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Abstract

We propose Exemplar-Condensed federated class-
incremental learning (ECoral) to distil the training
characteristics of real images from streaming data into
informative rehearsal exemplars. The proposed method elim-
inates the limitations of exemplar selection in replay-based
approaches for mitigating catastrophic forgetting in federated
continual learning (FCL). The limitations particularly
related to the heterogeneity of information density of each
summarized data. Our approach maintains the consistency
of training gradients and the relationship to past tasks for
the summarized exemplars to represent the streaming data
compared to the original images effectively. Additionally,
our approach reduces the information-level heterogeneity of
the summarized data by inter-client sharing of the disentan-
glement generative model. Extensive experiments show that
our ECoral outperforms several state-of-the-art methods and
can be seamlessly integrated with many existing approaches
to enhance performance.

Introduction
Federated Learning (FL) (McMahan et al. 2017) enables the
collaborative training of a global model across thousands of
clients while keeping data decentralized. It effectively ad-
dresses the challenges presented by data silos, facilitating a
cooperative learning environment without compromising in-
dividual privacy, and has been applied in various areas such
as smart healthcare (Nguyen et al. 2022) and Internet-of-
Things applications (Nguyen et al. 2021; Jiang et al. 2024).
However, traditional FL methods assume the application
scenario is static, which conflicts with the realistic envi-
ronment where the data of novel classes can emerge at any
time (Yoon et al. 2021; Ma et al. 2022). Simply fine-tuning
the pre-trained model to the novel data results in catas-
trophic forgetting (Li and Hoiem 2017), where the model’s
performance significantly deteriorates on previously learned
tasks. Moreover, the constraints of limited computational re-
sources and data privacy concerns, which allow only a lim-
ited selection of previously learned data to be stored, make
retraining a model from scratch impractical.

To address these challenges, recent work (Dong et al.
2022, 2024; Zhang et al. 2023) has enabled the FL frame-
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Figure 1: Comparison between our approach and others. (a)
Most Federated Continual Learning (FCL) methods use ex-
emplars sampled from training data, whereas our method,
ECoral, extracts and summarizes more comprehensive in-
formation, producing more informative exemplars. (b) ECo-
ral can capture hidden contour information and enrich class-
specific features such as texture and color, making the ex-
emplars more representative of the overall data.

work to incrementally learn novel classes, known as Fed-
erated Class-Incremental Learning (FCIL). Among vari-
ous strategies proposed for FCIL, rehearsal-based meth-
ods (Dong et al. 2022; Qi, Zhao, and Li 2023) that store
and replay exemplars from prior tasks stand out as effec-
tive approaches in mitigating the forgetting problem. How-
ever, these methods are limited by the constrained storage
resources of edge devices and privacy concerns, allowing
only a limited selection of data. This raises a crucial ques-
tion: How can a restricted dataset be utilized to encapsulate
more information and effectively counteract the forgetting
problem without compromising data privacy?

A straightforward approach involves directly compress-

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

18
92

6v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 2

5 
D

ec
 2

02
4



ing data into a compact format. While this method efficiently
condenses information, it is not necessarily ideal for training
machine learning models. Even over-compression can lead
to excessively complex information, hindering the model’s
ability to distinguish decision boundaries effectively. Data
condensation (DC) (Wang et al. 2018; Zhao, Mopuri, and
Bilen 2020) has emerged as a prominent solution that em-
ploys sophisticated approaches, such as distribution/feature
matching (Wang et al. 2022; Zhao and Bilen 2023) or gradi-
ent/trajectory matching surrogate objectives (Zhao, Mopuri,
and Bilen 2020; Cazenavette et al. 2022), to synthesize com-
pact datasets. These condensed datasets are meticulously
crafted to encapsulate the quintessential characteristics of
the original, larger datasets. These condensed datasets are
carefully crafted to capture the core characteristics of larger
datasets and enable models trained on them to achieve per-
formance comparable to those trained on the full datasets.

Most recently, several works (Goetz and Tewari 2020; Hu
et al. 2022; Liu, Yu, and Zhou 2022; Xiong et al. 2023) have
introduced DC into the FL framework, replacing the tradi-
tional exchange of model parameters with only a small por-
tion of synthetic data. In contrast, in this work, we focus
on leveraging DC to improve exemplar replay efficiency by
maximizing the information stored in condensed datasets,
thus better mitigating catastrophic forgetting. However, sim-
ply implementing such methods (Masarczyk and Tautkute
2020; Rosasco et al. 2021; Yang et al. 2023) into FL can
suffer from a significant challenge we refer to as meta-
information heterogeneity, where summarizing data from
non-IID distributions across clients can disrupt optimization
and degrade performance. Without proper handling, such
heterogeneity can deviate from the optimization direction,
limiting the ability to reduce catastrophic forgetting effec-
tively.

To address these challenges, we propose the Exemplar-
Condensed federated class-incremental learning (ECoral)
framework. ECoral enables the FL model to retain its per-
formance on previously learned knowledge while incremen-
tally learning new classes. It leverages a dual-distillation
approach, where exemplars are distilled from the training
dataset to capture more informative features, such as de-
tailed contour information, enhanced texture, and richer
color attributes, rather than relying on conventional sam-
pling methods, as illustrated in Figure 1. Additionally, the
model’s prior knowledge is distilled from the model trained
on previous tasks, ensuring that new learning does not com-
promise previously acquired knowledge. The main contribu-
tions of this work can be summarized as follows:

• A clear definition of the meta-information heterogene-
ity problem in federated continual learning (FCL) is pro-
posed, identifying it as a significant challenge that affects
model performance across different data sources.

• A novel method called ECoral is proposed that features
a dual-distillation structure specifically designed to ad-
dress this issue by mitigating catastrophic forgetting in
FCL.

• The proposed method in ECoral shifts from storing raw
data to using condensed exemplars in memory, signifi-

cantly enhancing privacy protection by abstracting stored
information into less recognizable forms and addressing
key privacy concerns in federated learning.

• Extensive experiments validate the effectiveness of our
proposed method. For instance, when the CIFAR-100
dataset is partitioned into ten tasks, our approach
achieves an average accuracy of 49.17%, outperform-
ing the best baseline by 5.32%. In a more challenging
long-term continual learning scenario, where CIFAR-100
is divided into 50 tasks, our method reaches an aver-
age accuracy of 32.42%, surpassing the best baseline by
10.29%.

Related Work
Dataset Condensation
Dataset Condensation (DC) aims to reduce the size of a
dataset while retaining enough representative information to
allow machine learning models to perform comparably to
training on the full dataset. Early works, such as those by
Wang et al. (2018) and Zhao, Mopuri, and Bilen (2020),
framed this as a bi-level optimization problem. The objec-
tive is to create a smaller, condensed dataset that preserves
the original data’s characteristics, allowing a model trained
on this smaller dataset to achieve high performance. These
techniques often focus on matching distributions, features,
or gradients between the original and condensed data. This
concept has been successfully integrated into the field of
continual learning, where DC methods help mitigate catas-
trophic forgetting by compressing the data of previous tasks
into small but representative memory sets (Masarczyk and
Tautkute 2020; Gu et al. 2024).

