
SegACIL: Solving the Stability-Plasticity Dilemma
in Class-Incremental Semantic Segmentation

Jiaxu Li1*, Songning Lai2*, Rui Li1,5*, Di Fang3, Kejia Fan1, Jianheng Tang4,
Yuhan Zhao1, Rongchang Zhao1, Dongzhan Zhou5, Yutao Yue2, Huiping Zhuang3†

1Central South University, 2The Hong Kong University of Science and Technology (Guangzhou),
3South China University of Technology, 4Peking University, 5Shanghai Artificial Intelligence Laboratory

Abstract—While deep learning has made remarkable progress
in recent years, models continue to struggle with catastrophic
forgetting when processing continuously incoming data. This
issue is particularly critical in continual learning, where the
balance between retaining prior knowledge and adapting to new
information-known as the stability-plasticity dilemma-remains a
significant challenge. In this paper, we propose SegACIL, a novel
continual learning method for semantic segmentation based on a
linear closed-form solution. Unlike traditional methods that require
multiple epochs for training, SegACIL only requires a single
epoch, significantly reducing computational costs. Furthermore,
we provide a theoretical analysis demonstrating that SegACIL
achieves performance on par with joint learning, effectively
retaining knowledge from previous data which makes it to
keep both stability and plasticity at the same time. Extensive
experiments on the Pascal VOC2012 dataset show that SegACIL
achieves superior performance in the sequential, disjoint, and
overlap settings, offering a robust solution to the challenges of
class-incremental semantic segmentation. Code is available at
https://github.com/qwrawq/SegACIL.

Index Terms—Analytic learning, class-incremental learning,
continual learning, semantic segmentation

I. INTRODUCTION

Deep learning has made substantial progress across a variety
of domains in computer vision. However, one critical challenge
in real-world applications is the continuous arrival of new data,
which requires the models to learn incrementally over time [1].
A simple method is to retrain models using the complete dataset,
but this process is both time-consuming and resource-intensive,
leading to considerable wastage of computational and financial
resources [2]. Moreover, past data may become unavailable
due to privacy concerns, further complicating retraining efforts.
An alternative approach is to train models directly on newly
arriving data, yet this strategy is often plagued by catastrophic
forgetting [3], where the model forgets previously acquired
knowledge when adapting to new information. To address this
issue, continual learning techniques are proposed to mitigate
the effects of forgetting while allowing models to adapt to new
data in an incremental fashion [4].

A challenge in continual learning is the stability-plasticity
dilemma [3], which involves balancing two conflicting goals:
stability and plasticity. Stability refers to a model’s ability to
retain knowledge from past tasks, while plasticity requires the

The first three authors contributed equally to this work.
†Corresponding author: hpzhuang@scut.edu.cn.

model to adapt to new incoming data. Striking the right balance
is essential for successful continual learning.

Existing continual learning methods primarily focus on
tasks such as image classification [5], object detection [6], and
semantic segmentation [7], [8]. Class-incremental semantic seg-
mentation (CSS), however, presents unique challenges. Unlike
traditional semantic segmentation, which operates on a fixed set
of classes, and unlike image-level tasks, such as classification,
which operate at a more abstract level, CSS involves pixel-level
granularity, making it particularly vulnerable to catastrophic
forgetting [3] where the model loses its ability to segment
earlier classes when learning new ones. Additionally, the
approach must effectively manage class relationships and
contextual information to avoid disrupting overall segmentation
performance. These complexities have spurred significant
research into tailored continual learning strategies for CSS.

Recent advancements in CSS can be roughly classified into
exemplar-free and exemplar-replay approaches. Exemplar-free
methods aim to retain knowledge from previously encountered
data without storing explicit exemplars. These methods often
employ self-supervised learning [9], regularization techniques
[7], [8], or dynamic network architectures [10], [11]. Exemplar-
replay methods, on the other hand, rely on strategies such as
sample replay, feature replay, and auxiliary dataset integration
[12], or pseudo-data generated by generative models [13]. While
these methods have shown promise in retaining knowledge
over time, they still face challenges in terms of computational
efficiency and memory usage.

