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Abstract

Open-Set Domain Generalization (OSDG) is a challenging task requiring models to accurately predict
familiar categories while minimizing confidence for unknown categories to effectively reject them in
unseen domains. While the OSDG field has seen considerable advancements, the impact of label
noise—a common issue in real-world datasets—has been largely overlooked. Label noise can mislead
model optimization, thereby exacerbating the challenges of open-set recognition in novel domains.
In this study, we take the first step towards addressing Open-Set Domain Generalization under
Noisy Labels (OSDG-NL) by constructing dedicated benchmarks derived from widely used OSDG
datasets, including PACS and DigitsDG. We evaluate baseline approaches by integrating techniques
from both label denoising and OSDG methodologies, highlighting the limitations of existing strategies
in handling label noise effectively. To address these limitations, we propose HyProMeta, a novel
framework that integrates hyperbolic category prototypes for label noise-aware meta-learning alongside
a learnable new-category agnostic prompt designed to enhance generalization to unseen classes. Our
extensive experiments demonstrate the superior performance of HyProMeta compared to state-of-the-
art methods across the newly established benchmarks. The source code of this work is released at
https://github.com/KPeng9510/HyProMeta.

Keywords: Open-set domain generalization, label noise learning, prompt learning.

1 Introduction category shift during the test phase. In this task,
) o models are required to provide accurate predictions
Open-Set Domain Generalization (OSDG) rep- for categories encountered during training while as-

resents a critical generalization problem that

signing low confidence scores to unseen categories
combines the dual challenges of domain shift and

from new domains. OSDG is particularly relevant


https://github.com/KPeng9510/HyProMeta

in real-world applications with diverse and dynamic
conditions, such as healthcare [35], security [5], and
autonomous driving [22], where new domains and
categories frequently arise during deployment. Re-
cent advancements in OSDG have often adopted
meta-learning frameworks [66, 57], where train-
ing involves simulating various cross-domain tasks
to enhance generalization. These methods rely on
precise a priori knowledge from source domains
and known categories to learn discriminative em-
beddings that enable accurate predictions in new
domains and new categories during testing.

The presence of label noise further exacerbates
the challenges of OSDG, as it undermines the reli-
ability of the a priori knowledge derived from the
training set. Despite its importance, the issue of
label noise in OSDG has been largely overlooked
by the research community. While extensive ef-
forts have been made to address label noise in
general classification tasks, existing methods such
as relabeling approaches [75, 80, 38], data pruning
techniques [30, 27, 85, 40], and loss-based noise-
agnostic methods [72, 48, 79, 74] focus primarily
on identifying and correcting noisy labels, prun-
ing noisy datasets, or optimizing selectively based
on loss values. However, these approaches do not
account for the additional complexity of generaliz-
ing to unseen domains and distinguishing unseen
categories, which are essential in OSDG.

To address this gap, we for the first time sys-
tematically investigate the impact of label noise
on open-set domain generalization. In this work,
we introduce two novel benchmarks for OSDG un-
der noisy label settings, based on the widely-used
PACS [33] and DigitsDG [81] datasets. We evalu-
ate a wide range of well-established methods from
both the OSDG and noisy label learning fields as
baselines. Our experiments reveal that these base-
line approaches face significant limitations in this
new setting. Specifically, OSDG methods are highly
sensitive to label noise, while noisy label learning
approaches struggle to handle the large domain
shifts and label shifts inherent in the train-test
split of OSDG task.

To overcome these challenges, we propose a
novel method, named HyProMeta, specifically de-
signed to address the problem of open-set domain
generalization under label noise.

HyProMeta incorporates a meta-learning frame-
work designed to leverage samples with relatively
clean labels alongside those potentially containing
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Figure 1: Illustration of the Open-Set Domain
Generalization under Noisy Label (OSDG-NL)
task. Different shapes (e.g., circles, triangles,
squares) symbolize distinct domains, while their
respective colors represent various categories. A
subset of these samples, outlined in red, indicates
the presence of label noise. The objective of this
task is to train a model capable of leveraging robust
priors derived from source domains, despite label
noise, to achieve precise classification of known
categories while assigning low confidence scores to
novel, unseen categories in a new target domain.

label noise, aiming to minimize losses on in-domain
and cross-domain samples identified as clean to-
gether with the new corrected in-domain samples
which are recognized with label noise. To estimate
clean and noisy sample sets, categorical cluster
centers in hyperbolic space are utilized to achieve
effective separation, facilitating the meta-learning
process. Samples identified as noisy are relabeled
based on their nearest cluster center within the
hyperbolic space. To address challenges posed
by out-of-distribution samples within one specific
known category, where hard samples may exhibit
significant hyperbolic uncertainty relative to their
corresponding prototypes and confuse the label
noise judgment, we introduce a learnable prompt
for prompt-based mixed category augmentation
to enhance model generalization towards new cat-
egories. The learnable prompt, with dimensions
identical to the input images, is incorporated into
a data augmentation strategy. Specifically, two
samples from different classes are mixed, and a
fixed-size window on the mixed image is randomly
selected and replaced with the corresponding re-
gion from the learnable prompt. We do not directly



use similarity-based metric learning within the
sample domain and category to avoid the model
from overfitting on samples with label noise. The
resulting augmented sample is then classified as an
additional category to represent out-of-distribution
data, which aims at implicitly improving the gen-
eralizability of the model on unseen samples by
delivering low confidence scores on the existing
categories.

Our approach demonstrates state-of-the-art
performance on two newly constructed bench-
marks, highlighting its effectiveness in addressing
noisy label learning across diverse domains.

The contributions of this paper are summarized
as follows:

® To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
work to explore the task of Open-Set Domain
Generalization under Noisy Labels (OSDG-
NL). We establish two benchmarks for this
purpose, leveraging methodologies from both
the open-set domain generalization and label
noise learning paradigms, using PACS [33]
and DigitsDG [81] datasets.

e To effectively tackle the challenges inherent
to OSDG-NL, we propose a novel approach
named HyProMeta, which employs hyperbolic
categorical prototypes for label noise-aware
meta-learning and introduces new category-
aware prompt learning to enhance the model’s
generalizability to unseen categories and assist
the meta-learning.

® The proposed HyProMeta approach achieves
state-of-the-art performances on the two con-
structed benchmarks, demonstrating high gen-
eralizability across varying label noise ratios,
noise types, and backbone architectures.

2 Related Work

2.1 Open-Set Domain Generalization

Open-set domain generalization consists of two
interconnected challenges targeting the general-
izability of deep learning models, which are the
domain generalization challenge and the open-set
recognition challenge. Open-set recognition focuses
on rejecting instances of unknown categories dur-
ing inference by assigning them low confidence
scores [20, 53] while domain generalization involves
training a deep learning model on multiple source

domains and enabling it to generalize effectively
to unseen domains at test time [60, 64].

Different approaches are adopted to deal with
these two different data shifts existing in train and
test sets respectively. Open-set recognition is well-
explored by the community through the proposal
of techniques such as evidential learning [65, 77, 2],
logits calibration [53], GAN-based approaches [31],
reconstruction-based methods [73, 25], and re-
ciprocal point-based models [7, 8], while domain
generalization strategies aim to bridge the domain
gap using a variety of techniques, including data
augmentation [67, 51, 83, 21, 82, 37, 39], domain-
specific normalization [54], domain adversarial
training [19], and GAN-based methods [9, 34].

When tackling the aforementioned two chal-
lenges at the same time in open-set domain
generalization, most of the research works explored
how to achieve good generalizability towards dif-
ferent domains and adopted settings where the
known categories are not equally distributed in
each source domain [18, 58, 4, 7, 42, 76]. Among
them, Katsumata et al. [28] presented a metric
learning-based approach to create a discrimina-
tive embedding space, aiding open-set domain
generalization. Domain-augmented meta-learning
is proposed by Shu et al. [57] to tackle the
open-set domain generalization problem by in-
troducing more diverse data distributions during
training time. Bose et al. [4] introduced ODG-Net,
which leverages GANs to synthesize data from a
union of training domains, improving cross-domain
performance. Wang et al. [66] made notable con-
tributions by formalizing new Open-Set Domain
Generalization (OSDG) protocols, where all source
domains share the same predefined seen category
set. Within these new proposed protocols, meta-
learning-based approaches [52, 66] show promising
performances when dealing with OSDG tasks. In
this work, we adopt the same OSDG settings
proposed by Wang et al. [66] on the leveraged
DigitsDG and PACS datasets. Our proposed new
method, HyProMeta, also adopts meta-learning as
the basic framework to deal with open-set domain
generalization while incorporating the label noise
agnostic learning enabled by hyperbolic space pro-
totypes and new-category aware prompt learning
to enhance the model’s generalizability.



2.2 Noisy Label Learning

Optimizing models with accurate labels is crucial
for most deep learning methods to enable them
to learn precise a priori knowledge from the pro-
vided samples [72]. In contrast, incorrect labels
can misguide the optimization process [13]. To ad-
dress the negative impact of label noise, researchers
have proposed various approaches from different
perspectives. For instance, methods introduced
in [71, 61, 87, 88, 41] aim to identify label noise by
modeling the probability of label corruption. Other
approaches, such as those in [59, 70, 11], focus on
detecting label noise prior to training.

Alternatively, sample re-weighting techniques
mitigate the influence of mislabeled samples by
assigning lower weights to their loss values [46].
Meta-learning-based methods [56, 68, 79] have also
shown promise in handling noisy labels by dy-
namically adapting the loss function and learning
optimal training strategies.