In the context of FL, several studies have explored the
application of DC to reduce communication overhead by
transmitting condensed datasets rather than full models or
gradient updates between clients and the server (Goetz and
Tewari 2020; Hu et al. 2022). For example, Liu, Yu, and
Zhou (2022) employed DC to address the challenges posed
by heterogeneous data in FL environments, reducing both
communication costs and data bias. These efforts suggest
that DC is well-suited for handling the resource constraints
and privacy considerations inherent in FL, as synthetic data
can be shared while preserving local client privacy. Our ap-
proach builds on these foundations by introducing DC into
federated class-incremental learning (FCIL) to enhance the
informativeness of memory exemplars and mitigate catas-
trophic forgetting in non-IID data scenarios.

Federated Continual Learning
Federated Continual Learning (FCL) extends the traditional
FL framework to dynamic environments, where new tasks
or classes emerge incrementally over time. Unlike conven-
tional FL, which assumes static data distributions, FCL must
deal with continually evolving data and the challenges of
catastrophic forgetting, non-IID data distribution, and com-
munication constraints between clients and the server (Yoon
et al. 2021).

To address catastrophic forgetting, one of the most com-
mon approaches in FCL is rehearsal-based methods. These



methods store a limited number of examples (exemplars)
from previous tasks in memory and replay them to the
model during training on new tasks, thereby helping to main-
tain the model’s knowledge of older classes (Dong et al.
2022; Qi, Zhao, and Li 2023). For instance, GLFC (Dong
et al. 2022) employs sample reconstruction techniques to
retain knowledge at the global level, while FedCIL (Qi,
Zhao, and Li 2023) utilizes generative models to reconstruct
past samples for rehearsal. Although effective in mitigat-
ing forgetting, these methods face significant challenges,
especially in the context of federated settings where pri-
vacy and storage constraints are critical. TATGET (Zhang
et al. 2023), an exemplar-free distillation method, offers a
privacy-preserving alternative by leveraging knowledge dis-
tillation from previously trained global models. It uses a gen-
erator to produce synthetic data that simulates the global dis-
tribution, reducing the reliance on real data storage while ad-
dressing catastrophic forgetting in highly non-IID settings.

A major limitation of existing rehearsal-based methods
is the issue of class imbalance at the exemplar memory
level. Since most clients in FL do not possess data for all
classes, the memory stored at each client is often biased to-
wards the locally available classes. This imbalance exacer-
bates catastrophic forgetting during memory replay, as the
model tends to overfit the classes that are well-represented
in memory and underperform on underrepresented or unseen
classes. Such imbalances are especially problematic in non-
IID data settings, where the data distribution across clients
can be highly skewed, further diminishing the effectiveness
of memory replay. Even TARGET, despite its exemplar-
free approach, relies on global knowledge distillation, which
may struggle to capture the full diversity of class distribu-
tions across clients.

Preliminaries
Federated Class-incremental Learning. Federated Class-
incremental Learning (FCIL) aims to collaboratively train a
global model using streaming data that sequentially intro-
duces new classes. In this context, a model training process
consists of a series of sequential tasks T = {T t}Tt=1, where
T denotes the total number of tasks. The system involves C
local clients and a central server Sg . Each task comprises R
global communication rounds (where r = 1, . . . , R), and in
each round r, a subset of the local participants is randomly
selected for gradient aggregation. When the l-th client Cl is
selected for a given global round in the t-th incremental task,
it receives the latest global model θr,t.

Drawing inspiration from online learning, each
client maintains a fixed-size local memory Ml =

{(xl,m,yl,m)}Mm=1 of size M , storing examples from
prior tasks for knowledge replay. In this work, we divide
this memory into three parts: Morig, which holds original
data sampled from the current task’s training set; Mcond,
which stores condensed exemplars from prior tasks; and
Msum, which saves summarizing data from the current task.
At each iteration of the current task, a batch of samples
Bm =

{(
xi,m,yi,m

)}Bm

i=1
is randomly drawn from the

memory and jointly trained alongside the current task data

Bn = {(xt
i,y

t
i)}

Bn

i=1. Here, Bm ≤ M and Bn represent the
mini-batch sizes of the replayed data and the current task
data, respectively. The joint training objective is expressed
as:

θr,tl = argmin
θr,t
L(θr,t;Bn) + λLm(θr,t;Bm), (1)

where L and Lm are the loss functions for the current task
data and memory data, respectively. λ is a hyper-parameter
for regulation.

The client trains the global model θr,t on its own
t-th incremental task data Dt

l ∪ Ml, where Dt
l ={(

xt
l,i,y

t
l,i

)}Nt
l

i=1
⊂ T t represents the training data for new

categories specific to the l-th client. The category distribu-
tion for the l-th client is denoted by Pl. The distributions
{Pl}Cl=1 are non-independent and identically distributed
(non-IID). At the t-th incremental task, the label space Yt

l ⊆
Yt for the l-th local client is a subset of Yt =

⋃C
l=1 Yt

l ,
which includes Kt

l new categories (Kt
l ≤ Kt), distinct from

the previous categories Kp
l =

∑t−1
i=1 Ki

l ⊆
⋃t−1

j=1 Y
j
l . After

receiving θr,t and performing local training on the t-th in-
cremental task, the l-th client obtains an updated model θr,tl .
These locally updated models from selected clients are then
uploaded to the central server Sg , where they are aggregated
to form the new global model θr+1,t for the next round. The
central server Sg subsequently distributes the updated pa-
rameters θr+1,t to the local clients for the following global
round.
Client increment strategy. To better simulate a real-world
federated continual learning application, we adopt the client
increment strategy introduced in GLFC (Dong et al. 2022).
This strategy divides local participants into three dynamic
groups for each incremental task: Old (Go), In-between (Gb),
and New (Gn). The Old group (Go), consisting of Go partici-
pants, only has access to data from classes introduced in pre-
vious tasks and does not receive any data for the new task.
The In-between group (Gb), with Gb members, works with
both the new classes from the current task and the classes
from the previous task. Finally, the New group (Gn), com-
prising Gn newly added participants, focuses exclusively on
data containing new classes from the current task.

The group compositions are dynamically updated with
the progression of tasks. Specifically, the membership of
the groups Go,Gb,Gn is redefined randomly at each global
round, and new participants are irregularly added to Gn as
incremental tasks arrive. This incremental process gradually
increases the total number of participants, G = Go +Gb +
Gn, as more tasks are introduced, closely mimicking the na-
ture of streaming data in real-world FL applications.

