.6 13.3±1.5 16.8±0.4 18.2±1.0
OBC (ICLR2023)[8] 39.2±1.2 45.1±2.2 50.5±2.3 51.8±2.3 18.5±1.2 21.5±0.8 23.1±1.7 23.8±1.6 12.3±0.6 14.9±1.5 17.2±1.8 18.3±1.9
PCR (CVPR2023)[28] 40.9±4.1 47.8±2.6 52.2±2.9 55.8±3.5 21.7±0.9 25.7±0.9 27.6±1.4 29.9±0.8 17.7±1.0 19.5±1.5 23.4±1.5 25.0±2.4
ER-LODE (NIPS2023)[26] 41.0±1.4 46.3±1.5 51.5±1.7 53.5±2.4 18.8±1.4 21.6±0.9 23.1±1.7 24.7±1.7 15.0±1.3 16.6±1.1 18.5±1.6 19.5±1.1
ER-CBA (ICCV2023)[47] 37.9±2.8 42.6±3.6 44.3±2.3 48.6±2.6 13.5±0.9 17.3±1.1 21.3±1.2 25.6±0.8 12.0±1.1 13.8±0.9 16.5±0.4 18.6±0.7
ER-FSL (Ours) 46.9±2.7 52.7±1.0 58.3±1.5 61.5±2.1 23.3±0.7 26.6±0.8 29.2±1.1 32.1±0.9 17.5±0.1 21.0±0.9 23.6±1.4 27.2±1.2
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Figure 5: Average accuracy rate on observed learning tasks on three datasets when the memory buffer size is 1000.

5 PERFORMANCE EVALUATION
5.1 Evaluation Setup
Evaluation Datasets. We conduct experiments on three datasets.
Split CIFAR10 [25], which is divided into 5 tasks, with each task com-
prising 2 classes; Split CIFAR100 [25], and Split MiniImageNet [46],
both organized into 10 tasks, each consisting of 10 classes.
Evaluation Metrics. Similar with [43], we can acquire average
accuracy rate 𝐴𝑖 at the 𝑖-th task as

𝐴𝑖 =
1
𝑖

𝑖∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑎𝑖, 𝑗 , (12)

where 𝑎𝑖, 𝑗 ( 𝑗 <= 𝑖) is the accuracy evaluated on the 𝑗-th task after
the network has learned the first 𝑖 tasks. For total 𝑇 tasks, 𝐴𝑇 is
equivalent to the final accuracy rate.
Implementation Details. Similar to the recent work [47], we
utilize ResNet18 as the feature extractor. All classes in three datasets
are shuffled. The model processes 10 current samples alongside 10
buffered samples in each training step. Additionally, we employ a
combination of various augmentation operations to generate the

augmented samples for all methods. Hyperparameters are selected
based on a validation set comprising 10% of the training set. During
the training phase, the network, initially randomly initialized, is
trained using the SGD optimizer with a learning rate of 0.1.

5.2 Overall Performance
In this section, we conduct experiments to compare the overall
performance of ER-FSL with various state-of-the-art baselines. We
aim to gain insights into the strengths and weaknesses of ER-FSL.

Table 1 demonstrates the final average accuracy for three datasets.
All reported scores are the average score of 10 runs with a 95% con-
fidence interval. The results evidence that our proposed ER-FSL
achieves the best overall performance. Specifically, ER-FSL achieves
the best performance under 10 of the 12 experimental scenarios.
It has the most outstanding performance on Split CIFAR100 and
Split MiniImageNet. For example, ER-FSL outperforms the strongest
baseline PCR with a gap of 1.6%, 0.9%, 1.6%, and 2.2% on Split CI-
FAR100 when the size of the memory buffer is 500, 1000, 2000, and
5000, respectively. We note that ER-FSL is not optimal on Split CI-
FAR10 when the buffer size is smaller. Since there are fewer classes
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Table 2: Final Accuracy Rate (higher is better)/Final Forget-
ting Rate (lower is better ) under the setting in CBA [47].

Datasets Split CIFAR10 Split CIFAR100
Buffer 200 500 2000 5000
CBA 44.31/27.55 49.63/19.99 26.90/9.41 29.09/8.05
ER-FSL 51.41/15.51 58.43/12.98 28.58/9.7 30.14/8.25

Table 3: Final Accuracy Rate (higher is better) for ablation
study on Split CIFAR100 when the buffer size is 1000.

Index 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Setting ER-FSL 𝐿𝑐 𝐿𝑏 𝑦 𝑺 Inversion 𝛾

All classes 26.6 17.5 12.6 7.2 24.7 17.8 24.7
New classes 33.8 10.5 38.2 71.6 28.4 18.6 29.5
Old classes 25.7 18.2 9.7 0.0 24.2 17.8 24.2
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Figure 6: The performance of ER-FSL on Split CIFAR100
(buffer size=1000) with different values of 𝛾 .

in this dataset and fewer samples in the buffer, and OCM addresses
this issue using additional data augmentation operations.