Dynamic sample selection approaches adopt a
semi-supervised framework to manage noisy data.
These methods begin training with a subset of
clean samples and incrementally incorporate mis-
labeled data in a controlled manner, enabling the
model to adapt effectively over time [23, 10, 36].
For instance, TCL [26] employs contrastive learn-
ing to develop robust representations and uses a
Gaussian Mixture Model for label mapping. Simi-
larly, PLM ([78] utilizes part-level labels to guide
the model in extracting richer and more detailed
information.

Several works have also explored noise-robust
loss functions [47, 49, 86] to improve optimization
in the presence of label noise. Other studies have
focused on employing proper regularization tech-
niques to minimize the adverse effects of noisy
labels [69, 12, 45]. For example, BadLabel [75]
implements a label-flipping attack, creating indis-
tinguishable loss values between clean and noisy
labels. Meanwhile, LSL [29] leverages structural
label information to improve learning from noisy
data.

Despite these advancements, most existing
approaches for learning with label noise fail to
address the challenges posed by domain shifts
and label distribution shifts encountered at test
time. This limitation presents significant robust-
ness challenges for handling noisy labels in the
field of Open-Set Domain Generalization (OSDG).

In this work, we, for the first time, focus on the
task of Open-Set Domain Generalization under
Noisy Labels (OSDG-NL). We introduce two novel
benchmarks based on the well-established OSDG
datasets, namely PACS [33] and DigitsDG [81], by
incorporating various levels of label noise. Addi-
tionally, we select diverse methods from the OSDG
and label noise learning fields to serve as baselines.
We further propose a novel approach, HyProMeta,
which implements label noise-aware meta-learning
and demonstrates superior performance compared
to existing methods on the challenging OSDG-NL
task.

3 Benchmark

In this section, we first provide a detailed descrip-
tion of the proposed OSDG-NL task in Section 3.1.
The specific label noise settings are outlined in
Section 3.2. Subsequently, the datasets and base-
line methods utilized in this study are presented
in Section 3.3 and Section 3.4, respectively.

3.1 Task Description

In our task, wvarious domains p =
{D1,Da, ..., Dng} are available, we follow the leave
one out setting in [66] by choosing D,, as the
test domain, while the remaining domains from
Qps = Qp/{D;,} serve as source domains during
test phase. Let §2; denote the set of labels existing
in a dataset. To achieve open-set recognition,
Q, C € are chosen as unseen categories during
test phase, while Q C ; are known during train-
ing, where ; = Q, U Q. The sample from each
source domain consists of data-label pairs (xs,¥s),
where x; denotes the data and y, denotes the
label. In the noisy label setting, the labels of seen
categories in the source domains are perturbed and
denoted by ys. The goal of our task is to ask the
model to give accurate classification results on seen
categories for X§ = {(xF, y¥)|lyF € Q., X! € Dy}
while delivering low confidence score on unseen
categories for X = {(x}',y}) |y} € Qu,x}' € Dy}
in the test set, based on the a priori knowledge
provided by samples with label noise {ys} from
known categories in the source domains provided
by the train set.



3.2 Noisy Label Settings

To construct the first OSDG-NL benchmark, we
select two types of label noise, which are symmet-
ric and asymmetric label noises. Symmetric noise
involves randomly reassigning training labels to
other classes at predefined noise levels (20%, 50%,
80% in our work), simulating varying degrees of
label corruption. In contrast, asymmetric noise
considers the semantic similarity between classes,
altering labels more likely to the most related cate-
gories (e.g., “horse” might be mislabeled as “dog”).
We employ the BERT model [15] to extract se-
mantic features based on the textual description
of each class and measure the semantic categorical
distance using cosine similarity. Then, we use the
calculated similarity scores as weights for mislabel-
ing. For asymmetric noise, we set the label noise
ratio as 50%.

3.3 Datasets

PACS: The PACS [33] is a well-established dataset
in the OSDG field, which consists of 4 distinct do-
mains: Photo, Art Painting, Cartoon, and Sketch.
These domains introduce large visual domain shifts,
making PACS suitable for our task. The dataset
includes 9,991 images across 7 shared categories
(i-e., dog, elephant, giraffe, guitar, house, horse,
person). PACS is widely used in domain generaliza-
tion studies with a leave-one-domain-out protocol,
which is also leveraged in our work, where the
model is trained on three domains and tested on
the other domain. We follow the open-set proto-
col introduced by Wang et al. [66] by selecting the
last 1 category as the unseen category, where all
the categories are rearranged into alphabet order
according to their text descriptions.

DigitsDG: The Digits-DG [81] is another domain
generalization dataset, comprising 4 distinct do-
mains, i.e., mnist, mnist,,, svhn, and syn. Each
domain introduces distinct visual styles, ranging
from grayscale handwritten digits to real-world and
synthetic digit images, resulting in obvious domain
shifts. The dataset includes 10 shared classes (digits
0~9). We follow the open-set protocol introduced
by Wang et al. [66] by selecting the last 4 cate-
gories as unseen categories which are rearranged
into alphabet order.

3.4 Baselines

We employ well-established approaches in both the
open-set domain generalization field and the noisy
label learning field to construct our OSDG-NL
benchmarks.

Open-set domain generalization baselines:
We select 6 baselines from the open-set domain
generalization field, each exemplifying distinct
strategies to address domain generalization chal-
lenges. These methods cover a wide spectrum of
approaches, including meta-learning (MEDIC [66]
and MLDG [56]), adversarial learning (ARPL [7]),
data augmentation (MixStyle [83]), generative
modeling (ODGNet [4]), and optimization tech-
niques (SWAD [6]), ensuring a comprehensive
evaluation. These baselines collectively provide a
well-rounded comparison, covering key contribu-
tions of open-set domain generalization. Thereby
we would like to evaluate their performances when
they are facing various label noise challenges.
Noisy label learning baselines: We select 6
recent representative approaches from the noisy
label learning field on the general image classifi-
cation task as another group of baselines in our
benchmarks, including TCL [26], NPN [55], BadLa-~
bel [75], DISC [43], LSL [29], and PLM [78], each
addressing noisy labels through distinct strategies,
e.g., sample selection-based contrastive learning,
loss-based label denoising, and label correction.
These methods provide a comprehensive basis for
evaluating noisy label learning techniques.

4 Method

Meta-learning proves to be highly effective domain
generalization by simulating a diverse range of
cross-domain tasks during the training process,
thereby facilitating the learning of adaptable rep-
resentations capable of generalizing to previously
unseen domains [32]. By emphasizing task-specific
and category-specific learning dynamics, meta-
learning enables models to efficiently adapt to
novel domain and novel class distributions and
effectively address the challenges posed by do-
main shifts under open-set conditions [66, 57]. In
this work we improve the robustness of meta-
learning for open-set domain generalization against
label noise perturbation during the training time.
In this section, we will introduce our proposed
novel method, HyProMeta, which is composed of
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Figure 2: An overview of the proposed HyProMeta framework. HyProMeta is established on domain-
agnostic category-wise prototypes in the hyperbolic space to achieve meta-task assignments. Prompt-based
mixed categorical augmentation is leveraged to improve the generalizability of the model toward new data

distribution.

hyperbolic categorical prototype-based label noise-
aware meta-learning (as introduced in Section 4.1)
and new category-aware prompt learning to im-
prove the discriminative ability of the learned
embeddings (as introduced in Section 4.2).

4.1 Hyperbolic Categorical
Prototype-Based Meta Learning

Hyperbolic Prototype Calculation: Hyper-
bolic space enhances the generalization capabilities
of deep learning models by efficiently modeling
hierarchical information and enabling compact rep-
resentations of complex relationships. Its intrinsic
geometric properties facilitate the preservation of
both global and local data structures, reducing
overfitting and improving robustness to unseen
data [14, 44].

Leveraging these generalizability advantages,
we utilize hyperbolic space to generate categori-
cal prototypes from the extracted embeddings of
training samples during meta-learning.

A hyperbolic space is defined as a complete and
connected mutually isometric Riemannian mani-
fold, which is characterized by a constant negative
sectional curvature [17, 1]. The Poincaré ball model
is highly effective in hyperbolic space modeling,
preserving both global and local geometric rela-
tionships [50]. We select the Poincaré ball model
which is introduced in the Eq. 1.

P":{ZER"||Z|2<T2}, (1)

where r denotes the radius, z denotes the high-
dimensional representations, and n denotes the
dimension of Poincaré ball representations.

We transfer the learned representation of the
samples from the known categories of source do-
mains onto the hyperbolic space to obtain the
categorical prototype. The distance between two
samples in the hyperbolic space can be measured
using the Riemannian metric, which is denoted by
Eq. 2,

T

dg(z1,22) = 2r tanh ™! (H_Z1@Z2”> . (2

where & is the differentiable Mobius addition as
detailed in Eq. 3, z; and zs denote two embeddings
provided by the leveraged model, on which we
would like to calculate the hyperbolic distances.

Z1 @ZQ =
(14 2y(z1,22) + 7 ||z1]|*)z1 + (1 — 7 ||z1]|*)22
1+ 2y(z1,22) + 12 |21 |22

3)

where v = L

. The mapping from Euclidean space
to hyperbolic space can be represented by Eq. 4
and the base point q is set as zeros. A, denotes a

scale factor.
LAZ ”Z”)) Z .
VT2 Al

Given input x, we first pass it through the
leveraged deep learning backbone M, to obtain

Dy (z) = q & (tanh(

(4)



Algorithm 1 Training with HyProMeta.