Problem Definition
Forgetting in FCIL The primary objective of global
model optimization at the t-th incremental task is to mini-
mize the classification error across the current category set
Kt. However, when a new task arises, clients are often con-
strained by privacy restrictions and limited resources, allow-
ing only restricted access to data from previous tasks. The



category imbalance between old and new categories (T t
l and

Ml) at the local level exacerbates this issue, leading to sig-
nificant performance degradation during local training. This
limitation frequently results in a notable decline in perfor-
mance on earlier tasks, a phenomenon known as catastrophic
forgetting. To mitigate catastrophic forgetting in the global
model, our goal is to minimize the classification error on the
current category set Kt while simultaneously preserving the
knowledge of previously learned categories. The objective
function is formally defined as:

min
θt

∑
k∈Kt

Nk∑
i=1

L
(
Pt

l

(
xt
l,i; θr,t

)
,yt

l,i

)
(2)

where L is a loss function that measures the classification
error, and Nk is the number of samples in class k.

Meta-information Heterogeneity The condensation of
data from non-IID sources inherently retains the non-IID
characteristics at an information level, leading to what
we define as the meta-information heterogeneity problem.
Given that each client’s original dataset Dt

l on task t-th
is drawn from a unique distribution Pl(X,Y ), the result-
ing condensed exemplar dataset Mcond, optimized to rep-
resent Dt

l , will also reflect this distinct distribution. Mathe-
matically, this is expressed as Pcond

l (X,Y ) ̸= Pcond
l′ (X,Y )

for some clients l ̸= l′. The divergence in information
content between these condensed datasets can be quanti-
fied using measures such as Kullback-Leibler (KL) diver-
gence, where KL(I(T cond

l ) ∥ I(T cond
l′ )) > 0 indicates non-

identical information content across clients, thus confirm-
ing meta-information heterogeneity. Non-IID data has been
shown to exacerbate catastrophic forgetting, as explored in
(Zhang et al. 2023), further complicating federated continual
learning. Similarly, when these heterogeneous condensed
datasets are used to train a global model θr,t, the model’s
updates from different clients may conflict due to the diverse
information content, leading to suboptimal performance.
This degradation is reflected in the global loss functionL(θ),
which generally increases compared to an IID scenario, ex-
pressed as ∆L = Lnon-iid(θ

r,t) − Liid(θ
r,t) > 0. Therefore,

condensed datasets from non-IID sources introduce a meta-
information heterogeneity problem that adversely affects the
global model’s performance, mirroring the challenges posed
by non-IID data in traditional federated learning.

Exemplar-condensed FCIL with
Dual-distillation Structure

Online Exemplars Condensation
In edge devices within FCIL, where memory space is highly
restricted, most existing approaches focus on efficient exem-
plar sampling strategies. Compared to these, our approach
enhances the meta-knowledge capacity of each individual
image, thereby increasing its information level, and also bal-
ances these improvements with memory efficiency. The bal-
ance and trade-offs are further explained in the following
sections, highlighting comparisons and improvements over
existing methods.

Adjustable Memory. Efficiently managing a fixed mem-
ory space for rehearsal typically requires sophisticated se-
lection algorithms that continually update stored examples,
as proposed in methods like (Rebuffi et al. 2017; Aljundi
et al. 2019). However, these approaches are not well-suited
for our objective, which involves distilling meta-knowledge
into exemplars from the entire local training dataset.

In contrast to conventional online learning methods like
SSD (Gu et al. 2024), which employ a fixed exemplar posi-
tion strategy for summarizing information, our approach ad-
dresses several key limitations. SSD assumes balanced class
data in each batch and prior knowledge of the total num-
ber of classes, both of which are often unrealistic in real-
world federated learning (FL) scenarios. Moreover, SSD al-
locates only a small fraction of memory to old exemplars.
For instance, saving just one exemplar per class when train-
ing on a task with 100 total classes within a 100-exemplar
space. This inefficient use of memory dedicates the major-
ity of space to current data, hindering effective rehearsal.
In an FL environment, this issue is further exacerbated by
the non-IID nature of the data and class imbalance, as each
client typically holds only a subset of the total class data.
Additionally, in our scenario, since many clients do not par-
ticipate in all tasks, SSD’s strategy often results in memory
slots being predominantly occupied by current task data by
the end of the whole training process.

To overcome these challenges, we propose a dynamic
memory allocation strategy that adjusts the exemplar space
by calculating the required number of samples for each class
at the beginning of each task. This approach reduces the
number of prior exemplars to free up space, ensuring bal-
anced storage of prior task exemplars while incorporating
current task data samples. For example, if the first task in-
cludes 10 classes and the total memory space is 100 exem-
plars, 10 samples are initially stored for each class. When the
next task introduces 10 new classes, we reduce the number
of exemplars for each previous class to 5 and allocate the re-
maining 50 slots to the new classes. This ensures a balanced
distribution of memory across tasks and efficient rehearsal.

Meta-knowledge Condensation via Gradient Matching.
In Federated Class Incremental Learning (FCIL), where
each client is limited by constrained exemplar memory, our
approach extends beyond simply managing exemplar selec-
tion. The aim is to enhance the information capacity of each
image, thereby maximizing meta-knowledge to improve the
effectiveness of rehearsal. The primary objective of Meta-
Knowledge Condensation is to minimize the divergence be-
tween the memory set and the client’s local task Tl train-
ing data distribution, resulting in an optimized memory set,
M̂l. We hypothesize that the global model trained on ex-
emplars with condensed meta-knowledge can perform simi-
larly as it trained on the whole local training dataset in t-th
task. Drawing inspiration from dataset condensation meth-
ods (Zhao, Mopuri, and Bilen 2020), the process is im-
plemented by sequentially distilling knowledge from mini-
batches of real data into summarized exemplars correspond-
ing to each class.

Considering the t-th task, let the condensed exemplars for
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Figure 2: Overview of our ECoral framework. Clients (from the 1st to the l-th) continuously learn from new class data se-
quences, each using a dual-distillation structure to mitigate catastrophic forgetting during local training. The local exemplar
condensation process involves three key components: a gradient matching loss (Lcond) to distill meta-information from the
training dataset, a feature matching loss (Lrel) to ensure consistency between the mean features of condensed samples and real
images, and a compensation matching loss (LMKCL) to reduce the impact of meta-information heterogeneity problem, using
disentangled features generated by a globally shared model (Shared-VAE). Additionally, a knowledge distillation loss (LKD)
helps the model retain previously learned knowledge.

a class k be denoted by Mk, with a predefined size of m.
The data points of the same class within the current mini-
batch are represented by Bk. The primary objective of the
memory condensation process is to reduce the divergence
between Mk and Bk. In the DC works by (Zhao, Mopuri,
and Bilen 2020), a novel and efficient metric is introduced,
which quantifies the distance between the gradients of the
training process on the same neural network when compar-
ing condensed samples with original data points. By aligning
the gradient-based model update metrics across the stream
of data, the condensed samples are progressively refined to
approximate the training performance of the entire dataset.
The objective function for gradient matching is defined as:

Lcond = fdist
(
∇θr,tLce(θ

r,t;Mk),∇θr,tLce(θ
r,t;Bk)

)
(3)

, where fdist is a distance function.

