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Constructing Enhanced Mutual Information for
Online Class-Incremental Learning

Huan Zhang, Fan Lyu, Member, IEEE, Shenghua Fan, Yujin Zheng, Dingwen Wang†

Abstract—Online Class-Incremental continual Learning
(OCIL) addresses the challenge of continuously learning from
a single-channel data stream, adapting to new tasks while
mitigating catastrophic forgetting. Recently, Mutual Information
(MI)-based methods have shown promising performance in
OCIL. However, existing MI-based methods treat various
knowledge components in isolation, ignoring the knowledge
confusion across tasks. This narrow focus on simple MI
knowledge alignment may lead to old tasks being easily
forgotten with the introduction of new tasks, risking the loss of
common parts between past and present knowledge. To address
this, we analyze the MI relationships from the perspectives
of diversity, representativeness, and separability, and propose
an Enhanced Mutual Information (EMI) method based on
knwoledge decoupling. EMI consists of Diversity Mutual
Information (DMI), Representativeness Mutual Information
(RMI) and Separability Mutual Information (SMI). DMI
diversifies intra-class sample features by considering the
similarity relationships among inter-class sample features to
enable the network to learn more general knowledge. RMI
summarizes representative features for each category and aligns
sample features with these representative features, making the
intra-class sample distribution more compact. SMI establishes MI
relationships for inter-class representative features, enhancing
the stability of representative features while increasing the
distinction between inter-class representative features, thus
creating clear boundaries between class. Extensive experimental
results on widely used benchmark datasets demonstrate the
superior performance of EMI over state-of-the-art baseline
methods.

Index Terms—Online continual learning, class-increment
learning, fast and slow learning, mutual information and catas-
trophic forgetting,

I. INTRODUCTION

CLASS-incremental Learning (CIL) is a novel task that
continually learns new classes from a series of tasks,

where each task introduces new classes knowledge without
associated task identifiers. CIL is practical in real-world ap-
plications such as autonomous driving [1], remote sencing [2]
and robotics [3]. The goal of CIL is to accurately classify all
categories from previous tasks without task-specific informa-
tion while effectively managing Catastrophic Forgetting (CF)
[4]–[6]. CF occurs when a model updates for new tasks and
tends to overwrite previously acquired knowledge, leading to
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Fig. 1. EMI considers the diversity, representativeness, and separability of
samples. By enhancing the network’s learning ability in OCIL from these
three perspectives, EMI achieves better coupling of new and old knowledge.

performance degradation. Recently, Online CIL (OCIL) task
arises attention to meet the requirement that models have
to adapt to constantly changing data streams with limited
storage and computational resources. In OCIL, the model
incrementally learns from a single-pass data stream.

To alleviate CF, existing OCIL methods are generally
divided into three categories. First, the regularization-based
methods [7]–[9] enhance network stability by imposing ad-
ditional constraints on parameters, thus reducing forgetting.
Second, the architecture-based methods [10]–[12] dynamically
adjust or modify the network structure to preserve previously
acquired knowledge. Third, the replay-based methods [13]–
[15] maintain a memory buffer that stores samples from past
tasks to retain old information. Although these methods have
shown some effectiveness, in the context of online sequential
learning, where each data point only be trained once from
the single-passed data stream, the knowledge may be learned
insufficiently. The insufficient training leads to difficulties in
effectively extracting knowledge from new tasks while knowl-
edge from old tasks is even more prone to being forgotten.
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Recently, researchers have explored how Mutual Infor-
mation (MI) [16]–[18] can be used to address insufficient
knowledge learning. MI is an information-theoretic metric
to quantify the amount of information shared between two
variables and excel at detecting both linear and non-linear
dependencies. Some existing methods have leveraged this
property in combination with replay-based strategies to design
MI-based OCIL approaches, such as OCM [19] and OnPro
[20]. OCM holds that cross-entropy loss is easy to learn
biased features in an online mode, worsening catastrophic
forgetting. To address this, OCM uses MI to build intra-class
relationships, promoting comprehensive representations learn-
ing. OnPro [20] further advances this approach by pushing
away each class’s online prototypes, thereby enhancing the
decision boundaries of all seen classes. However, existing MI-
based OCIL mehtods, such as OCM and OnPro, treat the
knowledge within OCIL as isolation, ignoring the knowledge
confusion in the online fashion. Only building MI between
old and novel tasks, which may lead to old tasks being easily
overridden and forgotten with the introduction of new tasks
and new tasks have poor plasticity.

This paper studies to solve the drawback of MI in OCIL, and
proposes an Enhanced Mutual Information (EMI) framework
based on knowledge decoupling. Specifically, EMI decouples
knowledge to three kinds, say diversity, representativeness, and
separability. Knowledge with Diversity refers to the broad
distribution and variation of samples from different tasks and
classes within the feature space. Knowledge with Represen-
tativeness focuses on identifying the core characteristics of
each class. Knowledge with Separability refers to the ability
of a model to distinguish and process data from different tasks
when learning multiple tasks. The three kinds of knowledge
are important for OCIL, because the data streams are often
complex and characterized by intricate non-linear dependen-
cies, which leads to confused decision and CF. For example,
as illustrated in Fig. 1, among bird samples, birds flying in
a blue sky may share many features with airplanes, such as
white wings and similar flying shapes. This demonstrates the
diversity of features intra- and inter-class. Although intra-
class samples vary, they share more common features, such
as bird feathers and tails, which strictly distinguish birds from
airplanes. This highlights the representativeness intra-class and
the separability inter-class.

Motivated by this, our EMI contains three key MI calcula-
tions, including Diversified Mutual Information (DMI), Rep-
resentativeness Mutual Information (RMI), and Separability
Mutual Information (SMI). First, DMI enhances intra-class
feature learning through inter-class samples, aiming to learn
a richer set of features, thus improving the generalization
capabilities. Second, RMI leverages prototypes to summarize
the representative features of each category. By maximizing
the MI between samples and prototypes, RMI achieves a
more cohesive intra-class sample distribution, thereby enhanc-
ing the representativeness for each OCIL task. Third, SMI
increases the inter-class distribution distance by constructing
separability-enhanced MI for prototypes and their augmented
views. By emphasizing diversity, representativeness, and sep-
arability, our proposed EMI framework achieves a more uni-

form feature distribution across temporal data streams. This
approach significantly boosts learning capabilities in OCIL,
ensuring that models not only retain previously acquired
knowledge but also effectively integrate new information.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:
1) To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to study

decoupling knowledge with diversity, representativeness,
and separability to advance the capabilities of MI learn-
ing in OCIL.

2) We propose an Enhanced Mutual Information (EMI)
framework based on DualNet’s fast and slow learning
theory. This framework uses fast and slow features to
construct three types of MI to enhance OCIL: Diversified
Mutual Information (DMI), Representativeness Mutual
Information (RMI), and Separability Mutual Information
(SMI).