Require: (p, = Set of source domains,
ke{l,...,C} = Class index,

C = Set of known classes,
M, := Neural network backbone with parameters «,

C=|C|,

Hj := Classification head with parameters j,

CFE = Cross entropy loss function,

1: while not converged do
{Ds,- s Dsj} <— QDS

N

Qe O = {2|dy(2) < d;}, {z|d (2) > d}}
vy < argming dj’ ()
Q5 —{Q, ¥}

® NP goew

9: > Meta-train on first domain

10: {B;;, B} < SampleBatches((;,, Q%)

11: B?i < SampleDifferentClasses(£25, Classes(B2))

12: M_yop ¢ GenerateRandomMask()

130 Biigea ¢+ Mix(BS,BS)

14: B? < PromptAug(Bmized, Pis Merop)
15: Yo+ (C+1)-1

16: Ly train < CE(H,B (Ma (B?)); yc)
17: met'r'ain — metrain + CE(HB (Ma (BZ:
18: met'r'ain — metrain + CE(HB (Ma (Bs
19: UpdateParameters( Ly, —trqin )

20: > Meta-test on both domains

21: B¢ < SampleBatch(5¢)

22: B’ < SampleBatch(£2:)

23: metest — CE(Hﬁ (Ma (B?))v yil)

24: metest — metest + CE(Hﬁ (Ma (B(s:] ))7 ytslj )

25: UpdateParameters(Ly, —test + Lim—train)

> Hyperbolic Distance Based Label Correction
{P3,d;} < HyperbolicPrototypesAndThresholds({D;,, D, })
dj, < ComputeHyperbolicDistances({D,, Ds, }, P})

p: := Learnable image-wise prompt

// Select two random source domains

<

// Domain- and category-specific
// Calculate distances to prototypes
// Split into clean and noisy set.
// Correct noisy labels using nearest prototype
// Create corrected noisy set

<

// Sample from noisy and clean sets
// Sample batch with different classes
// Generate random crop mask

// Mix clean samples

// Apply prompt augmentation

// Assign unknown class label to augmented samples

// Clean samples loss
// Augmented samples loss

) // Corrected noisy samples loss

// Update based on meta-train loss

<

// Sample from first domain
// Sample from second domain
// First domain loss

// Second domain loss

// Final parameter update

high dimensional embeddings z, where z = M, (x).
Then we project the resultant embedding into hy-
perbolic space using z = ®,(z). We first calculate
the hyperbolic categorical center according to the
following equation for each domain s and category
k (s € Qs and k € Q).

Ny
e = Pu(Ma(zy™), k€ {1,..,C}, (5)
=1

where e; denotes the hyperbolic center of cate-
gory k. Nj denotes the number of samples inside
category k. The hyperbolic categorical center is

calculated with a fixed epoch step Nepocn. After
the calculation of the domain-agnostic categorical
prototypes in the hyperbolic space, we achieve dif-
ferent data partitions for meta-test and meta-train
assignment using the hyperbolic distance of each
sample to its corresponding domain-agnostic cate-
gorical prototype. The distance can be represented
by Eq. 6.

d = dg(z*, e}), (6)
where ¢ indicates the sample index, k denotes
the category, and s denotes one source domain.
Then, we calculate the mode of distances within
each domain for each category, denoted by Lfi,



where d = Mode({d,(;’s)}). The samples that
have smaller hyperbolic distances to their corre-
sponding domain-agnostic categorical prototypes
are assigned to the clean set while the others are
assigned to the noisy set, where we utilize the
hyperbolic distances as the measurement of label
uncertainty. The samples from the noisy set are
relabeled by the category of its nearest hyperbolic
prototype. Then we use the aforementioned parti-
tions as described in Alg. 1 to achieve label noise
agnostic meta-learning to handle the OSDG-NL
challenge.

Meta Task Assignment: Our proposed meta-
learning framework employs hyperbolic space pro-
totypes to dynamically distinguish between clean
and noisy labels during training, addressing the
challenges posed by Open-Set Domain Generaliza-
tion under Noisy Labels (OSDG-NL). Specifically,
hyperbolic distances to category-specific proto-
types are computed to partition training samples
into clean and noisy subsets. Labels of noisy sam-
ples are corrected by aligning them with the nearest
hyperbolic prototype, ensuring that the label noise
is mitigated effectively. This approach exploits the
hierarchical and geometric properties of hyperbolic
space, enabling compact representation of data re-
lationships and preserving both global and local
structures.

To further enhance generalization capabilities,
the method integrates a learnable prompt for
category-aware data augmentation as an addi-
tional category, effectively capturing intra-class
variability and reinforcing the model’s robustness
to distribution shifts, which will introduced in
detail in the next subsection.

The training process iteratively alternates be-
tween the meta-train and meta-test phases. During
the meta-train phase, the model is optimized on
a combination of clean samples, corrected noisy
samples, and augmented OOD samples. This multi-
faceted loss formulation ensures that the model
learns robust representations across varied in-
put scenarios. The meta-test phase evaluates the
model’s performance on clean samples from dif-
ferent source domains, enabling assessment of its
generalization across domain shifts. The iterative
parameter updates integrate information from both
phases, ensuring the model learns to handle noisy
labels while maintaining the ability to generalize
to unseen domains and categories.

This framework is particularly advantageous
for OSDG-NL by mitigating label noise and im-
proving domain generalization. Through leveraging
hyperbolic prototypes, the method robustly sepa-
rates noisy and clean data while providing reliable
label corrections. The inclusion of a learnable
prompt facilitates enhanced data augmentation,
targeting intra-class compactness and OOD gener-
alizability. Consequently, the proposed approach
systematically addresses the dual challenges of la-
bel noise and domain shifts, resulting in improved
performance across diverse and dynamic real-world
scenarios. Next, a detailed introduction on how to
achieve prompt-based augmentation is presented.

4.2 New Category Aware Prompt
Learning (NCA-Prompt)

We have previously introduced the hyperbolic
prototype-based meta-learning framework, which
separates meta-train and meta-test phases by dy-
namically partitioning data into clean and noisy
subsets based on their respective hyperbolic dis-
tances from categorical prototypes. While this
framework effectively manages label shifts induced
by label noise, it is also necessary to address distri-
bution shifts that occur within a single class and
domain. Specifically, the model must demonstrate
high confidence when encountering OOD data that
remain within the same category and domain.

Existing approaches, such as Deep Metric
Learning (DML) [63], focus on achieving com-
pact intra-class representations. However, DML
methods are inherently sensitive to label noise.
Forcing samples with noisy or incorrect labels
to align closely in the feature space can degrade
the performance of our hyperbolic prototype-
based meta-learning framework, as it inadvertently
propagates noise and hinders the model’s ability
to distinguish between clean and noisy samples.
Therefore, an alternative strategy is required to
achieve robust intra-class compactness during the
meta-train process while being resilient to noisy
labels.

Enhancing the model’s generalizability to OOD
samples beyond mere label shifts is equally critical.
While MixStyle [83] has shown that domain-mixed
samples can improve generalization across differ-
ent domains via data augmentation, it does not
explicitly target the intra-class and intra-domain
generalizability required in our scenario. To bridge



this gap, we propose a novel categorical-aware
prompt learning mechanism to complement hyper-
bolic prototype-based meta-learning, particularly
in the context of open-set domain generalization
under noisy labels.

For each input-label pair, denoted as z; =
(x;,¥:) where x; € REXW>3 we select another
sample from a different category and domain,
denoted as z; = (x;,¥;). The two images are com-
bined via simple averaging to generate a mixed
sample by z* = %,

Additionally, we introduce learnable prompt
p; € RTXWX3 which has the same spatial dimen-
sions as the input image. The learnable prompt
is used to augment the mixed samples in order to
enrich the data distribution for different categories
during the training phase. A random cropping win-
dow is selected on the mixed sample z*, and the
corresponding region in z* is replaced with the
same region from p;. This operation is formally
expressed as Eq. 7.

2" [Merop| 1= Pi [Merop) (7)
where Mc,op, represents the cropped region mask.

To further enforce the model’s awareness of
OOD samples, the augmented mixed sample z*
is assigned an additional pseudo-category, labeled
as C'+ 1, where C is the total number of original
categories. By doing so, the model is encouraged
to learn more compact intra-class representations
through its exposure to realistic OOD samples,
thereby improving its robustness to distribution
shifts.

Our experimental results validate the effective-
ness of this approach in enhancing the hyperbolic
prototype-based meta-learning framework for the
OSDG-NL task. The proposed distribution-aware
cropped prompt learning strategy not only ad-
dresses intra-class compactness but also facilitates
the model’s generalizability to unseen categories,
further strengthening its performance in open-set
scenarios.

5 Experiments

In this section, we first illustrate the implementa-
tion details of our approach in Section 5.1, then
we deliver the analysis of the constructed bench-
marks and our proposed method in Section 5.2,
followed by the analysis of ablation studies (in

Section 5.3), analysis of the t-SNE visualizations
(in Section 5.4), and analysis of the confidence
score towards seen and unseen categories in the
test domain (in Section 5.5). The ablation of
NCA-Prompt, HYB-Meta, and hyperparameter
Nepocn are analyzed in Section 5.6, Section 5.7, and
Section 5.8.

