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Abstract
Continual Learning seeks to develop a model capable of in-
crementally assimilating new information while retaining
prior knowledge. However, current research predominantly
addresses a straightforward learning context, wherein all
data samples originate from a singular data domain. This
paper shifts focus to a more complex and realistic learning
environment, characterized by data samples sourced from
multiple distinct domains. We tackle this intricate learn-
ing challenge by introducing a novel methodology, termed
the Multi-Source Dynamic Expansion Model (MSDEM),
which leverages various pre-trained models as backbones
and progressively establishes new experts based on them to
adapt to emerging tasks. Additionally, we propose an inno-
vative dynamic expandable attention mechanism designed
to selectively harness knowledge from multiple backbones,
thereby accelerating the new task learning. Moreover, we
introduce a dynamic graph weight router that strategically
reuses all previously acquired parameters and representa-
tions for new task learning, maximizing the positive knowl-
edge transfer effect, which further improves generalization
performance. We conduct a comprehensive series of ex-
periments, and the empirical findings indicate that our pro-
posed approach achieves state-of-the-art performance.
Details: The implementation of our proposed framework is
available at https://github.com/LexRider/MSDEM.

1 Introduction
Continual Learning (CL), often referred to as lifelong learn-
ing, seeks to develop a model that can consistently acquire
new concepts while retaining previously learned informa-
tion [35]. Nevertheless, contemporary deep learning mod-
els frequently experience considerable performance decline
in the context of continual learning, primarily due to catas-
trophic forgetting [35]. This issue arises because these
models lack the necessary mechanisms to safeguard against
information loss when adapting to new tasks. Given its ad-
vantageous characteristics, continual learning holds signif-
icant practical applications across various fields, including
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autonomous driving, robotic navigation, and medical diag-
nostics.

Continual learning research has led to the development
of various technologies aimed at addressing the issue of
network forgetting. These can be categorized into three
main approaches: first, rehearsal-based methods, which fo-
cus on optimizing a compact memory buffer to retain nu-
merous essential examples [7, 3]; second, dynamic expan-
sion frameworks that facilitate the automatic construction
and integration of new hidden layers and nodes into an ex-
isting backbone to capture new information [8, 19]; and
third, regularization-based methods that incorporate an ad-
ditional regularization term into the primary objective func-
tion to mitigate significant changes to many previous and
crucial network parameters [24, 31].

Among these technologies, utilizing a memory buffer to
retain numerous critical examples stands out as the most
prevalent approach in continual learning; however, it strug-
gles to accommodate an increasing number of tasks. Con-
versely, dynamic expansion models excel in this demanding
continual learning paradigm by adaptively generating a new
sub-model to tackle each new task [8, 19]. Furthermore, re-
cent research has suggested leveraging a pre-trained Vision
Transformer (ViT) [12] as a foundational backbone, allow-
ing for the rapid construction of a new expert with minimal
parameters to swiftly adapt to new tasks [50]. Nonethe-
less, these methodologies typically concentrate on a singu-
lar data domain and depend on a single pre-trained back-
bone [50], which limits their ability to generalize effec-
tively across a sequence of diverse data domains where both
the domain and class may shift unpredictably.

In this paper, we introduce an innovative dynamic expan-
sion framework, referred to as the Multi-Source Dynamic
Expansion Model (MSDEM), designed to tackle the chal-
lenges of class and domain shifts in multi-domain contin-
ual learning. The core concept of our proposed method-
ology is to integrate knowledge retained by various back-
bones trained on distinct data sources into a cohesive opti-
mization framework, with the objective of delivering robust
generalization representations for the experts. Specifically,
we present a novel Dynamic Expandable Attention Mech-
anism (DEAM) that regulates representations from multi-
ple backbones through an attention mechanism. In contrast
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to existing attention-based approaches [12], which extract
relevant information from the pixel space, our proposed at-
tention mechanism can dynamically assess the significance
and contribution of each backbone during the learning of
new tasks, thereby effectively exploring prior knowledge to
promote the new task learning.