To address these issues, we propose SegACIL, a novel
method that leverages a linear closed-form solution for CSS.
Unlike existing methods that require multiple epochs to achieve
incremental learning, SegACIL requires only a single epoch
training, significantly reducing both time and financial costs.
Our method ensures complete knowledge retention without
forgetting, making it highly efficient and suitable for real-world
applications. Furthermore, SegACIL incorporates theoretical
advancements from analytic learning, which has recently
gained traction as an alternative to conventional gradient-
based methods [14]. By directly calculating neural network
parameters, analytic learning methods overcome key challenges
associated with back-propagation, including gradient vanishing
and the instability of iterative training processes [14], [15].
These methods have been applied to various domains, including
images [15]–[17] and time series [18] classification, few-shot
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learning [19], long-tailed learning [20], [21], federated learning
[22] and reinforcement learning [23]. Drawing inspiration from
recent advancements, SegACIL, a system for CSS, leverages
analytic learning to tackle the stability-plasticity dilemma,
thereby achieving superior performance in its domain.

We further propose a pseudo-labeling technique to address
the semantic drift issue, which occurs when previously learned
categories are labeled as background in subsequent steps across
both the disjoint, and overlap settings. Extensive experiments
on the Pascal VOC2012 dataset [24] demonstrate that SegACIL
outperforms existing methods, achieving superior performance
across all three settings: sequential, disjoint, and overlap.

In summary, the contributions of this paper are as follows: (i)
We introduce an analytical learning-based framework designed
for CSS; (ii) we incorporated a pseudo-labeling technique into
our framework to address the semantic drift in the disjoint
and overlap settings. (iii) we provide theoretical proof that
SegACIL achieves performance on par with joint learning in
continual learning, validated through extensive experiments on
the Pascal VOC2012 dataset, outperforming current advanced
methods in CSS.

II. PROBLEM DEFINITION AND SETUPS

A. Preliminaries

To introduce our proposed strategies, we begin by defining
the semantic segmentation task, which aims to assign a class
label to each pixel in an image. The input image space is
represented as U ∈ RH×W×3, where H and W denote the
spatial dimensions. The set of possible classes is C = {ci}C−1

i=0 ,
and the output space, representing the segmentation map, is
V ∈ CH×W . Given a training dataset T = {(un,vn)}Nn=1,
where each pair (un,vn) ∈ U × V , the objective is to learn a
mapping function M that predicts a pixel-wise class probability
distribution: M : U → RH×W×C . The segmentation mask is
subsequently computed as: v̂n = argmaxc∈C M(un)[h,w, c],
where h = 1, . . . ,H , w = 1, . . . ,W , and M(un)[h,w, c]
indicates the probability of pixel (h,w) belonging to class
c. In practice, M is often implemented as an autoencoder
composed of an encoder E and a classifier Φ.

In the traditional supervised learning paradigm, the entire
training set T is available at once, and the model is trained
in a single step. However, in the context of continual learning,
training occurs iteratively, with each step introducing new
categories alongside a subset of the training data. This process
spans multiple steps, denoted as {Step-1, Step-2, · · · , Step-T}.
At step t, the label set Ct−1 is expanded by adding a new set of
categories St, resulting in an updated label set Ct = Ct−1 ∪St.
Concurrently, a new training subset Tt ⊂ U × Ct is introduced,
which is used to update the previous model Mt−1 to Mt.
At step t = 1, a standard supervised training procedure is
applied to a subset of data and classes. Following the principles
of incremental class learning, it is assumed that the newly
introduced class sets are mutually exclusive, except for the
background class c0, i.e., Si ∩ Sj = {c0}.