5.1 Implementation Details

All experiments are conducted using PyTorch 2.0
and a single NVIDIA A100 GPU. Training is
capped at 1 x 10* steps, employing the SGD opti-
mizer with a Learning Rate (LR) of 1 x 1073 and a
batch size of 16. A learning rate decay of 1 x 107!
is applied after 8 x 10% meta-training steps. The
experiments use a worker number of 4, and the
value of ~ is fixed at 2 x 1075, For feature extrac-
tion, the ConvNet [84] is employed as the backbone
network on the DigitsDG dataset, following the
setup outlined in [84]. Hyperparameter Nepocn is
set as 500, which is chosen according to the abla-
tion. OSCR is chosen as major evaluation metric
while H-score and close-set accuracy (ACC) are
chosen as secondary metrics following [66].

5.2 Analysis of the Benchmarks

Analysis of benchmark on PACS: We con-
struct our benchmark according to the aforemen-
tioned label noise setting in Section 3.2 on both
of the PACS and DigitsDG datasets, where we
deploy ResNet18 [24] (Table 1 to Table 4) and
ViT-Base [16] (Table 5 to Table 8) on the PACS
dataset and ConvNet [84] on the DigitsDG dataset
(Table 9 to Table 12).

First, we observe that with the increase of the
label noise ratio, there are degradations of the
OSDG performance on all the leveraged baselines,
according to the Table 1, Table 2, and Table 3,
where symmetric label noise with ratio 20%, 50%,
and 80% are used on PACS and ResNetl8 [24].
Among all the approaches derived from the label
noise learning field, BadLabel [75], NPN [55], and
DISC [43] show promising performances when tack-
ling OSDG-NL task, where BadLabel [75] delivers
47.61%, 38.78%, 21.02%, and 27.26% of closed-set
accuracy, 46.55%, 43.76%, 16.77%, and 31.82% in
terms of H-score, and 42.22%, 32.70%, 16.42%, and
26.54% in terms of OSCR on PACS with symmetric
label noise ratio 20% (Table 1), 50% (Table 2), 80%



Table 1: Results (%) of PACS on ResNet18 [24]. The open-set ratio

ratio 20% is selected.

is 6:1 and symmetric label noise with

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
TCL [26] 5832  59.21 51.72 | 53.66  48.28 4291 | 46.78  38.29  31.74 | 31.55  22.88 24.30 | 47.58 4217  37.67
NPN [55] 64.30 70.87 61.99 | 51.66 52.10 45.40 | 55.65 44.88 38.64 | 35.58 22.35 25.86 | 51.80 47.55 42.97
BadLabel [75] 54.93 55.73 48.24 | 53.72 53.25 46.55 | 50.23 55.36 45.70 | 31.55 21.84 28.38 | 47.61 46.55 42.22
DISC [43] 53.47 56.13 47.22 | 54.47 47.46 43.48 | 53.27 53.97 44.33 | 24.01 16.75 11.52 | 46.31 43.58 36.64
LSL [29] 58.97 58.93 52.15 | 49.97 48.17 39.20 | 47.50 44.07 34.63 | 30.59 12.44 16.81 | 46.76 40.90 35.70
PLM [78] 55.57 42.33 38.27 | 41.78 43.09 32.95 | 45.75 40.44 33.26 | 33.27 12.11 15.46 | 38.33 34.49 29.99
ARPL [3] 62.52 67.96 59.46 | 52.35 45.29 41.09 | 50.13 44.47 37.01 29.56 13.49 22.70 | 48.64 42.80 40.07
ODGNet [4] 63.00 70.61 61.18 | 58.08 40.01 44.97 | 58.33 53.37 48.89 | 22.84 9.69 16.48 | 50.56 43.42 42.88
MLDG [56] 60.26 69.11 59.35 | 58.66 55.83 49.03 | 58.07 51.18 45.08 | 25.87 18.48 16.40 | 37.22 48.65 42.47
SWAD [6] 59.94 69.23 58.69 | 49.59 48.04 40.04 | 37.44 34.32 25.96 | 19.10 20.72 12.86 | 41.52 41.52 34.39
MixStyle [83] 60.10  65.39 56.89 | 55.16  44.70  44.01 | 59.31  47.35 39.93 | 34.54  17.49 20.86 | 52.28  43.73  40.42
MEDIC-cls [66] 62.20 52.63 53.23 | 54.60 54.05 46.51 59.31 52.02 47.65 | 34.54 28.22 21.44 | 52.66 46.73 41.96
MEDIC-bcls [66] | 62.20 57.47 53.93 | 54.60 53.10 46.38 | 59.31 53.70 48.68 | 34.54 32.71 24.06 | 52.66 49.25 42.76
Ours | 66.00 76.84 66.00 | 59.91 56.89 49.93 | 59.41 56.47 50.42 | 39.16 34.76 2646 | 56.12 56.24  48.20

Table 2: Results (%) of PACS on ResNet18 [24]. The open-set ratio

ratio 50% is selected.

is 6:1 and symmetric label noise with

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
TCL [26] 54.68 52.40 46.51 52.78 22.65 30.94 | 47.19 37.73 34.89 | 26.33 9.83 7.62 45.25 30.65 29.99
NPN [55] 48.38 38.12 33.55 35.71 32.33 24.47 | 38.94 26.88 18.60 | 26.93 27.59 18.96 37.49 31.23 23.90
BadLabel [75] 46.20 57.45 45.07 | 45.34 47.29 37.89 | 35.17 43.35 32.14 | 28.40 26.95 15.71 38.78 43.76 32.70
DISC [43] 52.52 56.07 50.55 | 46.84  31.91 30.35 | 28.47  28.28 19.97 | 30.83 25.63  24.78 | 39.67 3547 31.41
LSL [29] 41.36 30.83 20.27 | 42.28 39.78 31.40 | 42.39 37.59 30.89 | 26.90 15.40 7.42 38.23 30.90 22.50
PLM (78] 55.57 42.33 38.27 | 39.21 27.81 24.93 | 33.01 27.81 21.49 | 25.52 6.65 13.41 38.33 26.15 24.53
ARPL [3] 55.41 62.40 54.17 | 45.72 44.50 34.51 43.73 38.44 30.13 | 27.30 7.65 20.95 43.04 38.25 34.94
ODGNet [4] 60.66 63.57 56.75 | 55.09 40.01 44.97 | 46.52 39.85 32.10 | 32.02 24.40 17.09 | 4857  41.96 37.73
MLDG [56] 59.37  68.02 58.54 | 56.49 50.15 44.92 | 46.78 46.02 36.91 | 23.69 24.32 16.40 | 46.58 47.13 39.19
SWAD [6] 58.58 67.77 56.25 | 45.78 41.39 38.30 | 34.19 33.89 23.95 20.43 14.15 6.81 39.75 39.30 31.33
MixStyle [83] 54.04 62.25 30.23 | 41.78 37.68 27.03 | 47.09 26.67 27.03 30.88 22.81 17.09 | 43.45 37.35 25.35
MEDIC-cls [66] 60.58 51.37 44.29 53.28 51.88 44.12 50.54 49.07 42.84 | 36.67 28.00 20.83 50.27 45.08 38.02
MEDIC-bcls [66] | 60.58 48.99 43.25 53.28 37.32 33.99 50.54 44.08 39.39 | 36.67 30.58 21.83 50.27 40.24 34.62
Ours ‘ 65.19 73.38 63.79 | 60.85 52.51 46.97 | 51.99 49.55 41.71 | 39.06 33.53 2344 | 54.27 52.24  43.98

Table 3: Results (%) of PACS on ResNet18 [24]. The open-set ratio

ratio 80% is selected.

is 6:1 and symmetric label noise with

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
TCL [26] 31.58 2581 1739 | 27.08 26.60 16.45 | 27.69 27.17  17.66 | 21.20 852  14.87 | 26.89  22.03  16.59
NPN [55] 1721 1249 1018 | 2427  12.67  13.87 | 2285 1299 1085 | 19.66 431  11.63 | 21.00 1062  11.63
BadLabel [75] 2262 1411 2262 | 1595 1450  10.16 | 19.39 2434 1495 | 26.13 1414  17.96 | 21.02 16.77  16.42
DISC [43] 2205 1953 1527 | 2477 2365 1753 | 27.13 2249 1476 | 16.03 1286  10.00 | 2205  19.63  14.39
LSL [29) 18.58 2282 1389 | 23.64 1671  14.56 | 1537 1584 794 | 21.68  1.92 826 | 1982 1432 1116
PLM [78] 2439 871 941 | 3008 2467 17.85 | 20.94 1316 1221 | 21.76 2126 1174 | 2429 1695  12.80
ARPL [3] 3877 2379 1588 | 2212 2058 1140 | 2398 1445 898 | 2576 1645  1L71 | 27.66 18.82  11.99
ODGNet [4] 3118 1956 1849 | 27.64  6.64 1281 | 20.78 2143 1281 | 21.65 22.00 7.9 | 2531 1741  13.00
MLDG [56] 33.04 918 1211 | 2245  19.28 1118 | 2816  23.38  13.64 | 23.19 447 1640 | 26.71 1408  13.33
SWAD [6] 18.09 1869 1019 | 2251 2022 11.97 | 23.67 21.96 1189 | 19.75 1220 1529 | 21.01 1827 1233
MixStyle [83] 2528 2205  16.88 | 2470  17.68 1290 | 21.61  20.39 1114 | 2444 1239 1513 | 2401 1813  14.01
MEDIC-cls [66] | 30.61  15.03 ~ 21.20 | 2233 2247 1420 | 2955  26.02  14.96 | 2311 1561 874 | 2640 19.78 1478
MEDIC-bcls [66] | 30.61 ~ 12.82 1192 | 2233 2115 1145 | 2955  22.67  13.82 | 2311 834 747 | 2640 1625 1117
Ours | 47.01 34.98 43.29 | 28.77 2528  20.07 | 31.40 28.38 18.59 | 26.72 25.04 18.40 | 33.48 28.42  25.09

(Table 3) and asymmetric label noise ratio 50%
(Table 4) on ResNet18 [24] backbone, respectively.