Current Knowledge Condensation via Feature
Matching.
In conventional dataset condensation (Zhao, Mopuri, and
Bilen 2020), gradient matching is often alternated with
model updates. The primary goal is to simulate a compre-
hensive training process that allows for the matching of gra-
dients across various training stages. During each training
iteration, when a new batch of stream data Bn is introduced,
the parameters ω of the condensation model are first ran-
domly initialized and updated as follows:

ω ← ω − η∇ωLce(ω;Bn), (4)

where η is the learning rate for the condensation model,
at this stage, only real images participate in the model sum-
marization update, which prevents knowledge leakage from
the summarized samples.

However, in the context of continual learning, the number
of classes is not fixed throughout the training process. To
address this challenge, we draw inspiration from the SSD
approach (Gu et al. 2024), which suggests re-initializing the
model when new classes are introduced. To prevent the loss
of valuable gradient information when the model’s decision
boundaries are constructed only for current classes, we em-
ploy dataset condensation across multiple dataset batches.
This approach updates the model using both current stream
data and stored real images in memoryMorig:

ω ← ω − η∇ω (Lce(ω;Bn) + Lce(ω;Morig)) (5)
Building on the SSD approach, a relationship-matching

strategy is implemented to further refine the condensation
process. By using the extracted features of previously sum-
marized samples as anchors, consistency is explicitly en-
forced between the mean features of condensed samples and
real images, ensuring they maintain a consistent relationship
with these anchors. The objective for relationship matching
is defined as:

Lrel = fdist (ρ(Mk,Mcond \Mk, ω), ρ(Bk,Mcond \Mk, ω))

ρ(X1,X2, ω) = fdist

(
1

|X1|
∑
x∈X1

Φ(ω;x),Φ(ω;X2)

)
(6)

, where ρ represents the relationship calculation, Mcond \
Mk refers to the condensed samples excludingMk, Φ de-



notes the feature extraction function. This relationship con-
sistency helps establish a more balanced distribution of con-
densed samples within the memory.

As defined in Section , the condensed exemplars from
non-iid data can still leave the meta-information heteroge-
neous, which affects replay efficiency. Thus, this problem
must be addressed from both data quantity shift and class
shift problems in a privacy-preserving way.

Client-wise Feature Disentanglement. To address the
feature and class skew problem, our goal is to enable each
client not only to extract and generate features from the lo-
cal dataset but also to generate features that are not visible
in the local data but present in other clients’ datasets, such
as color, structure, and texture characteristics. By generat-
ing these features from random noise for classes unseen lo-
cally but present in other clients, the label skew problem can
be reduced. The disentanglement approach (Burgess et al.
2018; Higgins et al. 2017) is an efficient method for low-
level feature extraction. As previously discussed, the hetero-
geneity of meta-knowledge arises from two main issues: fea-
ture skew and class skew. To tackle both challenges, we pro-
posed the Client-wise Shared Conditional Variational Auto-
Encoder (Shared-VAE) model. In this model, both the en-
coder Eϕ(x) = qϕ(z|x) and the decoder Dθ(z) = pθ(x|z)
are updated through FL in each round. This allows the en-
coder to improve its ability to extract and refine hidden latent
based on global knowledge while the decoder generates in-
formation that extends beyond the local data distribution by
leveraging local latent information. At the beginning of the
local model update, both the local encoder El

ϕ and decoder
Dl

θ of the l-th client are updated with the latest global param-
eters Eg

ϕ and Dg
θ , respectively. The local training dataset is

then directly used to generate a set of disentangled features
if the class data is available locally, addressing the feature
skew problem. Otherwise, for classes unseen locally, fea-
tures are generated from random noise to address the label
skew problem. The class ID is provided as a condition during
feature generation, ensuring that the model generates class-
specific features. The resulting feature set is represented as
H. After each round of local model updates, the Shared-
VAE model is further refined using only the local training
data.

Unbiased Representative Feature Prototypes However,
a globally updated Shared-VAE tends to generate features
that predominantly represent the majority distribution across
all clients. For example, while most cats have fur, a smaller
subset, like the Sphynx cat, do not. As a result, when these
representations are used to guide data condensation, the con-
densed data may become biased towards this majority distri-
bution, leading to skewed optimization. To address this lim-
itation, we propose the use of unbiased representative fea-
ture prototypes. Specifically, each class k can be represented
by multiple characteristic features, denoted as Hk = {hi |
yi = k}, where yi is the class label for feature hi. These fea-
tures are grouped using an unsupervised clustering method,
FINCH (Sarfraz, Sharma, and Stiefelhagen 2019), which is
parameter-free and suitable for scenarios where the number

of clients is uncertain.
First, the data are divided into groups by category, with

one group of data for each class, denoted as Gk for class k.
Then, FINCH is applied to cluster each group Gk to extract
characteristic features for each class. After applying FINCH
clustering, each group Gk is divided into Vk clusters, repre-
sented as Qk = {Qk,j}Vk

j=1, where Qk,j represents the j-th
cluster for class k. Next, the average of all feature vectors in
each cluster is directly computed to obtain the representative
feature prototype for that cluster:

uk,j =
1

|Qk,j |
∑

hi∈Qk,j

hi (7)

Here, uk,j is the prototype for cluster j in class k, cal-
culated by averaging all the features hi within that cluster.
Each class k is represented by the set of prototypes from all
its clusters:

Uk = {uk,j}Vk
j=1 (8)

Finally, the overall set of representative prototypes for all
classes is given by:

U = {Uk}Ck=1 (9)

This ensures that each class k is represented by the av-
eraged prototypes of its clusters, providing a balanced and
representative set of features for further processing.
Meta-knowledge Compensate Matching. By incorporat-
ing more class-specific characteristic features in the con-
densed exemplars while minimizing class-irrelevant fea-
tures, we hypothesize that more discriminative representa-
tions can be created, resulting in clearer decision boundaries
between different classes. To achieve this, for the current
task’s condensed dataMcond, we ensure that the condensed
data is similar to its corresponding class prototypes Pk,
and dissimilar to prototypes of other classes, represented as
N k = Ū− Pk.