Furthermore, numerous tasks and domains often share
analogous semantic information, making it essential to
leverage previously acquired knowledge to facilitate future
task learning. To achieve this aim, we propose a novel Dy-
namic Graph Weight Router (DGWR) strategy, which over-
sees and optimizes a graph relation matrix to regulate all
previously learned information during the learning of new
tasks. The DGWR approach effectively reuses critical past
parameters and representations, significantly enhancing the
learning of new tasks and resulting in improved generaliza-
tion performance.

We run a series of experiments utilizing various intri-
cate datasets, and the empirical findings indicate that the
proposed methodology attains state-of-the-art performance
in more demanding continual learning scenarios while uti-
lizing fewer parameters. Our contributions can be catego-
rized into four parts : (1) This paper introduces a novel
MSDEM framework to deal with a sequence of diverse
data domains by exploring knowledge from several back-
bones trained on different data sources; (2) We propose a
novel dynamic expandable attention mechanism to selec-
tively transfer knowledge from several backbones, which
maximizes the transfer learning effects; (3) We propose a
novel DGWR approach to effectively reuse all previously
learned parameters and representations to promote future
task learning, leading to an improved generalization per-
formance; (4) We construct a more realistic and challeng-
ing continual learning experiment and the empirical results
demonstrate that the proposed approach achieves the state-
of-the-art performance.

2 Related Work
Rehearsal-based techniques represent a fundamental and
widely adopted strategy to mitigate network forgetting in
continuous learning, as highlighted in the recent literature
[4]. This approach focuses on retaining a substantial num-
ber of essential past instances and reintroducing them dur-
ing the learning of new tasks [4, 6, 16, 17, 36, 39, 40, 44,
20]. Consequently, the selection of samples is pivotal in
ensuring optimal performance of rehearsal-based methods.
Additionally, the integration of a memory buffer system
can be effectively aligned with regularization-based tech-
niques, with the objective of further enhancing the model’s
efficacy [11, 31, 7, 30, 10, 42, 46, 34, 2, 9, 21]. Another ap-
proach to implement the memory system is to train a deep
generative model such as Variational Autoencoders (VAEs)
[26] or Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) [14] for
preserving and producing past examples to relieve network
forgetting [1, 37, 43, 51, 25]. These methods can avoid the
data privacy issues caused by the memory buffer system.
Knowledge distillation techniques focus on transferring the
knowledge preserved by a static teacher module to a small-

sized student module [15, 18]. The Knowledge Distilla-
tion (KD) approach can also be applied to continual learn-
ing for addressing network forgetting. Specifically, the KD
approach in continual learning treats the previously and
currently learned model as a teacher and a student mod-
ule, respectively. Minimizing the distance between the
teacher and student outputs can relieve network forgetting
[29]. Furthermore, the KD methodology can be integrated
with rehearsal-based methods into a cohesive optimization
framework, which can further enhance model performance,
as demonstrated in [38], namely Incremental Classifier and
Representation Learning (iCaRL). Specifically, iCaRL em-
ploys a novel nearest-mean-of-exemplars classification ap-
proach that bolsters the classifier’s resilience to variations
in data representations. In addition, another studies intro-
duce a new self-KD technology, aiming to preserve previ-
ously acquired features and representations, which can ad-
dress network forgetting [6].
Dynamic network architecture. Although rehearsal and
knowledge distillation (KD) technologies have achieved
significant performance in continual learning, they can only
perform well on a small number of tasks and can not ad-
dress the more complex learning environment. Recent stud-
ies have developed a dynamic expandable framework to
deal with a long sequence of tasks. Specifically, this frame-
work automatically creates and adds new sub-models and
hidden layers into a unified backbone when learning a new
task, in which all previously learned parameters are frozen
to preserve all prior knowledge [8, 19, 36, 41, 48, 52,
23, 45]. As a result, the dynamic expandable framework
can maintain good performance on all previous tasks with-
out forgetting and are able to learn a new task effectively
through a dynamic expansion process [41]. Furthermore,
the recent popular backbone, called Vision Transformers
(ViT) [12], has also been explored as a sub-network into
a dynamic expansion framework, which can achieve bet-
ter performance than the CNN based dynamic expansion
framework [49, 13]. We provide additional information for
the related work section in Appendix-A from Supplemen-
tary Material (SM).