Among all the approaches from the OSDG
field, GAN-based method, i.e., ODGNet [4], and
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meta-learning-based methods, i.e., MLDG [56]
and MEDIC [66], show good performance when

dealing with various adopted label noises, where
MEDIC [66] delivers 52.66%, 50.27%, 26.40%, and



Table 4: Results (%) of PACS on ResNet18 [24]. The open-set ratio is 6:1 and asymmetric label noise

with ratio 50% is selected.

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
TCL [26] 15.83 3.33 10.69 | 35.21 30.54 20.96 | 26.46 24.24 14.88 | 20.35 1.2 2.63 24.46 14.83 12.29
NPN [55] 44.43 37.82 28.94 38.65 39.48 23.11 31.92 20.12 13.49 23.24 11.25 4.29 34.56 27.17 17.46
BadLabel [75] 37.16 44.56 35.70 | 26.89 31.98 24.77 | 31.10 34.52 25.33 13.88 16.21 20.38 | 27.26 31.82 26.54
DISC [43] 46.20 42.31 38.82 | 44.28 42.69 34.41 | 42.70 35.22 26.28 | 32.77 2.77 22.37 | 41.49 30.75 30.47
LSL [29] 27.30 19.63 14.32 | 24.27 11.56 13.18 | 25.63 14.77 12.04 | 22.21 16.31 25.07 | 24.85 15.57 16.15
PLM [78] 17.37 23.20 14.13 | 25.45 24.44 15.04 | 20.06 9.68 11.93 | 20.48 2.60 3.24 20.84 14.98 11.09
ARPL [3] 38.69 28.90 31.88 | 37.71 29.82 19.55 | 33.99 24.57 16.20 | 20.56 26.92 17.79 | 32.74 27.55 21.35
ODGNet [4] 45.15 49.11 39.31 37.59 34.82 24.43 | 42.96 42.10 24.43 | 26.00 15.02 15.65 | 37.93 35.26 25.96
MLDG [56] 51.21 40.25 45.11 | 42.21 32.24 26.34 | 44.46 38.66 30.80 | 24.36 1.32 15.99 | 40.56 28.12 29.56
SWAD [6] 40.47 14.21 35.14 | 32.15 18.26 9.48 20.06 12.52 8.53 20.48 11.83 5.47 28.29 14.20 14.66
MixStyle [83] 49.76 41.10 40.39 | 35.96 36.32 26.54 | 41.72 32.04 23.55 | 25.58 4.81 23.55 | 38.25 28.57 28.51
MEDIC-cls [66] 46.20 45.01 37.13 | 37.46 29.69 22.92 | 36.41 30.80 20.83 | 31.07 23.88 13.29 | 37.79 32.35 23.54
MEDIC-bcls [66] | 46.20 48.97 39.86 | 37.46 20.65 17.95 | 36.41 32.06 22.69 | 31.07 25.23 15.23 | 37.79 31.73 23.93
Ours | 51.62 61.33 49.38 | 45.28 41.74 35.72 | 49.25 49.63 39.63 | 38.50 37.41 26.48 | 46.16 47.53  37.80

Table 5: Results (%) of PACS

ratio 20% is selected.

on ViT-Base [16]. The open-set ratio is 6:1 and symmetric label noise with

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR
TCL [26] 67.77 79.17 67.64 | 64.35 63.45 56.91 51.32 50.24 42.30 | 26.43 28.25 20.54 | 52.47 55.28 46.85
NPN [55] 63.97 71.61 62.53 57.22 51.43 45.95 | 47.65 40.11 32.85 21.86 13.01 12.71 47.68 44.04 38.51
BadLabel [75] 62.66 64.81 57.87 51.59 60.49 49.13 50.85 58.42 47.75 31.15 18.54 29.40 | 49.06 50.57 46.04
DISC [43] 66.69 71.98 65.67 54.10 29.80 41.07 53.48 41.72 40.83 | 34.57 16.94 24.16 | 52.21 40.11 42.93
LSL [29] 67.04 71.46 63.82 | 63.10 63.42 58.01 53.27 54.92 47.14 | 28.44 4.37 27.51 52.96 48.54 49.12
PLM [78] 65.73 61.01 59.76 | 65.73 61.01 59.76 52.71 48.17 46.32 27.57 17.94 20.62 52.94 47.03 46.62
ARPL [3] 68.09 75.04 67.31 | 56.91 51.96 44.50 | 59.93 60.98 54.02 | 36.46 7.36 27.55 | 55.35 48.84 48.35
ODGNet [4] 66.48 71.17 65.60 | 62.44 65.75 58.60 | 60.50 59.99 53.54 | 30.14 4.05 15.68 | 54.89 50.24 48.36
MLDG [56] 66.16 72.74 64.05 57.85 54.34 47.79 | 60.80 61.93 54.69 | 36.38 11.21 29.16 | 55.30 50.06 48.92
SWAD (6] 63.00 72.01 62.08 | 64.79 66.60 60.22 56.68 59.18 51.10 | 29.90 20.51 22.51 53.59 54.58 48.98
MixStyle [83] 68.42 63.75 59.88 | 63.23 61.42 56.49 51.99 54.34 45.19 | 28.36 3.13 12.79 | 53.00 45.66 43.59
MEDIC-cls [66] 65.83 70.15 62.11 66.04 55.36 57.33 56.42 59.05 51.07 | 38.76 26.01 21.45 56.76 52.64 47.99
MEDIC-bcls [66] | 65.83 70.08 63.40 | 66.04 55.18 55.40 56.42 54.09 49.89 | 38.76 14.81 25.12 56.76 48.54 48.45
Ours ‘ 68.90 80.47 68.86 | 68.17 70.60 63.65 ‘ 61.47 62.10 55.15 ‘ 40.06 27.06 32.21 ‘ 59.65 60.06 54.97

Table 6: Results (%) of PACS

ratio 50% is selected.

on ViT-Base [16]. The open-set ratio is 6:1 and symmetric label noise with

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
TCL [26] 68.17 6270  67.56 | 64.48 67.84  61.30 | 45.80 3584 3568 | 2229 928 354 | 50.19  43.92  42.02
NPN [55] 27.71 1079 848 | 39.34  33.88 3240 | 40.39  44.98 3461 | 20.80 26.62  19.84 | 32.06 29.07  23.83
BadLabel [75] 51.62  61.25 5041 | 32.52 3726  26.67 | 43.58 5585 4245 | 31.60 2824 2693 | 39.83 4565  36.62
DISC [43] 57.35  52.08 4473 | 3802 3736  28.09 | 30.84  31.69 2268 | 2072 1632 1620 | 36.73  34.36  27.93
LSL [29] 65.99  68.68 6218 | 55.66  49.85  44.97 | 4920 4494 3686 | 20.90  6.91 1918 | 50.19 4260  40.80
PLM [78] 57.67  50.81  51.87 | 5141  46.57  41.82 | 39.66  39.47  31.89 | 19.95 12.93 1575 | 4217 3745  35.33
ARPL [3] 57.27  62.95  53.89 | 39.21  37.92 2978 | 51.62 5340 4517 | 33.03 277  17.23 | 45.28  39.26  36.52
ODGNet [4] 68.09 76.73  67.32 | 64.79  64.09  59.64 | 53.22 5274  47.68 | 34.39  20.16 1861 | 55.12  53.43  48.31
MLDG [56] 6729 7504 6597 | 6698 6641  62.00 | 55.44  54.65 47.35 | 33.83 1582 2325 | 5589  52.98  49.64
SWAD [6] 68.58  78.86  68.33 | 63.29 6539 5828 | 51.68 5220  44.65 | 2648 2419 1684 | 5251 5516  47.03
MixStyle [83] 54.04  53.94 4623 | 5272 4649  39.10 | 37.65 20.78 2247 | 2038 235 1329 | 41.20 33.14  30.27
MEDIC-cls [66] | 62.76  69.20 ~ 60.03 | 63.10  62.25 55.06 | 56.42  56.30  49.08 | 32.16  8.13 2416 | 53.61 4899  47.08
MEDIC-bcls [66] | 62.76 ~ 50.05 ~ 44.19 | 63.10 4567  46.56 | 56.42  39.96 ~ 40.02 | 3216  27.74  23.91 | 53.61  40.86  38.67
Ours | 68.80 80.58 68.72 | 67.60 68.10 62.07 | 58.95 58.32 51.68 | 39.37 30.30 29.16 | 58.68 59.33  52.91

37.79% of closed-set accuracy, 49.25%, 40.24%,
16.25%, and 31.73% in terms of H-score, and
42.76%, 34.62%, 11.17%, and 23.95% in terms of
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OSCR on PACS with symmetric label noise ra-
tio 20% (Table 1), 50% (Table 2), 80% (Table 3)
and asymmetric label noise ratio 50% (Table 4) on
the ResNet18 backbone using binary classification



Table 7: Results (%) of PACS on ViT-Base [16]. The open-set ratio is 6:1 and symmetric label noise with

ratio 80% is selected.