3) We conduct extensive experiments on three datasets,
and the empirical results consistently demonstrate the
superiority of our EMI over various state-of-the-art
methods. Additionally, we investigate and analyze the
benefits of each component through ablation studies,
further confirming the effectiveness of our approach.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Continual Learning
Continual Learning focuses on enable models to learn

continuously from a stream of data over time. Due to the re-
striction of network access to past data, catastrophic forgetting
acts as a barrier to performance. To mitigating this issue, recent
relevant methods can be categorized into three categories.
1) Regularization-based methods, also known as prior-based
methods, store previous knowledge learned from old data as
prior information for the network. These methods [21]–[27]
use historical knowledge to consolidate past knowledge by
extending the loss function with an additional regularization
term. For example, Chaudhry et al. [25] and its more advanced
versions [28], [29] using the Fisher information matrix to
evaluate the importance of parameters. 2) Architecture-based
methods, also known as parameter-isolation methods, divide
each task into a set of specific model parameters. This kind
of methods [30]–[32] dynamically extend the model as the
number of tasks increases or gradually freeze parts of the pa-
rameters to address the forgetting problem. For example, Kang
et al. [33] and Jin et al. [34] explicitly identifies the important
neurons or parameters for each task and (almost) freezes
them when training a new task. Ye et al. [35] dynamically
expands the architecture through a self-assessment mechanism
evaluating the diversity of knowledge among existing experts
as expansion signals. 3) Replay-based methods, which mitigate
forgetting by maintaining a fixed-size memory bank or syn-
thesizing pseudo-data for pseudo-rehearsal ,also is named as
rehearsal-based methods. This kind of methods [36]–[42] that
replay old samples in the buffer are still the most effective for
anti-forgetting at present. Chaudhry et al. [38] improves replay
by adding an objective term to alleviate forgetting on the meta-
learned anchor datapoints. Gao et al. [40] adopts a diffusion
model as the generator and calculates an instruction-operator
through the classifier to instruct the generation of samples.
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B. Online Class-incremental Continual Learning

Online continual learning focuses on a more practical setting
where the data stream is passed only once for training. Most
online CL methods are based on replay. ER [13] is one of
the earliest replay-based method, which randomly retrieves
samples from the memory bank and updates the bank using
reservoir sampling. Follwing this, researchers use the memory
retrieval strategy to select valuable samples from memory.
ASER [36] leverages the samples stored in the memory bank
to restrict parameter updates during training. MIR [14] selects
memory samples whose losses are most significantly affected
by the anticipated updates to the parameters. In the meantime,
some approaches [41], [43] focus on saving more effective
samples to the memory, belonging to the memory update
strategy. SSD [41] refines real image data into more infor-
mative samples by capturing essential training characteristics.
GDUMB [43] updates the memory buffer in a greedy man-
ner, ensuring a balanced distribution across different classes.
During inference, it employs a model trained from scratch
exclusively using the balanced contents of the memory buffer.
In addition to considering the update and retrieval of memory
data, some work has also considered data relationships. iCaRL
[44] allows only a limited number of class data to be present
during training, enabling the progressive addition of new
classes. SCR [42] explicitly encourages samples from the same
class to cluster tightly in embedding space while pushing those
of different classes further apart during replay-based training.
PCR [45] replaces the contrastive samples of anchors with
corresponding proxies in the contrastive-based way.

Recently, some approaches have considered data relation-
ships and task relationships from the perspective of MI. OCM
[19] constructs MI relationships inner-class data to obtain
overall data features and also builds MI between past task
data and current task data to mitigate forgetting. OnPro [20]
follows OCM and proposes online prototype equilibrium from
the perspective of inter-class distance to learn representative
features against shortcut learning. Unlike OCM and OnPro,
we construct MI for decoupling knowledge with diversity,
representiveness and separability.

C. Mutual Information

MI is a critical concept that measures the dependency be-
tween two variables in machine learning. Its ability to capture
all types of relationships between variables, not just linear
connections, makes it highly valuable for tasks such as feature
selection [17] , clustering analysis [18], and in deepening the
understanding and optimization of deep learning models [46],
[47]. For example, Kinney et al. [48] discussed the concept
of equitability and its relationship with MI, providing insights
into the selection of features and variables in complex datasets.
Poole et al. [49] provided an analysis of MI’s variational
bounds within variational inference, enhancing understanding
of optimization in machine learning. Zhang et al. [17] op-
timizes feature selection for multi-label data by introducing
joint MI and interaction weight, improving the handling of
high-order relevance between features and label sets in high-
dimensional multi-label data.

Recently, as deep learning has rapidly evolved, the ap-
plication of MI methods within this area has increasingly
caught the attention of researchers. Lei et al. [50] transformed
the hourly segmented measured data into the matrix form as
the input of the deep learning model for training With the
help of MI correlation analysis. Suh et al. [51] integrated
contrastive learning with logit adjustment and reinterprets
long-tailed recognition tasks as maximization of MI between
latent features and ground-truth labels, proposing a new loss
function that excels on long-tailed recognition benchmarks.
Although MI is a powerful tool, it is hard to estimate. Boudiaf
et al. [52] designed an estimator for assessing MI based
on the Donsker-Varadhan representation and the f-divergence
representation. Then they used MI to bridge cross-entropy and
pairwise loss and proposed a method for few-shot learning by
maximizing the MI between queries and their label predictions.
Oord et al. [53] tried to solve the problem by optimizing an
InfoNCE-type lower bound of MI.

Building on the aforementioned efforts, MI methods have
begun to be developed in continual learning. Guo et al. [19]
employs InfoNCE as a proxy to calculate MI between samples,
using it as a loss function to mitigate forgetting in OCIL. Wei
et al. [20] achieves intra-class compactness and learn instance-
wise representations through MI maximization. Li et al. [54]
maximizes the MI between the outputs of previously learned
and current networks using a variational lower bound approach
in an information-theoretic framework for knowledge distilla-
tion.

III. PRELIMINARIES

A. Problem Definition

OCIL task is with the input of a continuous stream of data
D = {D1, . . . ,DT }, where Dt = (xi, yi)

Nt

i=1 represents the
dataset for a specific task t, with T being the total number
of tasks. Nt denotes the number of samples in dataset Dt

and yi is the class label of sample xi. Each yi represents the
class label of sample xi, where yi ∈ Ct, with Ct being the
class set for task t. In OCIL, the class sets are disjoint, i.e.,
Ct1 ∩Ct2 = ∅ for any i ̸= j. Following replay strategy in other
MI methods such as OCM, we also maintain a memory buffer
M in our method following the replay strategy. At each time
step of task t, the model receives a mini-batch data X ∪X b for
training, where X and X b are drawn from Dt and the memory
buffer M, respectively. In an online setting, each sample
(xi, yi) is encountered just once within a non-stationary data
stream, without any accompanying task information. The main
objective of OCIL is to extract knowledge from the data stream
and attain cross-task understanding.

B. MI Estimation in OCIL

In OCIL, each sample is trained only once, which may lead
to insufficient training, which results in the model learning bi-
ased features that do not truly represent the actual distribution
of the classes. To tackle this issue, the Mutual Information
(MI) [19] technique is proposed to establish intrinsic connec-
tions between tasks. MI can effectively mines complex and
nonlinear relationships among variables, thus able to identifies
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Fig. 2. The proposed EMI framework leverages the complementary capabilities of DualNet. Initially, the incoming data stream and replay data are fed
into the Slow Net to learn slow features. DMI utilizes these slow features to construct diversity-enhanced MI relationships. Subsequently, the slow features
are transformed into fast features by the Fast Net. RMI and SMI leverage these fast features and prototypes to construct representativeness-enhanced and
separability-enhanced MI, respectively.

the most significant features, reducing the dependence on bias.
This property is important for the online setting, as it boosts
the model’s capacity to grasp the inherent structure of data,
thus reducing biases from the rapid and irregular data flow. A
commonly-used MI for online learning can be represents as
follows.