In CSS, the aim is to learn a mapping function M , pa-
rameterized by θt, using the newly introduced data Tt =

{(ut
n,v

t
n)}N

t

n=1. The goal is to minimize the model’s loss on Tt
while preserving its performance on previously learned tasks.
This requires balancing the model’s plasticity for learning
new tasks and its stability for retaining prior knowledge. The
universal optimization objective in CSS is expressed as:

min
θt

[λ1Lbase(θt, θt−1, Tt, Ct−1) + λ2Lnew(θt, Tt, Ct)] , (1)

where Lnew measures the loss for new tasks, while Lbase

ensures that the updated model θt retains knowledge from the
previous model θt−1. The coefficients λ1 and λ2 control the
trade-off between retaining prior knowledge and learning new
categories.

Different learning settings are considered for CSS, depending
on the availability and labeling of categories during incremental
learning. These settings—sequential, disjoint, and overlap—are
detailed below.

B. Incremental Learning Settings

Sequential Setting. In the sequential setting, labels for both
previously learned and newly introduced categories are available
simultaneously during each incremental learning step. This
scenario reduces ambiguity as all categories are explicitly
labeled, making it relatively straightforward.
Disjoint Setting. The disjoint setting introduces complexity
by labeling previously learned categories as background in
the current task. This phenomenon, known as semantic drift,
challenges the model to differentiate between real background
and previously learned classes. Consequently, this setting is
more challenging than the sequential setting.
Overlap Setting. The overlap setting further complicates the
learning process. Here, only new categories and the background
are labeled, but the background label can encompass true
background, previously learned categories, and future categories
that have not yet been introduced. This ambiguity makes the
overlap setting the most challenging.

III. METHOD

A. Gradient Descent-Based Training

The overview of our method is shown in (1). First, we use
gradient descent to train a regular classifier in the initial training
step, which includes multiple training epochs. Theoretically, it
can be composed of any commonly network structure with a
classifier. The feature map extracted by the encoder is

uencoder = E(u), (2)

where uencoder ∈ RH∗×W∗×dencoder , H∗ and W ∗ are usually
smaller than H and W . Then, the predicted v̂ is obtained
through a classification head, i.e.

v̂ = fupsample(Φuencoder), (3)

where fupsample upsamples the feature map to the same size as
the ground truth v with the bilinear interpolation operation.

After training, we save and freeze the encoder and treat the
encoder as a feature extractor.
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Fig. 1. Schematic Overview of Our Framework. Subfigure (a) illustrates Step 0, showcasing Gradient Descent-Based Training on Dataset 1. Subfigure (b)
highlights Step 1, demonstrating Regression-Based Realignment on Dataset 1 to obtain the Ψ1 and Φ1 matrices. Finally, Subfigure (c) depicts the general
process of incremental learning in SegACIL, specifically the recursive update of the Ψ and Φ matrices.

B. Regression-Based Realignment
After the Gradient Descent-Based Training phase, we transi-

tion to the Regression-Based Realignment step. In this stage, the
analytical classifier supplants the previous classifier, utilizing
the analytical classifier as the foundational mechanism. This
step encompasses three main sub-steps:
(i) Feature Extraction. Initially, we generate the feature matrix,
denoted as Uencoder

1 , by feeding the input tensor Utrain
1 through

the trained encoder network:

Uencoder
1 = E(Utrain

1 ), (4)

where Utrain
1 ∈ RB×H×W , Uencoder

1 ∈ RN1×dencoder , N1 = B ×
H∗ ×W ∗ and B represents batch size.
(ii) Feature Expansion with RHL. Instead of directly con-
necting these features to the classification output through a
single classifier layer, we introduce a Randomly-initialized
Hidden Layer (RHL). This involves expanding the feature
matrix Uencoder

1 into U
(E)
1 as follows:

U
(E)
1 = fact(U

encoder
1 ΦE), (5)

where U
(E)
1 ∈ RN1×dE , and dE signifies the expanded feature

dimension (typically dencoder < dE) and we refer to the
expanded feature dimension as the buffer size. Here, fact repre-
sents the activation function, and ΦE is the expansion matrix
initialized with elements drawn from a normal distribution.