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
TCL [26] 2270 2547 1655 | 2226 23.14 1442 | 1975 1423 653 | 2852 1092 1154 | 2331 1844 1226
NPN [55] 1527 1529 7.9 | 1607 1088 1129 | 19.96 1719 806 | 2048 112 1843 | 17.95 1112  11.42
BadLabel [75] 13.33 2096 13.32 | 24.77 3236 21.98 | 23.98 3276  21.91 | 21.60 236 21.31 | 2092 2211  19.63
DISC [43] 2237 192 1107 | 2458  19.66 1281 | 24.08 1340 1420 | 20.03 456 1261 | 2277  9.89 1267
LSL [29] 1002 3.64 589 | 2627 1083  17.29 | 31.87  27.63  19.75 | 2539  8.09  7.83 | 2339 1255 1269
PLM (78] 2932 593 134 | 2677 2858 1839 | 25.27 2569  16.89 | 2422 333 225 | 264 1588  9.72
ARPL [3] 2585  20.35  21.54 | 20.14  18.60  13.63 | 2424  23.62 1423 | 1626 336 932 | 21.62 1648  14.68
ODGNet [4] 2318 19.01  10.04 | 22.64 21.69  10.84 | 19.80  19.01 1058 | 1807 060  1.60 | 2092 1508 827
MLDG [56] 29.08  20.84 2282 | 30.08 29.62 20.16 | 2424 2237 1585 | 19.66 234 411 | 2577  21.04  15.74
SWAD [6] 1942 1501 1583 | 2383 2254 1446 | 2814 2618 1629 | 23.59 14.73 9.0l | 2375 1962  13.90
MixStyle [83] 2270 25.94 1823 | 17.32 852 1569 | 3497 2421 1686 | 20.99 121 1062 | 2400 1497 1535
MEDIC-cls [66] | 35.70 ~ 23.85 1491 | 2846  30.78 2050 | 30.22 2639 1688 | 21.51  11.08  13.13 | 2897  23.03  16.36
MEDIC-bcls [66] | 35.70 ~ 23.85 1853 | 2846  27.55  17.87 | 30.22 1399 1118 | 21.54 832 481 | 2898 1843  13.10
Ours | 41.03 29.98 26.92 | 39.84 39.82 30.06 | 36.31 33.05 23.79 | 31.07 1350 = 20.26 | 37.06 29.09  25.26

Table 8: Results (%) of PACS on ViT-Base [16]. The open-set ratio is 6:1 and asymmetric label

with ratio 50% is selected.

noise

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
TCL [26] 51.21 56.51 48.47 | 46.65 51.35 40.80 | 31.92  30.94 22.61 | 25.87  20.94 12.04 | 3891 39.94 30.98
NPN [55] 27.63 8.86 6.32 32.40 19.00 15.72 21.66 16.87 14.25 20.48 26.15 16.50 25.54 17.72 13.20
BadLabel [75] 46.12 58.96 45.77 | 35.33 34.30 34.83 26.92 39.52 26.18 20.70 31.32 20.66 32.27 41.03 31.86
DISC [43] 47.17 17.08 9.77 24.64 19.96 10.75 20.22 12.84 9.22 23.93 4.31 15.10 28.99 13.55 11.21
LSL [29] 49.52 5.63 15.99 37.52 34.68 26.68 28.16 27.60 18.13 | 28.16 27.60 18.13 35.84 23.88 19.73
PLM [78] 20.51 23.01 18.15 20.17 13.41 8.08 37.85 33.88 26.43 | 20.59 24.16 17.26 24.78 23.62 17.48
ARPL [3] 50.32 53.47 44.10 | 44.03 42.48 33.24 | 43.15 36.75 30.20 17.72 13.62 12.77 | 38.81 36.58 30.08
ODGNet [4] 51.13 55.83 48.95 49.16 45.58 37.21 40.69 37.35 28.85 21.76 17.55 12.68 | 40.69 39.08 31.92
MLDG [56] 52.99 57.10 51.53 45.90 56.06 43.93 | 46.11 43.18 39.17 | 32.98 29.49 28.18 44.50 46.46 40.70
SWAD [6] 50.32 54.99 45.45 44.84 54.03 42.11 39.92 45.57 35.45 25.42 18.78 12.07 | 40.13 43.34 33.77
MixStyle [83] 53.72 5347 52.97 | 46.15  48.22 39.13 | 44.87  44.84 36.37 | 29.50 12.81 19.03 | 43.56  39.84 36.88
MEDIC-cls [66] 52.10 59.31 48.42 | 46.47 56.57 44.42 35.69 29.04 21.31 35.42 28.01 27.79 | 4242 43.23 35.49
MEDIC-bcls [66] | 52.10 49.72 42.70 | 46.47 55.52 43.88 | 35.69 30.26 20.16 | 35.42 24.54 26.48 | 42.42 40.01 33.31
Ours | 56.87 59.59 53.15 | 55.97 56.31 48.31 | 48.94 46.85 40.16 | 38.18 31.14  32.15 | 49.99 48.47 43.44

Table 9: Results (%) of DigitsDG on

ConvNet [84], where symmetric label noise with ratio 20% is selected.

mnist mnist,, syn svhn Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR
NPN [55] 8228 2942  70.68 | 32.56  28.22  22.74 | 21.78 2254 1441 | 17.33 1195  9.89 | 3849  23.03 2943
BadLabel [75] 6325 5249 6118 | 3000 3482 2742 | 50.17 5119  46.06 | 41.82 1675  41.82 | 46.31 3881  44.12
ODGNet, [4] 90.33  50.84 7138 | 59.28 2610 43.83 | 70.11  53.83 4954 | 55.81 3271  39.54 | 68.88  40.87 5107
MLDG [7] 90.67  27.60  80.46 | 57.89 4838  42.77 | 60.33  39.95 4130 | 53.75  6.08 3520 | 65.66  30.50  49.93
MEDIC-cls [66] | 22.08  8.71 589 | 21.33 2009 994 | 2324 983 1328 | 1372 1029  6.63 | 20.09 1223 894
MEDIC-bels [66] | 22.08 1231 557 | 21.33 1619  10.11 | 2324 1264 541 | 13.72 1347 594 | 2009 13.65  6.76
Ours | 93.47 55.15 82.35 | 61.69 41.43 4340 | 74.02 53.88 53.10 | 58.83 22.64 42.52 | 72.00 43.28 55.34

head for each category (bcls), respectively. The
label noise learning approach, BadLabel [75], out-
performs OSDG approaches in the scenario where
a large label noise ratio is adopted. Similar ob-
servations can also be found in the experiments
conducted with ViT-Base [16] backbone shown in
Table 5 to Table 8.

When we compare Table 2 and Table 4, we
find out that asymmetric label noise is much more
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challenging compared with the symmetric label
noise under the same label noise ratio 50%. Among
all the leveraged baselines using ResNet18 [24] as
the backbone, DISC [43] shows 30.47% in terms of
OSCR under asymmetric label noise but still yields
0.94% performance degradation when compared
with the symmetric scenario. MLDG [7] achieves
better performance compared with the other lever-
aged baselines on ViT-Base [16] backbone when



Table 10: Results (%) of DigitsDG on ConvNet [84], where symmetric label noise with ratio 50% is

selected.
mnist mnist,, syn svhn Avg
Method Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
NPN [55] 6811 2580  49.14 | 2831 2829 1865 | 45.78 3217 3115 | 2842  1.38  16.37 | 4266  21.91  28.83
BadLabel [75] 63.31 3512  B7A7 | 42.28 42,69 3844 | 21.36  25.07 1830 | 19.83  4.88  19.28 | 36.70  26.94  33.37
ODGNet [4] 71.25  22.26  49.81 | 59.22  36.88  44.86 | 61.39 43.65 42.41 | 51.75 1970 3538 | 60.00  30.62  43.12
MLDG [56] 6272 54.21 5052 | 48.94  41.54 3535 | 43.53 3315  29.09 | 2461 648  14.29 | 4495 3385 3231
MEDIC-cls [66] | 22.39 017 281 | 2589 2288 1216 | 1278 1210 473 | 761 570 235 | 1717 1021 551
MEDIC-bels [66] | 22.39  12.08 ~ 326 | 2589  20.73  11.88 | 1278 1126 397 | 7.61 713 202 | 1717 1280 528
Ours | 82.39 3135 63.53 | 60.41 46.23 46.37 | 55.33 4129 3472 | 47.64 24.29 31.79 | 61.44 35.79 44.10
Table 11: Results (%) of DigitsDG on ConvNet [84], where symmetric label noise with ratio 80% is
selected..
mnist mnist,, sy’ svhn Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
NPN [55] 16.67  0.01 965 | 18.61 1338 1015 | 17.78 1812 929 | 1667 055 821 | 1743 802  9.33
BadLabel [75] 1858 584 739 | 1739 1513 899 | 1667 041 836 | 1711 022 844 | 1744 540 830
ODGNet [4] 1619 151 1037 | 17.28  11.80  10.64 | 1847  17.04 849 | 16.72 1489 859 | 1717 1131  9.52
MLDG [56] 16.06 670 969 | 1858  3.26 927 | 1694 681 820 | 17.33 6.8  8.84 | 17.23 591 9.00
MEDIC-cls [66] | 21.17 351 1137 | 1875 1652  7.77 | 1581 448 754 | 1711 486 864 | 1821 734 883
MEDIC-bels [66] | 21.17 721 832 | 1683 1325 881 | 1581 444 770 | 1711 496 838 | 1773 747 830
Ours | 22.28 20.94 12.23 | 21.58 16.92 11.73 | 19.31 1847 9.77 | 18.11 15.55 878 | 20.32 17.97 10.63
Table 12: Results (%) of DigitsDG on ConvNet [84], where asymmetric label noise with ratio 50% is
selected.
mnist mnist,, syn svhn Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR
NPN [55] 71.08 2446  61.45 | 54.58 4121 3879 | 55.92 4295  35.03 | 51.97 11.28 3423 | 5839  20.98 4238
BadLabel [75] 53.00 3877 4334 | 3394 27.79  30.06 | 37.64 4459 3347 | 27.61 20.90  26.18 | 38.05 3301  33.26
ODGNet [4] 53.67 4823 4131 | 39.36 27.19  28.08 | 51.17 2492 3491 | 39.64 551 2532 | 4596  26.46 3241
MLDG [56] 68.17 2334 55.68 | 56.47 40.89  40.97 | 56.31  41.94 3802 | 47.81 11.35  31.60 | 57.19  29.38  41.57
MEDIC-cls [66] | 19.86 1441  11.22 | 19.75 1593 803 | 9.83 828 288 | 1631 578 736 | 1644 1110  7.37
MEDIC-bls [66] | 19.86 ~ 21.31  11.22 | 19.75 1466  6.73 | 9.83 882 258 | 1631 1340 739 | 1644 1455  6.98
Ours | 73.53 50.23  61.03 | 60.42 4638  46.23 | 69.81 54.72 50.39 | 57.28 1884 37.45 | 65.26 42.54 48.79