For a mini-batch X in current stream, a simple MI can
be computed between X and its augmentation view X ′ as a
measure of the shared information. This can be written as:

I(X ;X ′) =
∑

x∈X ,x′∈X ′

I(x;x′)

=
∑

x∈X ,x′∈X ′

p(x|x′) log
p(x|x′)

p(x)
,

(1)

where I(x;x′) indicating the dependency between two dif-
ferent samples in the batch X . Directly calculating MI is
difficult on the raw data distribution p(x). By utilizing the
data processing inequality [55], [56], the lower bound of MI
is redefined on the feature space as:

I(X ;X ′) ≥ I(F (X );F (X ′))

=
∑

x∈X ,x′∈X ′

p(F (x)|F (x′)) log
p(F (x)|F (x′))

p(F (x))
,

(2)
where F (·) is a feature extractor.

However, the calculation of Eq. (2) remains infeasible
without access to p(F (x)). To address this issue, Oord [53]
introduced InfoNCE as a proxy to maximize MI between
F (X ) and its augment view F (X ′), which can be expressed
as:

I(F (X );F (X ′)) ≥ logN + InfoNCE(X ,X ′), (3)

where N is the size of X and

InfoNCE(X ,X ′) =

N∑
i=1

log
< xi, x

′
i >

1
N

∑N
j=1 < xi, x′

j >
. (4)

< xi, x
′
j >= e

F (xi)
T F (x′

j)

τ is the similarity of two samples
and τ is temperature. InfoNCE exhibits stronger adaptability
to high-dimensional data and significantly improves com-
putational efficiency by avoiding direct probability density
estimation.

Based on MI, some recent OCIL studies design MI re-
lationships to improve the stability and plasticity in online
sequential learning, such as OCM [19], InfoCL [57] and OnPro
[20]. These methods build MI including between inputs and
features, between features with labels and between past and
present. However, these MI methods ignore that the knowl-
edge within OCIL data stream is confused, directly leveraging
MI may amplify this confusion. As illustrated in Fig. 1, when
the network learns the features of the current task involving
airplanes, some features of bird samples from previous tasks
share similarities with airplane features. Ignoring these simi-
larities and directly applying MI or other contrastive learning
methods for forced partitioning can lead to the forgetting of old
tasks and confusion in learning new tasks during insufficient
online training. To address this, we propose to decouple
the knowledge with OCIL with MI, establishing finer-grained
associations of knowledge expressed through three core MI
calculations: diversity, representativeness, and separability. By
constructing the enhanced MI relationships based on these
three properties, we aim to achieve the coupling of old and new
knowledge in OCIL, which allows for the retention of more
previously learned knowledge while also enabling a reasonable
distinction between old and new knowledge.



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 5

IV. METHOD

A. Overview

This paper aims to enhance MI relationships in OCIL by
knowledge decoupling into diversity, representativeness, and
separability. Specifically, we propose an Enhanced Mutual
Information (EMI) method, which consists of three core
components, including Diversified Mutual Information (DMI),
Representative Mutual Information (RMI), and Separable Mu-
tual Information (SMI).

To better decouple knowledge in an online fashion, we
design EMI based on the DualNet structure [58], which
contains a Slow Net and a Fast Net with different architecture.
DualNet leverages a Slow Net to learn general cross-category
shared slow features and a Fast Net to learn class-specific fast
features. The Slow Net has a ResNet with four residual blocks,
while the Fast Net consists of four convolutional layers. Let
{rsi }4i=1 represent the feature maps derived from the four
residual blocks of the Slow Net for an input x, where i
denotes the output from each corresponding respective block.
The DualNet framework utilizes the Fast Net to transform
these slow features {rsi }4i=1 into fast features {rfi }4i=1 for
classification purposes. Each convolutional layer in the Fast
Net is directly aligned with a corresponding residual block
in the Slow Net, ensuring a precise alignment in the feature
transformation process. The fast features are obtained as
follows:

rfi = f ′
i(r

s
i )⊙ rsi , i = 1, 2, 3, 4, (5)

where ⊙ denotes the element-wise multiplication, f ′
i denotes

the i-th CNN layer of the Fast Net. rfi has the same dimension
as the corresponding rsi . Specifically, for a sample x, the Slow
Net f extracts the slow feature f(x), which the Fast Net h
then transforms into fast feature h(f(x)). The classifier ϕ uses
this fast feature to predict the class label, ϕ(h(f(x))). Both
the slow and Fast Net incorporate projection heads, g and g′,
respectively. These heads project the features into a distinct
space to establish MI relationships, represented as F (xi) =
g(f(xi)) and F ′(xi) = g′(h(f(xi))). In the following, we
will introduce how to construct three kinds of MI to improve
the OCIL task.

For the slow features from the Slow Net (denote as f ),
DMI incorporates cross-category similar features into the
learning of intro-class features and encourages the network to
learn more general intro-class features, sharing features across
categories through diverse intro-class feature learning. For the
fast features from the Fast Net (denote as h), we develop
Representative Mutual Information (RMI) and Separable Mu-
tual Information (SMI). RMI constructs MI relationships for
representative features within each class, aligning the features
of intro-class samples with the representative features of the
class. SMI promotes the separation between classes by enhanc-
ing the distinctions of representative features among classes,
resulting in a clearer boundary between class distributions. In
the following, we will introduce DMI, RMI and SMI in detail.

B. EMI for Diversified Knowledge Decoupling
Diversified Knowledge refers to a broader and richer set of

feature information, enabling the model to capture the under-
lying similarities between different tasks and categories [59].
The Slow Net is a crucial component of the DualNet frame-
work, which is designed to learn generic, task-agnostic feature
representations. In our study, DMI leverages the Slow Net to
achieve knowledge decoupling for diversified knowledge.