Role of the RHL. The RHL is essential for enlarging the
parameter space, thereby facilitating more effective analytical
learning. By projecting the original features into a higher-
dimensional space, the RHL enhances the model’s ability to
detect complex patterns and relationships within the data. This
increase in dimensionality allows the model to grasp deeper
insights and recognize subtle and intricate connections that
may not be apparent in a lower-dimensional setting.

(iii) Linear Regression Mapping. Finally, the expanded
features U

(E)
1 are used to predict the label matrix Vtrain

1

through a linear regression approach. This involves solving the
following optimization problem:

argmin
Φ1

(∥Vtrain
1 −U

(E)
1 Φ1∥2F + γ∥Φ1∥2F), (6)

where γ is a regularization parameter, ∥·∥F is the Frobenius
norm, and Vtrain

1 ∈ RN1×dC1 is obtained by applying bilinear
interpolation to the ground truth to match the dimensions
(H∗ ×W ∗). The optimal solution to this problem is:

Φ̂1 =
(
U

(E)⊤
1 U

(E)
1 + γI

)−1

U
(E)⊤
1 Vtrain

1 , (7)

where I is the identity matrix, −1 represents the matrix inversion
operation, and ⊤ denotes the matrix transpose operation.

C. Class-Incremental Semantic Segmentation Learning

After completing the Regression-Based Realignment, we
proceed with the CSS process in a recursive and analytical
manner. To demonstrate this, Without loss of generality, let
Vtrain

1:t−1, Vtrain
1:t and U(E)

1:t−1, U(E)
1:t, be the accumulated label and

feature matrices at steps t− 1 and t, and they are related via

Vtrain
1:t =

[
Vtrain

1:t−1 0

V̇train
t V̈train

t

]
, U(E)

1:t =

[
U(E)

1:t−1

U(E)
t

]
. (8)

The block matrix is due to the covered-uncovered partition

Vtrain
t =

[
V̇train

t V̈train
t

]
, (9)

where V̇train
t ∈ RNt×dCt−1 is the projected covered matrix and

V̈train
t ∈ RNt×(dCt−dCt−1

) is the projected uncovered matrix.
They correspond to segments displaying the appearance of



covered classes and uncovered classes. The learning problem
can then be formulated as:

argmin
Φt−1

(∥Vtrain
1:t−1 −U

(E)
1:t−1Φt−1∥2F + γ∥Φt−1∥2F), (10)

according to Eqn (7), at step t− 1, we have:

Φ̂t−1 =
(
U

(E)⊤
1:t−1U1:t−1 + γI

)−1

U
(E)⊤
1:t−1V

train
1:t−1, (11)

where Φ̂t−1 ∈ RdE×
∑t−1

i=1 dSi , with the column size expanding
as t increases. Let

Ψt−1 =
(
U

(E)⊤
1:t−1U

(E)
1:t−1 + γI

)−1

(12)

be the inverted auto-correlation matrix, which captures the
correlation information from both current and past samples.
Building on this, the goal is to compute Φ̂t using only Φ̂t−1,
Ψt−1, and the current step’s data Utrain

t , without involving
historical samples such as U1:t−1. The process is formulated
as shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The Φ weights, recursively obtained by

Φ̂t =
[
Φ̂t−1 −ΨtU

(E)
t U

(E)⊤
t Φ̂t−1 +ΨtU

(E)⊤
t V̇train

t ΨtU
(E)⊤
t V̈train

t

]
(13)

are equivalent to those obtained from Eqn (11) for step t. The
matrix Ψt can also be recursively updated by

Ψt =
(
Ψ−1

t−1 +U
(E)⊤
t U

(E)
t

)−1

(14)

Proof. See the supplementary materials.