The similarity between the embedding of a query sample
zi and the corresponding cluster prototypes u ∈ Ū is calcu-
lated using cosine similarity. For two feature vectors zi and
u, the cosine similarity is defined as:

sim(zi,u) =
zi · u

∥zi∥ × ∥u∥/τ
(10)

where zi = f(xi) is the embedding of sample xi, and τ
is a temperature parameter that controls sensitivity to simi-
larities.

Therefore, the aim is to optimize the characters of each
data sample to bring the local features of the current class
closer to the global set of features for that class while dis-
tancing them from the characters of other classes. This opti-
mization is intended to maintain a clear decision boundary,
allowing the model to perform replay efficiently. By doing
so, the feature distribution of this class can remain balanced
across all clients in FL at the level of the character. Thus,
we propose Meta-knowledge Contrastive Learning (MKCL)
for compensating matching, which contrasts cluster proto-
types of the same class for each query sample against those



of other classes with differing semantics. This approach nat-
urally results in the following optimization objective term:

LMKCL = − log

∑
u∈Pk E (sim (zi,u))∑

u∈Pk E (sim (zi, c)) +
∑

u∈Nk E (sim (zi,u))
(11)

, finally, we can define as

log

 ∑
u∈Nk

E (sim (zi,u))

− log

∑
u∈Pk

E (sim (zi,u))


(12)

.
Here, we can summarise the total objective of exemplar

condensation as follows:

Lmem = Lcond + Lrel + βLMKCL, (13)
where β is weighting coefficients for meta-knowledge con-
trastive learning.

Prior Knowledge Supervision.
Another important part of the dual-distillation structure is
knowledge distillation, which is used to transfer knowledge
from previous tasks to new tasks, thereby mitigating the
problem of catastrophic forgetting. We directly implement
Knowledge Distillation (Rebuffi et al. 2017; Li and Hoiem
2017; Wu et al. 2019) widely used in continual learning,
which aims to leverage the soft output of a previously trained
global model (named teacher model) as a regularization term
for the training of the current task global model (named stu-
dent model).

Mathematically, let pt−1(x) denote the probability distri-
bution (softmax output) of the teacher model after training
on the previous task t− 1, and pt(x) denote the distribution
of the student model being trained on the current task t. The
goal is to minimize the following objective function:

LKD = Lce + λ · LKL

, where LKL = KL(pt−1(x) ∥ pt(x))
(14)

Here, Lce represents the task-specific cross-entropy loss
for the current task t, such as cross-entropy loss, and
LKL is the loss function of Kullback-Leibler divergence
KL(pt−1(x) ∥ pt(x)) between the teacher’s and student’s
output distributions, which serves as the distillation loss. The
parameter λ controls the balance between the task loss and
the distillation loss. By minimizing this objective, the stu-
dent model learns to perform well on the new task while re-
taining knowledge from previous tasks, thus reducing catas-
trophic forgetting.

Experimental Setup
Implementation details.
In this work, all methods were implemented using Py-
Torch (Paszke et al. 2019) and executed on a single NVIDIA
RTX 4090 GPU paired with an AMD 7950X CPU, uti-
lizing ResNet18 (He et al. 2016) as the backbone for fea-
ture extraction in our classification models. The FedAvg al-
gorithm (McMahan et al. 2017) was employed for global

model aggregation. Each task involved training the model
over R = 50 communication rounds, with each client per-
forming E = 30 local epochs per round. A learning rate of
0.003 was used across all datasets to achieve optimal per-
formance, and Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) served as
the optimizer in all experiments. Unless specified otherwise,
the constraint factor λ in the Elastic Weight Consolidation
(EWC) method was set to 300. For knowledge distillation,
the temperature parameter was set to 2, and the distillation
loss weight λ was set to 3. And based on our experimen-
tal results and a thorough grid search, we set β = 0.5 for all
experiments. To simulate non-IID data distributions, we par-
titioned the datasets among clients using the Latent Dirichlet
Allocation (LDA) method, where the concentration parame-
ter σ controls the degree of data skew; we varied σ to sim-
ulate different levels of non-IID data. For experiments on
the CIFAR-100 and TinyImageNet datasets, we started with
20 clients and selected 10 clients per round, incrementing
the total number of clients by 5 with each new task for the
CIFAR-100 experiments with 10 and 20 tasks. However, due
to data quantity limitations, only 1 client was incremented
per new task in the 50-task CIFAR-100 experiment. Con-
versely, for the Caltech256 dataset, due to the limited num-
ber of samples per class, we started with 5 clients, selected
50% of the total clients in each round, and incremented the
total number of clients by 1 with each new task. In all ex-
periments, for each new task, 90% of the existing clients
Uo transitioned to the new task. To clearly illustrate the data
distributions across clients under varying degrees of non-IID
settings (controlled by σ), Figure 3 presents the data distri-
bution for the final task in the CIFAR-100 dataset experi-
ment with a total of 10 tasks. A further detailed breakdown
of the data distribution across all clients for each task is il-
lustrated in Fig 3.

Class ID

C
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σ = 0.8

σ = 0.5 

σ = 0.2

Figure 3: Training data distribution of every client for
CIFAR-100 on the final task, with non-IID levels σ of 0.2,
0.5, and 0.8 across a total of 10 tasks (each task containing
10 classes).



Datasets
We evaluated the framework on three widely used datasets
for image classification tasks: CIFAR-100, TinyImageNet,
and Caltech-256. The CIFAR-100 dataset (Krizhevsky, Hin-
ton et al. 2009) consists of 60,000 color images of size
32 × 32 pixels, distributed across 100 classes with 600 im-
ages per class. We allocated an exemplar memory space of
100 for each client and partitioned the dataset into tasks of
varying sizes: 10 tasks with 10 classes per task, 20 tasks with
5 classes per task, and 50 tasks with 2 classes per task. The
TinyImageNet dataset (Le and Yang 2015) contains 100,000
images of size 64 × 64 pixels, distributed over 200 classes
with 500 images per class. We allocated an exemplar mem-
ory space of 200 for each client and evaluated our method
using 10 tasks, each comprising 20 classes. The Caltech-256
dataset (Griffin et al. 2007) includes 30,607 images across
257 classes; we removed the “background” class, originally
used for validation, resulting in a total of 256 classes. Each
image was resized to 64×64 pixels due to computational re-
source constraints. We allocated an exemplar memory space
of 256 for each client and evaluated our method using 16
tasks with 16 classes per task.