To achieve diversified knowledge within OCIL, we assume
that samples from different tasks and classes exhibit latent
similarities, and the diversified MI can be found in inter-
class similar features. Thus, we propose to harness the latent
similarities among inter-class samples to enrich the Diversified
Mutual Information (DMI). Given the slow features from
DualNet, DMI construct diversified intra-class MI Id(X ;S)
to enrich intra-class diverse knowledge, and Id(X ;S) can be
constructed as follows:

Id(X ;S) ≥ Id(F (X );S) = H(S)−H((F (X )|S), (6)

where S = {S0,S1, ...,SN} represents the diversified set for
a mini batch X . For each Si ∈ S is the diversified set for
sample xi ∈ X , which can be calculated as:

Si = {j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N}|i ̸= j, sij > µ ∪ yxj
= yxi

}, (7)

where sij = e
F (xi)

T F (xj)

τ indicates the pairwise similarity of
F (xi) and F (xj). Si includes all samples of the intra-class as
xi and inter-class similar samples in X . Then, given the diver-
sified set S, we can easily compute DMI Id(X ;S). However, it
is challenging to directly optimize Eq .(6) because it is difficult
to evaluate H(X ) and H(X|S). For effective optimization, we
also transform the Eq. (6) into the InfoNCE [19] lower bound
of I(F (X );S) for better optimization:

ℓ(F (X ,S) = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

logAi∑N
l=1 I(l ∈ Si)

, (8)

where

Ai =

∑
k∈Si

sik · sik′ · si′k(∑N
j=1 sij + sij′ + si′j

)3 , (9)

here sij′ denotes pairwise similarity between F (xi) and
F (x′

j). In Eq. (6), to maximize I(X ;S), the entropy H(S)
should be maximized (the first term), and the label should be
easily identified from the feature representation (the second
term, which is naturally minimized by Eq. (8). Maximizing
H(S) implies that the variable S should follow a uniform
distribution. To avoid class imbalance caused by directly
combining X and X b (where classes in X b may be overrepre-
sented), we train X and X b separately. The classes in X or X b

are approximately balanced when considered independently,
ensuring a more stable training process and preventing class
imbalance issues. In summary, the DMI loss can be denoted
as follows:
Ldmi = ℓ(F (X ),S) + ℓ(F (X b),Sb)

= − 1

N

N∑
i=1

logAi∑N
l=1 I(l ∈ Si)

− 1

M

M∑
i=1

logAb
i∑M

l=1 I(l ∈ Sbi )
,

(10)
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where

Ab
i =

∑
k∈Si

sbik · sbik′ · sbi′k(∑N
j=1 s

b
ij + sbij′ + sbi′j

)3 . (11)

The similarity set Sb is also computed with Eq. (7).
By the proposed DMI, we enable the Slow Net to decouple

diversified knowledge and enhance the diversity in OCIL, . As
illustrated in the top right part of Fig. 2, DMI supplements the
MI relationships with inter-class samples that are highly simi-
lar to intra-class samples, which enriches the diversity of intra-
class knowledge, facilitating the learning of more marginal and
variant features as well as shared knowledge of inter-class.
From a optimization perspective, sharing gradients of similar
samples of inter-class allows the features of these samples to
achieve more reasonable positions on the hypersphere. This
results in a more uniform distribution of sample features at
the feature level. Moreover, the diversified knowledge learned
by the Slow Net is integrated into the Fast Net through
the slow-fast transformation, providing generalized and robust
initialization information for subsequent RMI and SMI to
optimize fast features.

C. EMI for Representativeness and Separability Knowledge

The Fast Net of DualNet integrates fast features to learn
class-specific knowledge with stronger generalization capa-
bilities. In this study, we utilize the Fast Net to decouple
representativeness knowledge and separability knowledge. The
former ensures the consistency of key intra-class knowledge,
while the latter ensures the differentiation of key inter-class
knowledge. On top of this, we propose RMI and SMI for
representativeness and separability knowledge. For RMI, we
align the fast features of all intra-class samples with the repre-
sentative features of the class, yielding RMI Id(X ;R), where
R represents the class’s representative features. For SMI, we
emphasize the differences between inter-class representative
features, and construct MI between the representative features
and their augmented views, which denotes as Is(R;R′).

1) Enhancing Representativeness in MI: Representative-
ness refers to features that capture and encapsulate the core
characteristics of a class [60]. Constructing Enhanced RMI
Ir(X ;R) can align the fast features of intra-class samples
with representative features within the feature space, thereby
enhancing the consistency of intra-class samples. This align-
ment makes the intra-class features more compact, facilitating
improved classification accuracy and robustness. RMI can be
constructed as:

Ir(X ;R) ≥ Ir(F (X );S) = InfoNCE(X ,R). (12)

However, directly acquiring featureR is challenging due to the
difficulty in discerning representative features from complex
and high-dimensional feature vectors.

In this study, we employ prototypes P to construct RMI.
To compute the prototype in OCIL, we randomly sample Np
samples from the memory buffer for each seen class, with
the sampled set denoted as X p. The prototype for each class

is defined as the mean of the fast features of these samples,
represented as follows:

pi = −
1

Np

∑
j

F ′(xj) · I{ypi
= yxj

}, (13)

where xj ∈ X p, I is the indicator function, and pi is the
prototype of class i. In OCIL, we need to maintain a set
of K prototypes P = {pi}Ki=1 and its augmented view
P ′ = {p′i}Ki=1 through augment view of X p, where K
represents the number of classes in X . What’s more, given
that fast features integrate the more general representations
of slow features, we aim to align the fast features with the
representative features of their respective classes as closely as
possible. This alignment ensures that the intra-class feature
distribution becomes more compact. To this end, we construct
MI relationships between the prototypes and the fast features,
so we rewrite Ir(F (X );R) as Ir(F

′(X );P). Following Eq.
(8), we maximize Ir(F

′(X );P) through maximize its lower
bound:

ℓ(F ′(X ),P) = − 1

K

K∑
i=1

logBi∑N
l=1 I(yxl

= ypi)
, (14)

where

Bi =

∑
yxk

=ypi
⟨pi, Ft(xk)⟩⟨pi, Ft(x

′
k)⟩⟨p′i, Ft(xk)⟩(∑N

j=1⟨pi, Ft(xj)⟩+ ⟨pi, Ft(x′
j)⟩+ ⟨p′i, Ft(xj)⟩

)3 .

(15)
We also derive the prototype for X b, denoted as P = {pbi}K

b

i=1,
where Kb represents the number of classes in X b. For the same
reason in Eq. (8), we train X and X b separately and we can
get our RMI loss:

Lrmi = ℓ(X ,P) + ℓ(X b,Pb)

= − 1

K

K∑
i=1

logBi∑N
l=1 I(yxl

= ypi
)
− 1

Kb

Kb∑
i=1

logBb
i∑M

l=1 I(yxl
= ypi

)
,

(16)
where

Bb
i =

∑
yb
xk

=yb
pi

⟨pbi , Ft(x
b
k)⟩⟨pbi , Ft(x

′b
k )⟩⟨p′bi , Ft(x

b
k)⟩(∑M

j=1⟨pbi , Ft(xb
j)⟩+ ⟨pbi , Ft(x′b

j )⟩+ ⟨p′bi , Ft(xb
j)⟩

)3 .