facing with asymmetric label noise with ratio 50%,
where 40.70% in terms of OSCR is delivered, as
shown in Table 8. The aforementioned observation
highlights the challenge posed by label noise in the
OSDG task, a problem that existing label noise
learning methods and OSDG approaches have yet
to effectively address.

The proposed approach, HyProMeta, surpasses
all baseline methods by employing label noise-
agnostic meta-learning and new-category-aware
prompt learning. Specifically, categorical proto-
types derived from the hyperbolic space guide
data partitioning during the meta-task assignment,
while learnable prompt enhances mixed-category
samples, thereby improving the generalizability of
the resulting model. HyProMeta achieves superior
performance, outperforming the strongest baselines
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by significant margins across various backbones
and label noise ratios on PACS. For instance, under
a symmetric label noise ratio of 20%, HyProMeta
surpasses NPN [55] by 4.32%, 8.69%, and 5.23% in
terms of closed-set accuracy, H-score, and OSCR,
respectively, when using ResNet18 [24] as the
feature learning backbone, as shown in Table 1.
When adopting a more powerful backbone, i.e.,
ViT-Base [16], both the baseline methods and our
proposed approach achieve further performance
improvements. Specifically, HyProMeta achieves
closed-set accuracy of 59.65%, 58.68%, 37.06%, and
49.99%; H-score of 60.06%, 59.33%, 29.09%, and
48.47%; and OSCR of 54.97%, 52.91%, 25.26%,
and 43.44% on PACS using ViT-Base [16] as
the backbone, significantly outperforming existing
approaches, as presented in Table 5 to Table 8.



These results emphasize the robust generaliz-
ability of the proposed HyProMeta method across
various types of label noise and feature learning
backbones.

Analysis of benchmark on DigitsDG: To
further assess the cross-dataset generalizability
of our proposed approach and the baselines for
the OSDG-NL task, we selected several baselines
that demonstrated promising performance on the
PACS dataset to construct a benchmark on an-
other OSDG dataset, i.e., DigitsDG. The results,
presented in Table 9 to Table 12, consider symmet-
ric label noise with ratios 20%, 50%, and 80%, as
well as asymmetric label noise with a ratio of 50%.

We first observe that the MEDIC approach [66]
fails to perform on DigitsDG when using Con-
vNet [84] as the backbone. This demonstrates that
MEDIC relies heavily on high-quality a priori in-
formation from the source domains to ensure its
effectiveness, particularly on small datasets and
when employing lightweight backbones. Among all
the baselines evaluated on the DigitsDG dataset,
ODGNet [4] achieves the best performance under
symmetric label noise, while NPN [55] demon-
strates superior performance under asymmetric
label noise.

ODGNet [4] achieves closed-set accuracy of
68.88%, 60.90%, and 17.17%; H-score of 40.87%,
30.62%, and 11.31%; and OSCR of 51.07%, 43.12%,
and 9.52% on the DigitsDG dataset, as shown
in Table 9, Table 10, and Table 11, respectively.
Under asymmetric label noise with a ratio of 50%,
NPN [55] achieves 58.39%, 29.98%, and 42.38% in
terms of closed-set accuracy, H-score, and OSCR,
respectively, as presented in Table 12.

Our proposed approach achieves state-of-the-
art performance on the DigitsDG dataset. Specifi-
cally, it outperforms ODGNet [4] by 4.27%, 0.98%,
and 1.11% in terms of OSCR under symmetric
label noise with ratios of 20%, 50%, and 80%, re-
spectively, and surpasses NPN [55] by 6.41% in
terms of OSCR under asymmetric label noise with
a ratio of 50%.

These results further confirm the strong cross-
dataset generalizability of our proposed approach
in addressing the challenging OSDG-NL task. A
more detailed ablation study of each module com-
ponent, along with an analysis of the learned
embedding space and confidence scores, will be
presented in the subsequent sections.
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5.3 Analysis of the Module Ablations

The ablation study of the individual components in
our HyProMeta framework is presented in Table 13.
This study is conducted on the PACS dataset
across all label noise settings, with ResNet18 [24]
used as the feature learning backbone. Two
HyProMeta variants are considered in this analy-
sis: w/o HYB-Meta and w/o NCA-Prompt. The
w/0 HYB-Meta variant incorporates only the new
category-aware learnable prompt into the training
pipeline, whereas the w/o NCA-Prompt variant
utilizes only the hyperbolic prototype-based label
noise-agnostic meta-learning.

The results indicate that removing the hyper-
bolic prototype-based label noise-agnostic meta-
learning (HYB-Meta) results in more significant
performance degradation compared to removing
the new category-aware learnable prompt (NCA-
Prompt). Specifically, by employing HYB-Meta,
HyProMeta achieves performance improvements
of 7.58%, 6.13%, 10.07%, and 3.57% in terms of
OSCR for symmetric label noise ratios ranging
from 20% to 80%, as well as for an asymmetric
label noise ratio of 50% on PACS. These re-
sults demonstrate the efficacy of label noise-aware
meta-learning guided by hyperbolic prototypes in
addressing the challenges of OSDG-NL.

Similarly, the inclusion of NCA-Prompt in
HyProMeta delivers performance gains of 6.22%,
4.77%, 6.54%, and 2.38% in terms of OSCR under
the same noise ratio settings. These improvements
underscore the significance of NCA-Prompt in
facilitating the learning of more generalizable em-
beddings, which in turn enhance the performance
of HYB-Meta during the label noise-agnostic
learning process.

Overall, the results highlight the complemen-
tary roles of NCA-Prompt and HYB-Meta, where
their integration in HyProMeta achieves superior
performance. The NCA-Prompt contribute to the
generalizability of embeddings, thereby augment-
ing the effectiveness of HYB-Meta in handling label
noise in OSDG-NL task.

5.4 Analysis of t-SNE Visualizations

We provide t-SNE [62] visualization results on
the PACS dataset, comparing our proposed ap-
proach with three baseline methods: BadLabel [75],
MLDG [32], and MEDIC [66]. The visualizations of
the learned embeddings for the test domain Photo



Table 13: Module ablation

on PACS using ResNet18 [24] under

symmetric label noise ratio 50%.

Photo (P) Art Painting (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg

Method Acc H-score OSCR Acc H-score OSCR Acc H-score  OSCR Acc H-score OSCR Acc H-score  OSCR
Symmetric label noise ratio 20%

w/o HYB-Meta 60.26  66.41  56.94 | 57.54 4641  43.21 | 55.08 5107 4510 | 28.63 1945  17.22 | 50.38 4583  40.62

w/o NCA-Prompt | 62.60  70.31  60.86 | 53.85  49.84  42.27 | 53.66  48.95  42.18 | 37.38  29.97 2259 | 51.87  49.77  41.98

Ours | 66.00 76.84 66.00 | 59.91 56.89 49.93 | 59.41 56.47 50.42 | 39.16 34.76 26.46 | 56.12 56.24 = 48.20
Symmetric label noise ratio 50%

w/o HYB-Meta 61.79 7174 6299 | 57.16  51.41  43.95 | 44.66 3742  30.50 | 21.78  21.77  13.96 | 46.35 4559  37.85

w/o NCA-Prompt | 59.53  64.50  59.02 | 55.72  49.52  40.73 | 48.63  48.62  39.85 | 35.58 1554  17.22 | 49.87 4455  39.21

Ours | 65.19 73.38 63.79 | 60.85 52.51 46.97 | 51.99 49.55 41.71 | 39.06 33.53 23.44 | 54.27 52.24 43.98
Symmetric label noise ratio 80%

w/o HYB-Meta 30.94 3095 2207 | 2402 21.17  12.69 | 23.83 2128  14.96 | 22.13 1514  10.37 | 25.23 2214  15.02

w/o NCA-Prompt | 32.15 39.61  27.93 | 26.52 29.60 19.31 | 26.15 18.83  14.90 | 20.38 2237  12.06 | 26.30  27.60  18.55

Ours | 47.01 3498  43.29 | 28.77 2528  20.07 | 31.40 28.38 18.59 | 26.72 25.04 18.40 | 33.48 28.42  25.09
Asymmetric label noise ratio 50%

w/o HYB-Meta 50.16  49.51  46.96 | 44.03  43.85  38.72 | 4348 4150 3280 | 28.71 2527 1844 | 41.60  40.03  34.23

w/o NCA-Prompt | 49.52  59.36  47.41 | 38.96 45.12  33.85 | 4420  40.78 3512 | 35.05 3297 2530 | 41.93 4456  35.42