Baselines
Replay maintains an exemplar memory at each client to
store and replay a subset of previous data, mitigating catas-
trophic forgetting in federated learning settings by randomly
selecting samples from the training data and incrementally
adding new classes with each new task.
iCaRL (Rebuffi et al. 2017) proposes an incremental learn-
ing method that integrates representation learning with
a nearest-mean-of-exemplars classifier, utilizing a fixed
memory budget to store exemplars from previous classes,
thereby mitigating catastrophic forgetting while learning
new classes.
LwF (Li and Hoiem 2017) enables a neural network to learn
new tasks without forgetting previously learned tasks by us-
ing knowledge distillation to preserve the model’s responses
on old tasks during training, all without requiring access to
the original data from the old tasks.
EWC (Kirkpatrick et al. 2017) mitigates catastrophic forget-
ting in neural networks by adding a regularization term that
penalizes changes to important weights, identified using the
Fisher information matrix. This approach allows the model
to learn new tasks while preserving performance on previ-
ously learned tasks without requiring access to old data.
BiC (Wu et al. 2019) tackles the bias toward new classes in
class-incremental learning by introducing a two-stage train-
ing framework that adds a bias correction layer, which is
fine-tuned using a small validation set to adjust the decision
boundary between old and new classes, effectively reducing
bias and improving classification accuracy.
TARGET (Zhang et al. 2023) addresses federated class-
continual learning by introducing an exemplar-free distil-
lation method that utilizes global prototypes to preserve
knowledge of previous classes without storing or generat-
ing data, effectively mitigating catastrophic forgetting in a
privacy-preserving manner.

FedCIL (Qi, Zhao, and Li 2023) addresses federated class-
incremental learning by introducing a global knowledge dis-
tillation method to preserve knowledge of old classes and
a class-balanced sampling strategy to mitigate class imbal-
ance, enabling clients to learn new classes while reducing
catastrophic forgetting incrementally.

Evaluation Metrics
Accuracy (A): This metric computes the accuracy for a
given task. We report the final accuracy after all tasks have
been trained as Alast, and the average accuracy across the
last round of every task as Aavg .
Averaged Incremental Accuracy Aincre (Rebuffi et al.
2017): This metric calculates the average accuracy after the
completion of each task, emphasizing the model’s perfor-
mance throughout the incremental learning process. We de-
note the overall averaged accuracy across all tasks asAincre

avg ,
and the accuracy after the last task as Aincre

last .
Accuracy A (Aa) (Dı́az-Rodrı́guez et al. 2018): As defined
by Dı́az-Rodrı́guez et al., this metric differs from standard
accuracy by assigning equal weight to the accuracy of each
task, regardless of the number of samples. For instance, in
a scenario where Task 1 has 50,000 images and Task 2 has
1,000 images, standard accuracy would give more weight to
Task 1, whereas Accuracy A treats both tasks equally. We
denote the overall averaged Accuracy A as Aa

avg and the
Accuracy A after the last task as Aa

last.
Backward Transfer (BwT) (Lopez-Paz and Ranzato 2017):
This metric measures the influence that learning a new task
has on the performance of previously learned tasks. A posi-
tive BwT indicates an improvement in past tasks after learn-
ing new ones, while a negative BwT signifies forgetting. It
is denoted as BwT.
Forward Transfer (FwT) (Lopez-Paz and Ranzato 2017):
This metric assesses the influence that learning a new task
has on the performance of future tasks. Positive forward
transfer implies that learning prior tasks benefits future
tasks, enhancing initial performance. It is denoted as FwT.
Remembering (Dı́az-Rodrı́guez et al. 2018): This metric
calculates the degree of retention for previous tasks as part
of the backward transfer process. It quantifies how well the
model remembers earlier tasks after learning new ones.
Forgetting (Chaudhry et al. 2018): This metric measures
the average amount of forgetting across all tasks, helping
to quantify how much information is lost as new tasks are
learned. It is calculated by comparing the maximum perfor-
mance on a task with its performance after learning subse-
quent tasks.

Results
ECoral efficiently mitigates forgetting. As shown in Ta-
ble 1 with σ = 0.5, and extended further in Table 2 with
more complex datasets, ECoral consistently outperforms
other baseline methods across multiple evaluation metrics.
For the CIFAR-100 dataset at σ = 0.5, ECoral achieves an
impressive average accuracy (Aavg) of 49.17% and a last-
task accuracy (Alast) of 27.97%, significantly surpassing
iCaRL, the closest baseline, which only reaches an Aavg



of 43.85% and Alast of 21.76%. This underscores ECo-
ral’s superior ability to mitigate catastrophic forgetting and
maintain strong performance across tasks compared to other
methods.

When examining more complex datasets like Tiny-
ImageNet and Caltech-256, ECoral continues to demon-
strate its effectiveness. On Tiny-ImageNet, ECoral achieves
the best average accuracy (Aavg of 38.78%), outperform-
ing iCaRL, which records 36.46%. Though iCaRL slightly
surpasses ECoral in last-task accuracy (Alast 22.80% vs.
20.88%), ECoral’s overall performance balance across tasks
highlights its ability to manage incremental learning effec-
tively. A similar trend is seen with the Caltech-256 dataset,
where ECoral achieves the highest average accuracy (Aavg

of 31.06%) but slightly trails iCaRL in last-task accuracy
(21.66% vs. 23.52%). This small gap in last-task accuracy
can be explained by iCaRL’s emphasis on incremental learn-
ing for recent tasks, whereas ECoral focuses on holistic task
balance, trading off minor performance losses on the last
task for superior average accuracy across all tasks.

Despite these few instances where iCaRL outperforms
ECoral in last-task accuracy, ECoral consistently excels in
overall task performance, demonstrating its strength in miti-
gating forgetting across all tasks. These results highlight EC-
oral as an effective approach for continual learning, particu-
larly in scenarios where sustained performance across many
tasks is critical.
ECoral balance the knowledge learned in each task. As
illustrated in Figure 4, the CIFAR-100 experiments with
σ = 0.5 provide a detailed analysis of ECoral’s perfor-
mance as tasks are progressively introduced, reflecting a typ-
ical continual learning scenario. In the early stage, for the
first task (T0), all methods show strong performance, with
Target and iCaRL slightly outperforming ECoral in the ini-
tial steps. Nonetheless, ECoral remains highly competitive,
demonstrating a robust ability to learn and adapt right from
the start.

As additional tasks are introduced (from T1 to T9), the
common challenge of catastrophic forgetting becomes more
evident, with all methods experiencing a gradual decline in
performance. ECoral, however, distinguishes itself by main-
taining a more stable and balanced performance compared to
baselines like BiC, FedCIL, and Replay, which show more
pronounced declines as tasks are added. ECoral’s ability to
sustain balanced performance across tasks allows it to miti-
gate forgetting more effectively, maintaining competitive re-
sults even as the complexity of the continual learning setting
increases.

In the later stages (T8 and T9), while ECoral is occasion-
ally outperformed by Target and iCaRL in last-task accuracy,
this is primarily due to the incremental learning emphasis
of those methods, which prioritize performance on recent
tasks. However, ECoral’s superior average accuracy across
all tasks underscores its strength in balancing performance
over the entire task sequence. This approach ensures that
ECoral not only excels in the earlier tasks but also performs
well across a wide range of tasks, making it more resilient
to the long-term challenges of catastrophic forgetting.