(17)
RMI enhances class-specific characteristics and improves

the overall discriminative ability of the model. As illustrated
in the right part of Fig. 2, We utilize the slow-to-fast trans-
formation to integrate diversified knowledge into fast features,
ensuring more robust fast features. RMI constructs MI between
fast features and their corresponding key expressions, enhanc-
ing the consistency of intra-class feature expressions. This
enables the network to learn pattern-separated representations
that are highly consistent and possess stronger generalization
capabilities for specific classes. From a gradient perspective,
RMI guides fast features to converge towards key expressions,
making broader features more compact and consistent within
classes. This process also establishes clearer boundaries be-
tween different classes, enhancing the model’s discriminative
ability.
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Algorithm 1 Enhanced Mutual Information
Require: Initialized Fast Net f and g, Initializared Slow Net

h and g′, classifier ϕ, memory M, data stream D1:T

1: for t← 1 to T do
2: for X ,Y in Dt do
3: Randomly sample replay data X b,Yb from M

// DualNet ouputs slow and fast feature:
4: F (X )← g(f(X )), F (X b)← g(f(X b))
5: F ′(X )← g′(h(f(X ))), F ′(X b)← g′(h(f(X b)))

// Diversity MI construction:
6: S, Sb ← Compute diversified set as Eq. (7)
7: Ldmi ← DMI(F (X ), F (X b), S, Sb) as Eq. (10)

// Representativeness MI construction:
8: P,Pb ← Compute prototype as Eq. (13)
9: Lrmi ←RMI(F ′(X ), F ′(X b),P,Pb) as Eq .(16)

// Separability MI construction:
10: Lsmi ← SMI(P,Pb) as Eq .(20)
11: Lce ← CE(Yb, ϕ(h(f(X b))))
12: Locm ← Use fast feature as Eq. (22)
13: Update f, g, h, g′, ϕ by Ldmi,Lrmi,Lsmi,Lce,Locm
14: M← MemoryUpdate(M,X ,Y)
15: end for
16: end for
17: return f, h, g, g′, ϕ

2) Enhancing Separability in MI Construction: Separability
refers to the ability of a model to distinguish and process
data from different tasks when learning multiple tasks [61].
Enhancing separability in the construction of MI can sta-
bilize the expression of representative features while also
increasing the differences between inter-class representative
features. Therefore, we have constructed SMI Is(R;R′) for
the representative features and their augmented views. This
can be expressed as:

Is(R;R′) ≥ InfoNCE(R,R′). (18)

Similar to RMI, we use P to substitute R, and we can
formulate our optimization objective as follows [20]:

ℓ(P,P ′) = − 1

P

P∑
i=1

log
< pi, p

′
i >

1
K

∑K
j=1 < pi, p′j >

, (19)

we train X and X b sparately and the SMI loss is:

Lsmi = ℓ(P,P ′) + ℓ(Pb,P ′b). (20)

As illustrated in the lower right part of Fig. 2, SMI pushes
away prototypes of different classes, making the represen-
tative features of each class more distinct. It is important
to emphasize that in the EMI framework, SMI supplements
RMI. This ensures that the representative features with which
intra-class samples align are more distinct, making it easier to
differentiate between samples of different classes.

D. Put It All Together

The overall training prosess of EMI is shown in the Algo-
rithm .1. EMI utilizes slow features and fast features generated

by the DualNet to construct three different types of enhanced
MI relationships for supervising network learning.

DMI utilizes slow features to learn richer features, thus the
optimization goal of the Slow Net is:

Lslow = Ldmi. (21)

RMI and SMI utilize fast features to learn class-specific
features. By enhancing representativeness and separability in
MI construction, they effectively ensure a more uniform data
distribution, thereby improving the model’s ability to discrim-
inate between different classes. However, the model does not
yet account for intra-class MI relationships and current-past
MI relationships. To address this, we employ additional MI
relationships as outlined in OCM [19] to these representations:

Locm = max
{
I(X ;F (X )) + I(X b;F (X b))

+ I(F−1(X b);F (X b))
}
,

(22)

where F−1 means the past model of last task. To this end, the
optimization goal of the Fast Net is:

Lfast = Lrmi + Lsmi + Lce + Locm, (23)

where Lce = CE(ybi , ϕ(h(f(x
b
i )))) is the cross-entropy loss.

To this end, we can obtain our final optimization objective:

L = Lslow + Lfast. (24)

What’s more, following other replay-based methods [13], [42],
[45], we update the memory bank in each time step by
uniformly randomly selecting samples from X to push into
M and, if M is full, pulling an equal number of samples out
of M.

V. EXPERIMENT

A. Experiment Setup

Datasets. We employ three image classification datasets:
CIFAR-10 [65], which contains 10 classes, with each class
having 5000 training samples and 1000 test samples. We
divide it into 5 tasks, each introducing two new classes.
CIFAR-100 [65], which has 100 classes, with each class
having 500 training samples and 1000 test samples. We
divide it into 10 tasks, each introducing ten new classes.
Tiny-ImageNet [66], wihch has 200 classes. We split it into
100 tasks, each encompassing two non-overlapping classes,
with 2,000 training samples and 200 testing samples per task.

Methods to be compared. We compare our method with
some state-of-the-art OCIL methods, including AGEM [62],
ER [13], MIR [14], GSS [63], ASER [36], DVC [64],
GDUMB [43], SCR [42], PCR [45], SSD [41], OCM [19],
OnPro [20]. OCM is an MI-based method which is introduced
in Eq .(22), and OnPro further develops the computation
of online prototypes based on the partial MI relationships
in OCM. Moreover, we provide the experimental results of
fine-tune and offline method. The fine-tune method trains
the model sequentially as data arrives, without incorporating
any strategies to prevent forgetting. The offline method
trains the model through 30 epochs on the dataset in all
datasets, utilizing i.i.d. sampled mini-batches, which defines



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 8

TABLE I
AVERAGE ACCURACY (HIGHER IS BETTER) ON THREE BENCKMARK DATASETS (CIFAR-10 WITH 5 TASKS, CIFAR-100 WITCH 10 TASKS AND

TINY-IMAGENET WITH 100 TASKS) WITH DIFFERENT MEMORY SIZES. ALL RESULTS ARE THE AVERAGE AND STANDARD DEVIATION OF 10 RUNS.

Method CIFAR-10 (5 tasks) CIFAR-100 (10 tasks) Tiny-ImageNet (100 tasks)
M = 0.2k M = 0.5k M = 1k M = 0.5k M = 1k M = 2k M = 1k M = 2k M = 4k

fine-tune 17.4±1.0 17.4±1.0 17.4±1.0 5.8±0.3 5.8±0.3 5.8±0.3 0.8±0.1 0.8±0.1 0.8±0.1
offline 81.5±0.3 81.5±0.3 81.5±0.3 50.2±0.3 50.2±0.3 50.2±0.3 25.9±0.4 25.9±0.4 25.9±0.4