Ours | 51.62 61.33 49.38 | 45.28 4174  35.72 | 49.25 49.63 39.63 | 38.50 37.41 26.48 | 46.16 47.53  37.80

Table 14: Ablation study of NCA-Prompt on symmetric label noise 50% on PACS dataset using
ResNet18 [24].
Photo (P) Art Painting (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg

Method Acc H-score OSCR Acc H-score  OSCR Acc H-score  OSCR Acc H-score OSCR Acc H-score OSCR

Asynchronous Opt. | 62.84  69.12 = 60.44 | 4522  43.55  36.16 | 50.28  49.15  40.88 | 31.04 2141 1572 | 47.35 4581  35.30

Adversarial Opt. 61.55  66.07  58.77 | 51.66  52.73  43.72 | 50.23  43.80 3543 | 31.60  23.99  14.38 | 48.76  46.65  38.08

Fixed Crop. 64.50  69.59  62.00 | 57.16 53.74 4591 | 47.19  39.61  30.26 | 32.53  5.44 19.08 | 50.35  42.10  39.31

Ours | 65.19 73.38 63.79 | 60.85 52.51  46.97 | 51.99 49.55 41.71 | 39.06 33.53 23.44 | 54.27 52.24 43.98

Table 15: Ablation study of HYB-Meta on symmetric label noise 50%

on PACS dataset using ResNet18 [24].

Photo (P) Art Painting (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR | Acc  H-score OSCR
w/o label corr. 63.00 70.08 6175 | 5528 55.01 47.94 | 47.34 3825 3466 | 32.25  19.69 2145 | 49.47 4576  41.45
w/o cross domain | 60.26  67.26  58.67 | 53.41  50.89  43.02 | 49.66  48.29  39.77 | 31.97 1680  14.55 | 48.83 4581  39.00
w/ euc. prototype | 62.36  71.08  61.05 | 5535  52.36  45.83 | 49.92 4570  37.57 | 27.91 27.50 1881 | 48.80  49.16  40.82
Ours | 65.19 73.38  63.79 | 60.85 52.51  46.97 | 51.99 49.55 41.71 | 39.06 33.53 23.44 | 54.27 52.24 43.98

are shown in Figure 3a to Figure 3d, while those
for the test domain Art Painting are provided in
Figure 3e to Figure 3h.

Our observations reveal that HyProMeta gen-
erates more discriminative embeddings compared
to the baselines, particularly in distinguishing be-
tween unseen categories (represented by red dots)
and seen categories (represented by blue dots).
This enhanced capability to learn discriminative
embeddings is a significant factor contributing
to the performance improvements achieved by
our method, as demonstrated in the benchmark
analysis section.
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5.5 Analysis of the Confidence Score

We further analyze the confidence scores of samples
from seen and unseen categories to investigate the
advantages of our proposed approach in addressing
the challenging OSDG-NL task. Comparisons be-
tween the leveraged baselines and our method are
presented to illustrate the improvements brought
by our technique.

The visualizations of the confidence score dis-
tributions for seen and unseen categories from
the test domain Photo are shown in Figure 4a to
Figure 4d for the symmetric label noise ratio of
50%, and in Figure 4e to Figure 4h for the asym-
metric label noise ratio of 50%. In these figures,



(a) BadLabel [75] (b) MLDG [56]

(e) BadLabel [75] (f) MLDG [56]

(¢) MEDIC [66] (d) HyProMeta (Ours)

(g) MEDIC [66] (h) HyProMeta (Ours)

Figure 3: T-SNE visualization [62] of learned representations on PACS using ResNet18 [24] under
symmetric label noise with ratio 20% when we use Photo and Art Painting as test domains, respectively.

the distributions of confidence scores for seen cate-
gories are represented in red, while those for unseen
categories are shown in blue.

Our observations indicate that the confidence
score distributions obtained by HyProMeta exhibit
greater separation between seen and unseen cate-
gories. This separation highlights a key advantage
of our proposed approach, as it enables the model
to achieve a strong awareness of unseen categories
and to assign them low confidence scores in the
target domain. These findings further demonstrate
the effectiveness of HyProMeta in handling the
complexities of OSDG-NL task.

5.6 Ablation of the NCA-Prompt

We compare our proposed NCA-Prompt approach
with several alternative variants: Asynchronous
Opt., Adversarial Opt., and Fized Crop.. These
comparisons are presented in Table 14, with exper-
iments conducted on the ResNet18 [24] backbone
using the PACS dataset under a symmetric label
noise ratio of 50%.

In the Asynchronous Opt. variant, the main net-
work and the prompt is updated alternately, with
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the main network being trained first while keep-
ing the prompt frozen, followed by updating the
prompt with the main network frozen. In the Ad-
versarial Opt. variant, a similar alternating update
procedure is applied; however, the prompt is opti-
mized adversarially to mislead the main network
into incorrect predictions, increasing the complex-
ity of the learned prompt during training. In the
Fized Crop. variant, the crop size is fixed, and
the prompt is defined only within the fixed crop
size. Joint learning of the prompt and backbone is
performed using synchronized optimization.

In contrast, our NCA-Prompt utilizes a syn-
chronous optimization strategy to enable the joint
learning of both the main network and the prompt
dynamically. This approach achieves superior per-
formance compared to the aforementioned variants,
as demonstrated in Table 14. These results validate
the effectiveness of our synchronous optimization
design in enhancing the learning capability of the
proposed NCA-Prompt approach.

5.7 Ablation of HYB-Meta

The ablation study of the HYB-Meta approach
is presented in Table 15. This study is conducted
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Figure 4: Confidence score visualization of learned representations on PACS using ResNet18 [24] under
symmetric label noise with ratio 50% and asymmetric label noise with ratio 50%.

using ResNet18 [24] as the backbone on the PACS
dataset under a label noise ratio of 50%. Three
variants are examined in this analysis, specifically
w/o label corr., w/o cross domain, and w/ euc.
prototype.

w/o label corr. refers to the removal of the
hyperbolic prototype-based label correction mech-
anism in HYB-Meta. Without this correction, our
approach demonstrates a 2.53% improvement in
OSCR, highlighting the critical role of label correc-
tion in the meta-learning process for the OSDG-NL
task. w/o cross domain indicates that both the
meta-train and meta-test partitions are derived
from the same source domain, rather than incor-
porating cross-domain data. Under this setting,
HYB-Meta achieves a 4.98% OSCR improvement,
emphasizing the benefits of cross-domain data par-
titioning in enhancing model performance for the
OSDG-NL task. w/ euc. prototype involves re-
placing the categorical prototypes computed in
hyperbolic space with those computed in Euclidean
space. This substitution results in a 3.16% OSCR
performance drop, demonstrating the effectiveness
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of hyperbolic categorical prototypes in leverag-
ing the unique properties of hyperbolic space for
OSDG-NL.

The findings from this ablation study under-
score the importance of each design component in
HYB-Meta, with each contributing significantly to
its overall performance in tackling the challenges
of the OSDG-NL task.

5.8 Ablation Regarding the Step
Length of the Prototype
Calculation

In this section, we present an ablation study on the
step length parameter Nepocn, which determines
the frequency of updating the hyperbolic proto-
types and corrected labels during meta-learning.
The hyperbolic prototype calculation requires de-
termining the categorical centers of each class
within each source domain in hyperbolic space.
Performing this operation at every step during
meta-learning would be computationally expensive.
Therefore, we adopt a fixed step length Nepocr for
these updates.



Table 16 reports the results for five dif-
ferent values of Nepocn, specifically Nepoen €
{500, 1000, 1500, 2000, 2500}. From these experi-
ments, we observe that setting Nepocn, = 500 yields
the best performance for our proposed HyProMeta
approach. Consequently, we use Nepoer, = 500 in all
subsequent experiments to balance computational
efficiency and performance.

Table 16: Ablation study of Nepoch
on PACS with ResNet18 [24] back-
bone, where Photo is selected as the
test domain.

Nepoch  Acc H-score OSCR
500 66.00 76.84 66.00
1000 63.81 73.76 62.88
1500 64.54 73.50 63.63
2000 65.67 75.69 64.86
2500 65.02 75.31 64.48

6 Conclusion

This paper presents HyProMeta, a novel framework
addressing the challenges of Open-Set Domain Gen-
eralization under Noisy Labels (OSDG-NL), an
area that remains both critical and underexplored
in deep learning. By incorporating hyperbolic pro-
totypes for label noise-aware meta-learning and
a learnable prompt to improve generalization,
HyProMeta demonstrates superior performance
compared to state-of-the-art methods on newly
developed OSDG-NL benchmarks based on the
PACS and DigitsDG datasets. Comprehensive ex-
perimental evaluations validate the framework’s
robustness across varying noise levels, showcasing
significant advancements in classification accuracy
and recognition of unseen categories. This study
not only underscores the limitations of existing
OSDG and noisy label learning techniques but
also lays a foundation for advancing research into
effective noise-handling strategies in open-set en-
vironments. By providing open-source access to
the proposed benchmarks and codebase, this work
ailms to catalyze further exploration in this do-
main, fostering the development of models with
enhanced reliability in real-world applications. The
results affirm the potential of HyProMeta to effec-
tively integrate noisy label learning and open-set
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recognition, achieving improved robustness and
generalization in challenging scenarios.

Future works: In the future we will explore the
OSDG-NL task in other down-stream tasks, e.g.,
video classification, semantic segmentation, and
multi-modal learning.
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