Overall, the results demonstrate ECoral’s effectiveness in

preserving knowledge across multiple tasks, delivering su-
perior stability and resilience compared to other baseline
methods under the CIFAR-100 dataset with σ = 0.5.
Ecoral is keep effective at different levels of non-iid. The
experimental results, shown in Table 1, assessed using three
key metrics: Accuracy (A), Averaged Incremental Accuracy
(Aincre), and Accuracy A (Aa), highlight the strong perfor-
mance of ECoral compared to baseline methods across var-
ious non-IID data distributions. ECoral consistently shows
higher final accuracy (Alast) and average accuracy (Aavg)
across all tasks, particularly excelling in more challenging
non-IID settings such as σ = 0.2, which represents the most
highly skewed data scenario. In this difficult setting, ECo-
ral demonstrates robustness by effectively retaining knowl-
edge from previous tasks and adapting to new ones, sig-
nificantly reducing catastrophic forgetting. For instance, at
σ = 0.2, ECoral shows marked improvements in both Alast

and Aavg compared to other methods. Furthermore, ECoral
performs exceptionally well in Averaged Incremental Accu-
racy (Aincre), maintaining higher accuracy throughout the
incremental learning process. Even as the non-IID severity
decreases (e.g., σ = 0.5 and σ = 0.8), ECoral continues
to outperform competing approaches, demonstrating adapt-
ability across different levels of data skew. Additionally, EC-
oral achieves high scores in Accuracy A (Aa), which bal-
ances performance across tasks irrespective of sample size.
Notably, even in the highly skewed σ = 0.2 scenario, ECo-
ral achieves anAa

avg of 49.58%, outperforming the next best
method by a significant margin, further underscoring its ro-
bustness and fairness across tasks. Overall, these results con-
firm ECoral’s effectiveness in mitigating catastrophic for-
getting and improving task performance in federated contin-
ual learning, especially in environments with highly non-IID
data distributions.
ECoral achieves superior performance across multiple
evaluation metrics. Beyond its strong accuracy, as illus-
trated in Figure 5, ECoral also excels across other important
metrics such as Backward Transfer (BwT), Forward Trans-
fer (FwT), Forgetting, and Remembering. ECoral shows
lower negative BwT compared to several baseline meth-
ods, managing to limit the detrimental effects on previously
learned tasks as new tasks are introduced. While iCaRL and
Target demonstrate slightly better backward transfer in ear-
lier stages, ECoral avoids the significant negative transfer
experienced by methods like FedCIL and BiC, which exhibit
steep performance declines when more tasks are added. This
demonstrates that ECoral effectively preserves prior knowl-
edge, a key requirement for successful continual learning.

Moreover, ECoral displays strong forward transfer (FwT),
suggesting that learning earlier tasks contributes positively
to the performance on future tasks. This is especially impor-
tant in non-IID settings where task distributions may vary
significantly. Compared to FedCIL and BiC, which struggle
with forward transfer, ECoral leverages knowledge from ear-
lier tasks to improve initial performance on new tasks. Addi-
tionally, ECoral demonstrates significantly lower forgetting,
particularly in the later stages of task learning, indicating
that it retains information long-term and resists the catas-
trophic forgetting seen in methods like FedCIL and BiC.



Table 1: Results on CIFAR100 with 10 tasks with non-IID levels σ of 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8 across a total of 10 tasks (each task
containing 10 classes), evaluated across three metrics: A, Aincre, and Aa for both the last task and overall performance. ∆
represents the absolute difference compared to the results of our ECoral method.
The results row of our ECoral is highlighted in . Improvements are marked in green, and declines are marked in red.

σ = 0.2 σ = 0.5 σ = 0.8

Methods Aavg ∆ Alast ∆ Aavg ∆ Alast ∆ Aavg ∆ Alast ∆

Replay 32.82 10.70 16.63 12.09 36.72 12.45 18.72 9.25 37.49 11.85 18.05 13.34
iCaRL 31.97 11.55 20.46 8.26 43.85 5.32 21.76 6.21 44.97 4.37 23.58 7.81
EWC 31.73 11.79 14.03 14.69 36.55 12.62 16.56 11.41 38.59 10.75 18.42 12.97
BiC 28.27 15.25 13.08 15.64 33.45 15.72 17.49 10.48 35.62 13.72 16.31 15.08
LwF 36.64 6.88 16.93 11.79 43.13 6.04 21.38 6.59 44.69 4.65 22.90 8.49
TARGET 30.60 12.92 9.42 19.30 41.51 7.66 16.71 11.26 46.05 3.29 20.83 10.56
FedCIL 30.14 13.38 13.62 15.10 34.88 14.29 15.56 12.41 34.98 14.36 16.05 15.34
ECoral 43.52 – 28.72 – 49.17 – 27.97 – 49.34 – 31.39 –

Methods Aincre
avg ∆ Aincre

last ∆ Aincre
avg ∆ Aincre

last ∆ Aincre
avg ∆ Aincre

last ∆

Replay 45.35 7.61 36.72 12.45 51.01 9.48 32.82 10.70 52.88 7.01 37.49 11.85
iCaRL 46.45 6.51 43.85 5.32 57.37 3.12 36.20 7.32 57.43 2.46 44.97 4.37
EWC 46.32 6.64 36.55 12.62 52.54 7.95 31.73 11.79 55.35 4.54 38.59 10.75
BiC 41.57 11.39 33.45 15.72 48.99 11.50 28.27 15.25 51.33 8.56 35.62 13.72
LwF 49.25 3.71 43.13 6.04 57.18 3.31 36.64 6.88 59.89 – 44.69 4.65
TARGET 45.50 7.46 41.51 7.66 57.47 3.02 30.60 12.92 61.42 1.53 46.05 3.29
FedCIL 44.25 8.71 34.88 14.29 49.84 10.65 30.14 13.38 50.92 8.97 34.98 14.36
ECoral 52.96 – 49.17 – 60.49 – 43.52 – 59.89 – 49.34 –

Methods Aa
avg ∆ Aa

last ∆ Aa
avg ∆ Aa

last ∆ Aa
avg ∆ Aa

last ∆

Replay 40.39 9.19 28.23 13.74 45.22 11.16 25.26 12.20 46.66 9.47 28.31 14.25
iCaRL 42.68 6.90 35.33 6.64 52.37 4.01 29.71 7.75 52.97 3.16 36.97 5.59
EWC 40.27 9.31 27.02 14.95 46.09 10.29 23.19 14.27 48.53 7.60 28.65 13.91
BiC 36.02 13.56 24.46 17.51 42.44 13.94 20.52 16.94 44.87 11.26 26.36 16.20
LwF 44.25 5.33 34.40 7.57 51.85 4.53 29.03 8.43 54.06 2.07 35.32 7.24
TARGET 39.65 9.93 31.13 10.84 51.88 4.50 21.54 15.92 55.98 0.15 36.12 6.44
FedCIL 38.43 11.15 25.84 16.13 43.91 12.47 21.84 15.62 44.35 11.78 25.60 16.96
ECoral 49.58 – 41.97 – 56.38 – 37.46 – 56.13 – 42.56 –

In terms of Remembering, ECoral shows competitive per-
formance, ensuring that it retains knowledge of previously
learned tasks effectively. While iCaRL slightly outperforms
ECoral in specific cases, ECoral’s overall balance between
retention, forward transfer, and reduced forgetting ensures it
can handle the trade-offs inherent in continual learning, pro-
viding robust long-term performance across multiple tasks.