AGEM [62] 17.5±0.6 17.6±1.0 17.7±1.0 5.9±0.5 5.5±0.2 5.8±0.8 0.8±0.1 0.7±0.1 0.8±0.2
ER [36] 20.9±0.5 25.0±0.5 31.3±1.5 9.3±0.2 10.9±0.2 15.4±0.1 1.2±0.1 1.4±0.2 2.7±0.2
MIR [14] 27.6±0.6 33.5±0.4 44.7±0.8 9.7±0.1 12.1±0.1 15.7±0.2 1.3 ±0.1 1.8±0.3 3.6±0.2
GSS [63] 22.1±0.5 30.3±0.8 37.8±0.9 9.4±0.2 11.5±0.2 12.2±0.2 1.1±0.1 1.6±0.1 2.5±0.1
ASER [36] 24.8±2.2 32.9±1.2 41.7±1.7 12.2±0.4 15.7±0.8 19.5±0.5 2.1±0.2 3.4±0.5 7.1±0.7
GDUMB [43] 27.5±1.2 33.1±1.0 38.4±1.2 7.3±0.3 10.3±0.3 15.7±0.6 3.1±1.7 4.8±1.2 8.3±1.1
DVC [64] 40.2±1.2 52.1±1.1 62.4±1.0 15.0±0.7 19.3±0.8 24.7±1.0 4.5±0.7 7.3±0.4 10.9±0.3
SCR [42] 47.1±2.3 56.8±0.8 63.1±1.2 20.8±0.4 26.1±0.4 31.2±0.6 9.9±0.2 14.3±0.3 15.9±0.4
PCR [45] 47.1±2.4 56.8±0.8 63.1±1.3 20.8±0.4 25.6±1.1 31.2±0.6 8.1±0.5 12.3±0.7 17.8±0.6
SSD [41] 44.9±0.6 57.8±0.6 65.4±0.2 21.2±0.4 28.0±0.2 31.9±0.5 10.5±0.2 15.7±0.1 16.8±0.1
OCM [19] 57.1±1.9 66.0±0.6 69.7±1.1 17.0±0.8 23.7±0.5 29.6±0.7 10.0±0.3 15.0±0.2 21.0±0.1
OnPro [20] 57.5±1.4 65.4±1.0 70.0±0.5 17.2±0.5 22.3±0.7 27.6±0.5 7.8±0.4 10.9±0.5 16.2±0.3
EMI (Ours) 60.0±1.4 70.0±0.8 74.0±0.6 23.6±0.8 32.5±0.5 39.7±0.4 11.1±0.5 18.4±0.5 24.0±0.3
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Fig. 3. Incremental accuracy on tasks observed so far in the test set of CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 with different buffer sizes.

the maximum performance achievable by such model.

Evaluation metrics. We adopt Average Accuracy and Aver-
age Forgetting as metrics to measure our OCIL framework’s
performance. Average Accuracy reflects the model’s accuracy
over all observed tasks, computed as:

Average Accuracy =
1

T

T∑
j=1

aT,j , (25)

where aT,j denotes the accuracy on task j subsequent to the
model being trained up to task T . Average Forgetting indicates
the model’s retention loss per task after it is trained on the final
task, defined as:

Average Forgetting =
1

T − 1

T−1∑
j=1

dT,j , (26)

where dT,j quantifies the maximum accuracy decrement on
task j, calculated as:

di,j = max
k∈{1,...,i−1}

ak,j − ai,j . (27)

We first learn all tasks from the data stream for each
dataset, and then test the final model using the test data

of all tasks. We report the average accuracy of 10 random runs.

Implementation Details. In training sequential tasks, fol-
lowing [62], [63], we employ a reduced ResNet-18 [67] as
the shared encoder, which is optimized by Adam, with an
initial learning rate set at 10−3 for all datasets and a weight
decay of 10−4. The batch size (size of X ) is set to 10, as
suggested in [36], and the replay batch size (size of X b) is
set to 64 following [68]. Moreover, the temperature τ is set to
0.07, and we experimentally determine that sampling Np = 6
samples per prototype yields the best performance. As for
the similarity threshold µ in Eq .(7) for calculating S, we
adaptively computed as follows:

µ = smax − α(smax − smean), (28)

where smax and smean represent the maximum and mean values
of pairwise similarities among intra-class samples, respec-
tively, and α is a predefined hyperparameter. According to
our experimental findings, we set α = 0.1 for S and αb = 0.2
for Sb.

For fairness comparisons, all baseline models are also
implemented using the reduced ResNet-18 as the backbone,
with identical batch and replay batch sizes. We reproduce all
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TABLE II
AVERAGE FORGETTING RATE (LOWER IS BETTER) ON THREE BENCKMARK DATASETS. ALL RESULTS ARE THE AVERAGE AND STANDARD DEVIATION OF

10 RUNS.

Method CIFAR-10 (5 tasks) CIFAR-100 (10 tasks) Tiny-ImageNet (100 tasks)
M = 0.2k M = 0.5k M = 1k M = 0.5k M = 1k M = 2k M = 1k M = 2k M = 4k

AGEM [62] 67.8±3.0 69.2±5.1 69.6±0.6 44.6±0.7 44.2±0.5 44.8±1.4 74.3±0.3 73.7±0.3 74.0±0.2
ER [13] 67.1±0.5 62.7±0.7 52.8±1.8 45.4±0.4 77.5±1.3 78.3±1.2 78.2±0.1 76.1±0.2 74.1±0.3
MIR [14] 59.5±0.8 53.2±0.6 39.3±1.0 51.6±0.1 49.4±0.4 45.8±0.2 77.9±0.2 73.9±0.4 67.4±0.6
GSS [63] 68.9±0.7 59.1±1.2 47.7±1.0 49.9±0.2 45.2±0.6 40.1±0.6 76.3±0.2 74.2±0.2 70.7±0.3
ASER [36] 64.6±0.7 56.2±1.2 45.8±1.2 49.2±0.2 44.2±0.3 38.3±0.2 76.8±0.3 73.0±0.2 64.1±0.3
GDUMB [43] 22.3±0.7 19.9±0.6 20.5±0.5 23.2±0.4 22.2±0.3 19.4±0.2 24.9±1.4 23.1±0.5 23.9±0.5
DVC [64] 28.9±1.9 18.4±2.0 15.4±1.5 27.9±0.7 26.3±1.8 21.9±2.0 26.5±0.7 23.3±0.9 19.9±0.2
SCR [42] 32.1±3.0 19.9±1.6 17.3±0.4 23.0±0.2 17.1±0.1 10.1±0.1 22.1±0.2 18.1±0.2 14.3±0.1
PCR [45] 28.3±1.0 18.8±0.6 13.1±0.6 30.6±0.3 23.8±0.4 17.3±0.3 26.7±1.0 23.9±0.5 22.1±0.5
SSD [41] 41.8±0.6 28.9±0.6 18.2±0.5 22.3±0.4 16.2±0.1 10.2±0.2 20.9±0.3 16.8±0.2 13.0±0.1
OCM [19] 22.9±1.0 14.5±0.7 12.1±0.6 13.5±0.4 8.6±0.3 4.4±0.2 23.6±0.3 19.2±0.2 15.8±0.2
OnPro [20] 23.2±0.9 16.4±0.7 12.7±0.5 17.1±0.2 9.6±0.2 6.1±0.2 21.0±0.3 19.2±0.2 17.0±0.3
EMI (Ours) 21.1±0.7 13.1±0.5 9.0±0.3 19.3±0.3 13.6±0.3 8.9±0.2 20.1±0.2 16.3±0.3 12.4±0.2

baseline models in a consistent environment using their source
code and default settings.