We also compare ER-FSL with CBA [47] using the experimental
setup described in CBA[47]. The learning rate is set at 0.03, which
differs from the 0.1 used in ourwork. As shown in Table 2, the results
indicate that ER-FSL performs significantly better than CBA.

Figure 5 describes the performance for some effective approaches
at each task on all datasets. In the learning process, ER-FSL consis-
tently outperforms other baselines. Especially on Split CIFAR100
and Split MiniImageNet, the performance of ER-FSL becomes in-
creasingly evident as the number of tasks increases. For instance,
ER-FSL does not surpass PCR in the initial few tasks but achieves
the best in the remaining tasks as shown in Figure 5 (b) and (c).

5.3 Ablation Study
We conduct ablation experiments to analyze the contribution of
various components and choices made in ER-FSL, and the results
are stated in Table 3. First, the learning component 𝐿𝑐 is necessary
to ensure the model’s generalization ability. Without it (Index 2),
the model’s overall performance is significantly decreased. Besides,
the replaying component 𝐿𝑏 overcomes the forgetting issue, as the
accuracy is lowwhen the replaying component is removed (Index 3).
Finally, if the model uses the same subspace as 𝒛𝑠 when testing, the
model can not memorize anything of old data (Index 4). Therefore,
the model should predict unknown instances in the space as 𝒛𝑎 .

In the meantime, some subtle settings are also important. First,
it is necessary to assign different feature subspaces to each task. If
we use a fixed 𝑆 to select the same subspace, the performance of the
model will decrease (Index 5). Second, the spaces used for replaying
and learning cannot be inversed. Since the inversion version (Index

Table 4: The performance of ER-FSL on Split CIFAR100 with
different sizes of subspaces (buffer size=1000).

Subspace size 10 20 30 40 50 51 (our) 100 200 300 400
Subspace reuse no no yes
Final accuracy 25.3 26.1 26.9 27.0 26.9 26.6 27.6 27.0 25.9 24.8

Table 5: The computation and memory complexity.

Metric ER ER-ACE OBC OCM PCR Ours
Computation (𝐶D ) 1 1 1.5 16 1 1
Memory (Model) 1 1 >1 2 1 1

6, replaying in a feature subspace and learning in a larger space)
performs worse than the original one (Index 1). Third, the scale 𝛾
is vital to balance the novel and historical knowledge. Without it,
the Equation (5) becomes 𝐿𝑐 + 𝐿𝑏 , which can not achieve the best
results (Index 7). Moreover, we report the performance of the model
with different 𝛾 in Figure 6. The results indicate that a suitable 𝛾
can enable the model to perform better on both old and new data.

Furthermore, we even conduct experiments on Split CIFAR100
with different subspace sizes and report the results in Table 4. Firstly,
the performance of ER-FSL improves as the subspace size increases
since a larger space can capture more useful features. Secondly,
the results show that the best subspace size is 100, which triggers
the subspace reuse mechanism. It means that the results of ER-FSL
in Table 1 could be better; however, for a fair comparison with
other methods, we have to limit our method to choosing a feature
subspace of size 51 to fill the entire feature space (size = 512). Thirdly,
although the performance tends to decrease when the size further
increases, the decline is not significant.

5.4 Complexity Analysis
The final comparison between the existing methods and ER-FSL re-
garding computation and memory complexity is illustrated in Table
5. We compare the computation complexity using 𝐶D [13], which
is determined by the relative training FLOPs. For example, we set
the computation complexity of ER as 1. Since ER-FSL, ER-ACE, and
PCR straightly modify the loss of ER, their computational complex-
ities are equivalent to 1. However, OCM heavily relies on massive
data augmentation operations, making its relative complexity 16.
Meanwhile, we set the relative memory as the memory complexity.
For instance, the memory complexity of ER is set as 1. OCM has
a complexity of 2 due to the need to save an additional model for
knowledge distillation, while OBC uses two classifiers, making its
complexity greater than 1. The memory complexity of ER-FSL is 1.
Thus, ER-FSL is also excellent in terms of complexity.

6 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we develop a simple yet effective OCL method called
ER-FSL to alleviate the CF. By examining the change of features,
we find that learning and replaying in the same feature space is
not beneficial for the anti-forgetting of the model. Based on this
observation, a novel ER-FSL is proposed to learn and replay in
different feature spaces for OCL. It divides the entire feature space
into multiple feature subspaces, where each subspace is used to
learn each new task. Meanwhile, it replays previous samples using
an accumulated feature space, which consists of all learned feature
subspaces. Extensive experiments on three datasets demonstrate
the superiority of ER-FSL over various state-of-the-art baselines.
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