As stated in Theorem 1, our framework provides a recursive
update for the Φ weights without losing any historical infor-
mation. First, the base model is trained on the initial dataset
(e.g. to compute Φ̂1), and the CSS process continues using the
recursive formulation to obtainΦ̂t for t > 1.
Absolute Memory and Privacy-Preserving. We theoretically
prove that the continual learning performance of SegACIL is
equivalent to joint learning, thus achieving absolute memory.
At the same time, we do not need to access historical data.
Instead, we store all historical information using the Φ matrix
and make it impossible to retrieve historical data through reverse
engineering from the Φ matrix. This ensures privacy protection,
which is important in privacy-sensitive domains.

D. Pseudo-Labels

In both disjoint and overlap settings, previously learned
classes are treated as background in the current task, a
phenomenon commonly referred to as semantic drift. To address
this issue, we adopt the use of pseudo-labels, following the
approaches proposed in prior work [28].

The definition of pseudo-labels is formalized as follows:

v̂t =


vt, if vt ∈ St

vt, if (vt ∈ c0) ∧
(
max(Ωt−1) < τ

)
v̂t−1, if (vt ∈ c0) ∧

(
max(Ωt−1) ≥ τ

) (15)

where Ωt−1 ∈ RH×W×Ct−1 is the output of the previous model
Mt−1, and τ is a threshold that determines whether the pixel

labeled as background (vt ∈ c0) should adopt pseudo-labels
generated by the prior model. This approach mitigates the
semantic drift issue in both disjoint and overlap settings.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

Dataset. We selected the Pascal VOC2012 dataset for CSS.
It contains 21 classes. This dataset features wild scenes, with
10,582 images used for training and 1,449 images for validation.
CSS Learning Protocol. The classes of the images for the
current step include Ct−1 ∪ St. In each step, we continuously
introduce new classes for learning. For ∀i,∀j and i ̸= j, it
holds that Si∩Sj = ∅. In an m-n setting, the model first learns
m classes, and in each subsequent step, it incrementally learns
n classes. For the Pascal VOC2012 dataset, we adopted the
15-1 and 15-5 for the sequential setting. And we adopted 15-1
and 10-1 for both the disjoint and overlap settings.
Evaluation Metrics. We use the widely-adopted mean
Intersection-over-Union (mIoU) metric to calculate the average
IoU value across all classes. To comprehensively evaluate CSS
performance, we compute mIoU values separately for initial
classes C1, incremental classes CT − C1, and all classes CT .
Implementation Details. We used DeepLabv3 as the decoder
and ResNet101 as the encoder, which was pretrained on
ImageNet-1K. For initial training on the Pascal VOC2012
dataset, we set the number of epochs to 50 and the batch size
to 16. We employed SGD as the optimizer with a learning
rate of 10−2, a momentum of 0.9, and a weight decay of 10−4.
A polynomial learning rate schedule was applied. The loss
function used was binary cross-entropy (BCE) loss. In the
continual learning step, we set the buffer size to 8192, γ to 1,
and the threshold for pseudo-labels to 0.6 in both the disjoint
and overlap settings, using ReLU as the activation function.
The images were resized to 513× 513, and data augmentation
followed the practices of previous work, including random
scaling, random flipping, and random cropping. All experiments
were conducted using PyTorch on an A100 GPU.

A. Results

Stability. As shown in Tables I and II, SegACIL excels in
performance on previously learned classes compared to all
other methods, highlighting its stability.
Plasticity. As shown in Tables I and II SegACIL also out-
performs most other methods in incremental learning classes,
demonstrating its plasticity.
Why SegACIL sovles the stability-Plasticity Dilemma? The
underlying reason is detailed in Theorem 1, which proves
that the continual learning performance is equivalent to joint
learning, ensuring absolute memory. This property is further
reflected in the results for the sequential 15-1 and 15-5 settings,
which are identical.