B. Comparisons with the State-of-the-arts

Comparisons on average accuracy. Tab. I presents the
average accuracy results of our EMI and all baseline
methods with different buffer sizes M on 3 benchmark
datasets. Across all datasets and buffer size settings, our
EMI consistently outperforms all baselines. On CIFAR-10,
our method surpasses the second-best methods (OnPro and
OCM) by 2.5%, 4.6%, and 4.0% for buffer sizes of 0.2k,
0.5k, and 1k, respectively. For CIFAR-100, with buffer sizes
of 0.5k, 1k, and 2k, our method exceeds the second-best
method (SSD) by 2.4%, 4.5%, and 7.8%, respectively. On
Tiny-ImageNet, for buffer sizes of 1k, 2k, and 4k, our method
outperforms the second-best methods (SSD and OCM) by
0.6%, 2.7%, and 3%, respectively. Several key observations
can be summarized from the table: (1) EMI significantly
outperforms other MI-based methods, such as OCM and
OnPro. For example, on CIFAR-100 with a buffer size of 2k,
EMI achieves an accuracy that is 11.1% and 12.1% higher
than OCM and OnPro, respectively. (2) EMI demonstrates
considerable improvements as the buffer size is increased.
For instance, on the Tiny-ImageNet dataset with a buffer size
of 0.5k, our approach achieves an accuracy of 11.1%, close
to OCM, which records a 10.0% accuracy. Significantly,
as the buffer size is expanded to 4k, our method exhibits
a remarkable increase of 12.9%. In comparison, OCM,
despite starting from a lower baseline accuracy, shows an
increase of only 11.0%. (3) Many continual learning methods
experience a drastic performance drop as the number of
tasks increases. For instance, OnPro achieves only a 16.8%
accuracy on Tiny-ImageNet with 100 tasks, even with a
4k buffer size. In contrast, EMI demonstrates exceptional
adaptability to increasing task numbers. Across all buffer
sizes on Tiny-ImageNet, it maintains strong performance,
notably achieving 24.0% with a 4k buffer—nearly matching
the offline performance benchmark of 25.9%.

Comparisons on average forgetting. We also report the
average forgetting results of our EMI and all baselines in Tab.
II. For CIFAR-10 and Tiny-ImageNet datasets, our EMI has
the lowest average forgetting rates compared to all replay-
based baseline models. For the CIFAR-100 dataset, our results
are higher than OCM and OnPro but lower than all other
methods. The reason for this is that our adoption of the
DualNet architecture and its optimization for both fast and
slow features, which not only deepens the model’s under-
standing of inter-class general knowledge but also enhances
its grasp of intra-class specific knowledge. Consequently, due
to the model’s engagement with a greater volume of learned
knowledge compared to other methods, it inherently exhibits a
higher rate of forgetting. Despite this, our method still retains
more knowledge than OCM and OnPro.

In terms of average accuracy, our method performs
significantly better than OCM and OnPro. For CIFAR-100,
our method exceeds OCM by 6.6%, 8.8%, and 9.9% for
buffer sizes of 0.5k, 1k, and 2k, respectively. Compared to
OnPro, our method shows improvements of 6.4%, 9.3%,
and 12.1% for the same buffer sizes. It is important to note
that when the maximum achievable accuracy for a task is
inherently low, the observed forgetting rate appears minimal,
even if the model completely discards the learned content.
This phenomenon occurs because the baseline performance
on such tasks is already low, making the impact of forgetting
relatively insignificant. Moreover, since OCM and OnPro are
both based on MI, and our method also employs a MI-based
approach, the forgetting rates of these three methods are
significantly lower than other baselines. This demonstrates
that MI methods can effectively extract the overall features
within constructed relationships, thereby reducing knowledge
forgetting.

Comparisons of incremental training process. Fig. 3 illus-
trates the incremental learning performance of various methods
on the CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 datasets under different
memory sizes (0.2k, 0.5k, and 1k). From the variations in the
curves across the four graphs, two key observations can be
made: (1) The EMI method consistently maintains relatively
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Feature Distribution Task 1 Task 2 Task 3

(a) ER [13]

Feature Distribution Task 1 Task 2 Task 3

(b) OCM [19]

Feature Distribution Task 1 Task 2 Task 3

(c) OnPro [20]

Feature Distribution Task 1 Task 2 Task 3

(d) EMI (Ours)

Fig. 4. We plot feature distributions with Gaussian kernel density estimation (KDE) in R2 and visualizes the distributions on a unit circle. Three rightmost
plots visualize feature distributions of selected specific tasks. The representation from EMI is evenly distributed, enabling it to learn a more uniform feature
representation.

(a) ER [13] (b) OCM [19] (c) OnPro [20] (d) EMI (Ours)

Fig. 5. t-SNE visualizations of features learned on the test set of CIFAR-10. Compared to other methods, the intra-class distribution of EMI is more compact,
and the boundaries between classes are clearer.

high accuracy across all tasks and effectively mitigates the
problem of forgetting. In contrast, the performance of most
baseline methods deteriorates rapidly with the addition of new
classes. (2) The advantage of the EMI method is particu-
larly pronounced with larger memory sizes. Specifically, for
CIFAR-10 with M=500 and CIFAR-100 with M=1000, EMI
significantly outperforms the second-best method at almost
every incremental stage. These findings indicate that EMI
demonstrates superior robustness and adaptability in managing
memory knowledge and progressively increasing tasks. Addi-
tionally, we observe that the accuracy of the EMI method in the
first task of CIFAR-100 is not the best. This is because the EMI
method focuses on memory and knowledge decomposition
across tasks, which means the advantage of MI is not evident
in the first task (the accuracy of other MI-based methods is
also low in the first task). However, in the subsequent tasks,
the accuracy of EMI is consistently the highest.

C. Feature Distribution Visualization

Diversity visualization. In OCIL, the network cannot
simultaneously view all data, and each data point is only
seen once. This makes it difficult to learn a uniform
feature distribution on the hyperspherical surface, leading to

confusion in the network’s learned knowledge. To intuitively
demonstrate this issue, we plot feature distributions using
kernel density estimation (KDE) in R2 and visualize the
distributions on angles in the training set of CIFAR-10
(M=1k) after the model is incrementally trained, as shown
in Fig. 4. We observe that the feature distribution of ER
is highly uneven. The features from the most recent task
(task 3) occupy approximately three-quarters of the space,
with a broader angle distribution and stronger responses
compared to earlier tasks (task 1 and task 2). However,
methods based on MI, such as OCM and OnPro, alleviate
this phenomenon to some extent, though task 3 still occupies
half of the feature space. In contrast, in our proposed EMI,
the distribution of features from the three tasks is much more
uniform, with clear boundaries between the distributions of
different tasks. This is because DMI leverages inter-class
samples to construct MI, enabling the network to learn
richer features, particularly edge and variant features. This
results in a more reasonable distribution of different data
and tasks, leading to a more balanced overall data distribution.

Representativeness and separability visualization. Fig. 5
displays t-SNE visualizations of features learned on the test set
of CIFAR-10 (M = 1k) using different methods: ER, OCM,
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TABLE III
ABLATION STUDIES ON CIFAR-100 (M = 1K). ”DUALNET” MEANS

USING DUALNET AS BACKBONE AND THE LOSS IS LOCM .

DualNet Ldmi Lrmi Lsmi Accuracy

23.7
✓ 26.8
✓ ✓ 30.1
✓ ✓ 29.1
✓ ✓ ✓ 32.0
✓ ✓ ✓ 31.1
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 32.5

OnPro, and EMI. For ER, the feature distribution is highly
disordered, characterized by overlapping feature distributions
between classes and the inability of intra-class sample features
to form compact clusters. In contrast, MI-based methods such
as OCM and OnPro demonstrate better performance. Their
intra-class sample distributions generally occupy distinct re-
gions separate from other classes. However, their distributions
are still not compact enough, and the class boundaries remain
indistinct. Our proposed EMI method addresses these issues
effectively. By utilizing RMI, we align intra-class samples with
the representative features of each class, resulting in a more
compact intra-class distribution. Furthermore, we employ SMI
to achieve clear separation between inter-class distributions,
thereby ensuring more distinct class boundaries.