ECoral can perform consistently in a long-term training
task. The results shown in Figure 6 demonstrate that ECoral
significantly outperforms baseline methods in both 20-task
and 50-task continual learning setups, particularly in terms
of average and final accuracy. In the 20-task setup, ECoral
consistently maintains higher average accuracy compared to
competing methods, achieving 63.60% for the average ac-
curacy across tasks, while methods such as BiC (51.4%)
and Replay (55.27%) fall behind. By the final task, ECo-
ral still retains a strong accuracy of 59.00%, whereas BiC
(39.6%) and FedCIL (38.25%) exhibit substantial declines.
In the more challenging 50-task setup, ECoral continues to
lead, with an average accuracy of 91.00%, outperforming

BiC (90.50%) and iCaRL (90.00%). As the number of tasks
increases, ECoral maintains a notable performance edge,
with a final accuracy of 64.40% by the last task, significantly
higher than BiC (36.90%) and Replay (38.40%). These re-
sults highlight ECoral’s superior ability to retain knowledge
and perform consistently across both short- and long-term
continual learning setups, emphasizing its robustness and
scalability in federated learning environments.
ECoral is user privacy friendly. This work addresses user
privacy concerns in two key areas. First, we ensure that the
Shared-VAE model cannot regenerate raw data from other
clients and that the generated data is not semantically in-
terpretable by humans, preserving data privacy at the feder-
ated learning (FL) level. Second, we design the condensed
data to be recognizable only as belonging to the client’s lo-
cal classes, yet indecipherable by humans, to prevent privacy
breaches during memory replay.

To illustrate this, Figure 7 displays six randomly selected
samples of disentangled features generated by Shared-VAE
alongside six condensed exemplars. As seen in the left panel,
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Figure 4: Performance evaluation on CIFAR100 under a Non-IID setting with σ = 0.5, across 10 tasks. The final accuracy A
(%) for each learned task is reported after the completion of each task.

0 2 4 6 8
Task Step

30

40

50

60

70

Va
lu

e(
%

)

ACC A

0 2 4 6 8

50

40

30

20

10

0

BwT

0 2 4 6 8

50

60

70

80

90

100

Remembering

0 2 4 6 8

40

50

60

70

ACC Incremental Avg

0 2 4 6 8
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80
FwT

0 2 4 6 8
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

Forgetting

Replay iCaRL EWC BiC LWF Target Fedcil ECoral

Figure 5: Evaluation of multiple metrics (%) on CIFAR100
under a Non-IID setting with σ = 0.5, across a total of 10
tasks.

the disentangled features are highly abstract, containing only
basic information such as colors and vague outlines, render-
ing them indistinguishable to humans. In the right panel,
even though the first row of condensed exemplars can be
roughly associated with a certain category, the details remain
unclear, ensuring that no specific class details from client
data are exposed. Importantly, these condensed exemplars
are derived solely from the user’s local training data without
incorporating any sensitive information from other clients.
The second row of exemplars is entirely unrecognizable, fur-
ther enhancing in-memory data-level privacy protection.
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Figure 6: Performance evaluation on CIFAR100 under a
Non-IID setting with σ = 0.5. The final accuracy A (%) is
reported after learning each task. The left plot shows results
with 10 steps (10 classes per task), the middle with 20 steps
(5 classes per task), and the right with 50 steps (2 classes per
task).

Conclusion
In this paper, we propose the ECoral framework, which suc-
cessfully addresses critical challenges in Federated Class-
Incremental Learning (FCIL) by enhancing memory effi-
ciency and improving resilience against catastrophic forget-
ting. The combination of exemplar condensation and meta-
knowledge contrastive learning allows the model to store
more informative and privacy-preserving condensed exem-
plars, while client-wise feature disentanglement mitigates
the negative effects of data heterogeneity. This approach en-
sures consistent performance across highly non-IID environ-
ments, making it well-suited for real-world federated learn-
ing applications where data privacy and resource constraints
are key concerns. However, we observe that ECoral’s advan-
tage decreases when applied to more complex datasets. Fu-



Table 2: Results on Tiny-ImageNet with 10 tasks (10 classes per task) and on Caltech-256 with 16 tasks (16 classes per task),
both under a Non-IID setting with σ = 0.5.
The results row of our ECoral is highlighted in . The best result is highlighted with , and the second-best result is highlighted
with .

Tiny-Imagenet (10 Tasks) Caltech-256 (16 Tasks)

Methods Aavg Alast Aincre
avg Aincre

last Aa
avg Aa

last Aavg Alast Aincre
avg Aincre

last Aa
avg Aa

last

Replay 35.73 18.73 46.04 33.51 41.72 26.17 24.24 20.92 31.46 24.24 28.20 20.79
iCaRL 36.46 22.80 44.92 35.40 41.56 29.69 26.72 23.52 33.75 26.72 30.54 23.11
EWC 31.10 13.10 45.23 30.14 39.19 21.49 20.68 11.08 34.17 20.68 28.12 13.67
BiC 35.88 20.46 46.31 34.51 42.07 27.57 29.26 22.70 37.78 29.26 33.84 24.51
LwF 35.76 16.78 47.51 33.64 42.53 25.54 23.20 12.88 35.51 23.20 30.06 16.67
TARGET 27.00 10.49 40.83 25.46 34.63 16.90 20.46 10.31 35.28 20.46 27.83 12.15
FedCIL 30.18 12.59 44.67 29.11 38.43 20.13 18.53 10.53 31.16 18.53 25.59 11.92
ECoral 38.78 20.88 48.46 37.80 44.94 31.24 31.06 21.66 40.64 31.06 36.23 25.11

Disentangled Features Condensed Exemplars

Figure 7: Examples of disentangled features from Shared-
VAE and final condensed exemplars.

ture work will focus on strengthening ECoral’s performance
in these complex scenarios, ensuring robustness and scala-
bility across diverse real-world data challenges.
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