B. Ablation Studies

Buffer Size Analysis. In the sequential 15-1 setting, we fix
γ = 1 and choose different buffer sizes. The mIoU increases
with buffer size shown in Figure 2. A larger buffer size also
implies higher computational cost, necessitating a trade-off.



TABLE I
CLASS-INCREMENTAL CSS QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON ON PASCAL VOC2012 IN MIOU (%) UNDER sequential SETTING. THE RESULTS OF THE

COMPARISON METHOD ARE DIRECTLY TAKEN FROM THE ORIGINAL WORK AND [3]. FOR THE BEST RESULTS, WE USE BOLD FORMATTING.

Method Year Model 15-1 (6 steps) 15-5 (2 steps)
0-15 16-20 all 0-15 16-20 all

Se
qu

en
tia

l

fine tuning - DeepLabv3+ 49.0 17.8 41.6 62.0 38.1 56.3
LwF [5] TPAMI2018 DeepLabv3+ 33.7 13.7 29.0 68.0 43.0 62.1
LwF-MC [25] CVPR2017 DeepLabv3+ 12.1 1.9 9.7 70.6 19.5 58.4
ILT [7] ICCVW2019 DeepLabv3+ 49.2 30.3 48.3 71.3 47.8 65.7
CIL [26] ITSC2020 DeepLabv3+ 52.4 22.3 45.2 63.8 39.8 58.1
MiB [8] CVPR2020 DeepLabv3+ 35.7 11.0 29.8 73.0 44.4 66.1
SDR [27] CVPR2021 DeepLabv3+ 58.5 10.1 47.0 73.6 46.7 67.2
SDR+MiB [27] CVPR2021 DeepLabv3+ 58.1 11.8 47.1 74.6 43.8 67.3
SegACIL (Ours) DeepLabv3 78.1 42.0 70.0 78.1 42.0 70.0

TABLE II
CLASS-INCREMENTAL CSS QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON ON PASCAL VOC2012 IN MIOU (%) UNDER disjoint AND overlapped SETTINGS. THE RESULTS OF

THE COMPARISON METHOD ARE DIRECTLY TAKEN FROM THE ORIGINAL WORK AND [3]. FOR THE BEST RESULTS WE USE BOLD FORMATTING.

Method Year Model 15-1 (6 steps) 10-1 (11 steps)
0-15 16-20 all 0-10 11-20 all

D
is

jo
in

t

fine tuning - DeepLabv3 0.20 1.80 0.60 6.30 1.10 3.80
MiB [8] CVPR2020 DeepLabv3 46.20 12.90 37.90 9.50 4.10 6.90
PLOP [28] CVPR2021 DeepLabv3 57.86 13.67 46.48 9.70 7.00 8.40
SDR [27] CVPR2021 DeepLabv3+ 59.40 14.30 48.70 17.30 11.00 14.30
RCIL [29] CVPR2022 DeepLabv3 66.10 18.20 54.70 30.60 4.70 18.20
SegACIL(Ours) DeepLabv3 77.66 40.33 68.77 70.85 42.13 57.17