D. Ablation Study

We conduct ablation experiments to analyze the contribution
of various components and choices made in EMI with 1k
(M=1k). The results are given in Tab. III

Ablation study for each compent. In our experiments, we
use a simplified ResNet as the backbone network and applied
the loss function Locm. ”DualNet,” mentioned in the second
row of Tab. III, refers to a backbone network composed
of a simplified ResNet and a parallel four-layer CNN. In
this setup, Locm only optimizes fast features, without any
loss function optimizing the slow features, resulting in a
2.9% increase in accuracy. This improvement is attributed
to the addition of a Slow Net for knowledge transform.
However, utilizing only fast features does not fully leverage
the potential of the DualNet architecture. The results in
the third row indicate that when DMI is used to optimize
slow features, accuracy increases to 30.1%, an improvement
of 6.4% over the baseline. This demonstrates that Ldmi
significantly enhances the depth and breadth of the learning
process, contributing to the acquisition of a more diverse
feature set and underscoring the necessity of optimizing slow
features. We also presents the results of an ablation study
on RMI in the fourth row. To evaluate the effectiveness of
RMI, we excluded the DMI component, meaning we did not
specifically optimize for slow features. The results show a
5.4% improvement over baseline, validating the effectiveness
of RMI. However, this is 1.0% lower than the result with
the DMI component included (third row), again highlighting
the importance of optimizing slow features. Furthermore,

TABLE IV
PARAMETER ANALYSIS ON THE CIFAR-100 IS PERFORMED FOR VARIOUS
α AND αb VALUES IN DMI. HERE, α AND αb SPECIFICALLY ARE THE

PARAMETERS FOR CALCULATION S AND Sb , RESPECTIVELY. GIVEN THE
DIFFERENT DISTRIBUTIONS OF X AND X b , THESE PARAMETERS ARE

CONSIDERED SEPARATELY.

αb = 0.0 αb = 0.2 αb = 0.4 αb = 0.6

α = 0.0 31.7 32.2 32.0 31.8
α = 0.1 32.2 32.5 32.3 32.0
α = 0.2 32.0 32.3 32.1 31.7
α = 0.3 32.0 32.0 31.8 31.2

TABLE V
PARAMETER ANALYSIS ON THE CIFAR-100 DATASET IS PERFORMED FOR

VARIOUS NP VALUES IN RMI. THIS TABLE DISPLAYS THE RESULTS IN
TERMS OF ACCURACY.

Np 1 3 6 9 12

Accuracy 31.5 32.0 32.5 32.3 32.1

when RMI and DMI are combined (fifth row), performance
reaches 32.0%, an 8.3% improvement over our baseline. This
is because the more general features learned by DMI are
effectively utilized by RMI, creating a synergistic effect where
the combined impact exceeds the sum of their individual
contributions. Finally, by integrating all the aforementioned
methods, we considered diversity, representativeness, and
separability in constructing the MI. As shown in the last row,
we achieved the best result, improving by 8.8% over our
baseline, reaching a score of 32.5%.

Parameter analysis for DMI. Additionally, we conduct a
parameter experiment for α in DMI, as shown in Tab. IV.
This experiment was performed on the CIFAR-100 dataset
with M = 1k. Notably, when both α and αb are set to 0, DMI
constructs MI only intra-class, resulting in lower performance
compared to when α and αb are nonzero. This indicates
that DMI effectively guides the learning of richer features.
The model achieves the highest accuracy when α = 0.1 and
αb = 0.2. However, further increases in α and αb deteriorate
the network’s performance. This is attributed to the overly
lenient similarity evaluation standards, which disrupt the
balance between intra-class and inter-class samples. This
imbalance leads to DMI with insufficient similarity, causing
the network to learn incorrect knowledge and leading to a
decline in performance.

Parameter analysis for RMI. We conduct an experiment
to evaluate the parameter Np in the RMI module in Tab. V.
For prototype calculation, we sampled Np instances from the
buffer for each class in the data stream. The results highlight
three key observations: (1) Even with a single sample (Np=1),
there is a notable performance improvement of 0.4 points
compared to not using RMI (sixth row in Tab. III). (2) The
network achieves optimal performance when Np is set to 6,
showing a 1.0 percentage point improvement over Np = 1.
(3) Increasing Np beyond 6 does not yield better results; in
fact, performance degradation is observed. We hypothesize
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TABLE VI
THE EFFICIENCY ANALYSIS EXPERIMENT IS CONDUCTED ON CIFAR-10

AND COMPARED WITH OTHER MI-BASED METHODS. WE HAVE RECORDED
THE GPU MEMORY USAGE AND THE TIME CONSUMED FOR EACH BATCH

DURING TRAINING.

OCM [19] OnPro [20] EMI (Ours)

Training Time (ms) 61.6 92.9 84.1
Memorey (GB) 3.2 4.5 3.8

that larger Np values introduce excessive noise into the
prototypes, thereby affecting the network’s performance.

Efficiency analysis. We conduct an efficiency analysis ex-
periment. As shown in the Tab. VI, the GPU memory usage
and time consumed per batch for training were recorded for
three MI-based methods: OCM, OnPro, and EMI. Comparing
the memory efficiency, OCM shows the lowest memory usage
at 3.2 GB, followed by EMI at 3.8 GB, and OnPro at the
highest with 4.5 GB. Regarding time efficiency, OCM is
the fastest with 61.6 ms per batch, EMI follows with 84.1
seconds, and OnPro is the slowest at 92.9 seconds. Although
EMI’s efficiency is moderate (worse than OCM but better
than OnPro), it offers significantly higher accuracy than both
methods, making it a valuable approach.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we propose a novel framework EMI, which
is designed to decouple knowledge in OCIL for the sake
of mitigating forgetting and improve novel plasticity. EMI
builds MI from the perspectives of diversity, representative-
ness, and separability. Specifically, we first employ inter-
class samples to construct DMI and maximize it to achieve
diversified knowledge. Then, we utilize prototypes to represent
the representative features of the data stream. By constructing
RMI between samples and prototypes as well as SMI between
prototypes, we achieve representative knowledge and separa-
bility knowledge. These two types of knowledge ensure the
consistency of intra-class knowledge and the differentiation of
inter-class knowledge. In the feature space, this results in a
more compact distribution of intra-class features and clearer
decision boundaries between inter-class features, thereby en-
hancing the stability and discriminative power of the network.
The experiments on several benchmark datasets show that the
proposed EMI achieve new SOTA results in OCIL.

Despite the significant effectiveness of the EMI framework,
the need to simultaneously optimize fast and slow features may
impose certain limitations on processing speed. This limitation
could affect the framework’s applicability in scenarios that
requires real-time training. In the future, we plan to improve
the processing efficiency of our EMI framework to further
enhance its performance in real-world applications.
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