O
ve

rl
ap

pe
d

fine tuning - DeepLabv3 0.20 1.80 0.60 6.30 2.80 4.70
EWC [30] PNAS2017 DeepLabv3 0.30 4.30 1.30 - - -
LwF-MC [25] CVPR2017 DeepLabv3 6.40 8.40 6.90 4.65 5.90 4.95
ILT [7] ICCVW2019 DeepLabv3 4.90 7.80 5.70 7.15 3.67 5.50
MiB [8] CVPR2020 DeepLabv3 34.22 13.50 29.29 12.25 13.09 12.65
PLOP [28] CVPR2021 DeepLabv3 65.12 21.11 54.64 44.03 15.51 30.45
UCD+PLOP [31] TPAMI2022 DeepLabv3 66.30 21.60 55.10 42.30 28.30 35.30
REMINDER [32] CVPR2022 DeepLabv3 68.30 27.23 58.52 - - -
RCIL [29] CVPR2022 DeepLabv3 70.60 23.70 59.40 55.40 15.10 34.30
SPPA [33] ECCV2022 DeepLabv3 66.20 23.30 56.00 - - -
CAF [34] TMM2022 DeepLabv3 55.70 14.10 45.30 - - -
AWT+MiB [35] WACV2023 DeepLabv3 59.10 17.20 49.10 33.20 18.00 26.00
EWF+MiB [36] CVPR2023 DeepLabv3 78.00 25.50 65.50 56.00 16.70 37.30
GSC [37] TMM2024 DeepLabv3 72.10 24.40 60.80 50.60 17.30 34.70
SegACIL(Ours) DeepLabv3 79.16 38.00 69.36 75.02 41.20 58.91

offline - DeepLabv3 79.77 72.35 77.43 78.41 76.35 77.43

2500 5000 7500 10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

Buffer Size

67%

68%

69%

70%

m
Io

U 
(%

)

mIoU

Fig. 2. Sequential 15-1 setting with different buffer size values.

Regularization Term Analysis. In the sequential 15-1 setting,
we fixed the buffer size to 8192 and chose different values for
γ. From Table III, it can be observed that the model is robust
to the γ parameter, as the mIoU varies only slightly. This
indicates that extensive parameter tuning for γ is unnecessary.
Pseudo-labels Threshold Analysis. In the overlap 10-1 setting,
we fix the buffer size to 8192 and γ to 1, and select different
threshold values. As shown in Table IV, smaller thresholds

TABLE III
SEQUENTIAL 15-1 SETTING WITH DIFFERENT γ VALUES.

γ 0-10 11-21 all

0.01 0.780613 0.411548 0.692741
0.1 0.780613 0.411548 0.692741
1 0.781369 0.420454 0.695437

10 0.780613 0.411538 0.692738
100 0.780615 0.411456 0.692720

such as 0.6 perform better, while larger values like 0.8 result
in poorer performance, which is almost equivalent to having
no pseudo-labels. This is because higher thresholds filter out
the majority of pseudo-labels.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose SegACIL, an analytic learning-
based method to address the stability-plasticity dilemma in
CSS. Our approach achieves performance equivalent to joint
learning. Experiments of the three settings (sequential, disjoint,



TABLE IV
THRESHOLD VALUES ON THE OVERLAP 10-1 SETTING AND W/O MEANS NO

PSEUDO-LABELS ARE USED.

τ 0-10 11-21 all

0.6 0.750170 0.412011 0.589142
0.7 0.733776 0.370846 0.560952
0.8 0.719293 0.352994 0.544865
0.9 0.719273 0.352995 0.544855
w/o 0.718298 0.361908 0.548588

and overlap) on the Pascal VOC2012 dataset demonstrate
SegACIL’s superior performance, offering a groundbreaking
solution for CSS.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL FOR SEGACIL: SOLVING THE STABILITY-PLASTICITY DILEMMA IN CLASS-INCREMENTAL
SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION

A. Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. At phase t− 1, we have

Φ̂t−1 = (U(E)
1:t−2U

(E)
1:t−2 +U(E)⊤

t−1 U
(E)
1:t−1 + γI)−1

[
U(E)

1:t−1V
train
1:t−2 +U(E)⊤

t−1 V̇
train
t−1 U(E)⊤

t−1 V̈
train
t

]
. (16)

Hence, at phase t, we have

Φ̂t = (U(E)
1:t−1U

(E)
1:t−1 +U(E)⊤

t U(E)
t + γI)−1

[
U(E)

1:t−1V
(E)
1:t−1 +U(E)⊤

t V̇train
t U(E)⊤

t V̈train
t

]
. (17)

We have defined the autocorrelation memory matrix Ψt−1 in the paper via

Ψt−1 = (U(E)
1:t−2U

(E)
1:t−2 +U(E)⊤

t−1 U
(E)
t−1 + γI)−1. (18)

To facilitate subsequent calculations, here we also define a cross-correlation matrix Qt−1, i.e.,

Qt−1 =
[
U(E)

1:t−1V
train
1:t−2 +U(E)⊤

t−1 V̇
train
t−1 U(E)⊤

t−1 V̈
train
t

]
. (19)

Thus we can rewrite Eqn (16) as

Φ̂t−1 = Ψt−1Qt−1. (20)

Therefore, at phase t we have

Φ̂t = ΨtQt. (21)

From Eqn (18), we can recursively calculate Ψt from Ψt−1, i.e.,

Ψt =
(
Ψ−1

t−1 +U(E)⊤
t U(E)

t

)−1

. (22)

Hence, Ψt can be recursively updated using its last-phase counterpart Ψt−1 and data from the current phase (i.e., U(E)
t ).

This proves the recursive calculation of the autocorrelation memory matrix.
Next, we derive the recursive formulation of Φ̂t. To this end, we also recurse the cross-correlation matrix Qt at phase t, i.e.,

Qt =
[
U(E)

1:t−1Y
(E)
1:t−1 +U(E)⊤

t V̇train
t U(E)⊤

t V̈train
t

]
= Q′

t−1 +
[
U(E)⊤

t V̇train
t U(E)⊤

t V̈train
t

]
, (23)

where

Q′
t−1 =

{[
Qt−1 0d(E)×(dCt−dCt−1

)

]
, dCt

> dCt−1

Qt−1, dCt
= dCt−1

. (24)

Note that the concatenation in Eqn (24) is due to the assumption that Vtrain
1:t at phase t contains more data classes (hence

more columns) than Vtrain
1:t−1. It is possible that there are no new classes appear at phase t, then V̈train

t should be 0.
Similar to what Eqn (24) does,

Φ̂(t−1)′ =

{[
Φ̂t−1 0d(E)×(dCt−dCt−1

)

]
, dCt > dCt−1

Φ̂t−1, dCt = dCt−1

(25)

We have

Φ̂(t−1)′ = Ψt−1Q
′
t−1. (26)

Hence, Φ̂t can be rewritten as

Φ̂t = ΨtQt

= Ψt(Q
′
t−1 +

[
U(E)⊤

t V̇train
t U(E)⊤

t V̈train
t

]
)

= ΨtQ
′
t−1 +ΨtU
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t
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]
. (27)

By substituting Eqn (??) into ΨtQ
′
t−1, we have

ΨtQ
′
t−1 = Ψt−1Q

′
t−1 −Ψt−1U

(E)⊤
t (I+U(E)

t Ψt−1U
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t )−1U(E)
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′
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(E)⊤
t (I+U(E)
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To simplify this equation, let Kt = (I+U(E)
t Ψt−1U

(E)⊤
t )−1. Since

I = KtK
−1
t = Kt(I+U(E)

t Ψt−1U
(E)⊤
t ),

we have Kt = I−KtU
(E)
t Ψt−1U

(E)⊤
t . Therefore,

Ψt−1U
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t (I+U(E)

t Ψt−1U
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t )−1

= Ψt−1U
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t Kt
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t KtU

(E)
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t

= ΨtU
(E)⊤
t . (29)

Substituting Eqn (29) into Eqn (28), ΨtQ
′
t−1 can be written as

ΨtQ
′
t−1 = Φ̂(t−1)′ −ΨtU

(E)⊤
t U(E)

t Ψ̂(t−1)′. (30)

Substituting Eqn (30) into Eqn (27) implies that

Φ̂t = Φ̂(t−1)′ −ΨtU
(E)⊤
t U(E)

t Φ̂(t−1)′ +ΨtU
(E)⊤
t

[
V̇train
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=

[
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t U(E)
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t

]
(31)

which completes the proof.
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