3 Methodology

3.1 Problem Statement
In continual learning, a model is assumed to be trained in
a dynamically changed learning environment. Specifically,
the model can only access the training samples from the
current task learning while all previous tasks are unavail-
able. Let Ds

i = {xi
j ,y

i
j}n

i

j=1 and Dt
i = {xt,i

j ,yt,i
j }nt,i

j=1 be
the i-th training and testing dataset, respectively, where ni

and nt,i denote the total number of samples in the train-
ing set Ds

i and the testing set Dt
i , respectively. xt,i

j ∈
X and yt,i

j ∈ Y denote the j-th testing sample and its
corresponding class label, respectively. X ∈ Rdx and
Y ∈ Rdy are the data and label space with the dimen-
sion dx and dy , respectively. In a class-incremental learning
paradigm, a training dataset Ds

i is usually divided into Ci

parts {Ds
i (1), · · · , Ds

i (Ci)}, where each subset Ds
i (j) con-
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tains data samples from a single or several adjacent cate-
gories. Let {T1, · · · , TCi

} be a set of tasks, where each task
Tj is associated with the training dataset Ds

i (j). At a cer-
tain task learning (Tj), we can only access the samples from
Ds

i (j) while all previous datasets {Ds
i (1), · · · , Ds

i (j− 1)}
are unavailable. Most existing continual learning studies
only consider to incrementally learn new categories within
a single data domain. However, in a more realistic learning
environment, new data samples can be drawn from entirely
different data domains. Let {Ds

1, · · · , Ds
t } be a set of t

different datasets/domains, where each dataset Ds
i can be

divided into Ci parts. A data stream S can be formed using
the following process :

S = {Ds
1(1), · · · , Ds

1(C1), · · · , Ds
t (Ct)} . (1)

Learning the data stream S remains a considerable chal-
lenge since it involves shifts in both the class and domain.
When the total number of tasks is finished, we evaluate the
model’s performance on all testing datasets.

3.2 Framework Overview
Existing research typically proposes the introduction of a
new independent expert within a mixture system or the uti-
lization of a single pre-trained Vision Transformer (ViT) as
a foundational backbone to initialize an expert with mini-
mal parameters for learning a new task. However, many of
these approaches focus solely on a single pre-trained back-
bone that encompasses semantically rich knowledge from
one or a few data domains, which limits their applicability
to unknown and entirely distinct data domains. In this pa-
per, we introduce an innovative dynamic expansion frame-
work that incorporates multiple pre-trained ViT backbones
trained on samples from diverse sources, referred to as
the Multi-Source Dynamic Expansion Model (MSDEM).
This model demonstrates robust generalization capabilities
across various data domains. We present a comprehen-
sive overview of the network architecture for the proposed
framework in fig. 2, which comprises several network mod-
ules, detailed in the following.
The multi-source backbones. Utilizing multiple backbones
that are trained on diverse datasets and data distributions
can yield semantically rich and robust representations,
thereby enhancing the model’s generalization capabilities
in continual learning. Let {fθ1 , · · · , fθt′} represent a col-
lection of t′ distinct backbones, each trained on varying
data domains and datasets. Each backbone fθj : X → Z is
constructed using the pre-trained Vision Transformer (ViT)
[12], which takes an image x ∈ X as input and produces a
feature vector z ∈ Z , where Z ∈ Rdz denotes the feature
space with dimension dz , and θj signifies the parameter set
of the j-th backbone. Given the substantial output dimen-
sion of each pre-trained ViT backbone, we utilize only the
class token to minimize feature dimensions and computa-
tional expenses. For any input x, we can leverage all pre-
trained backbones to extract a potent representation by :

zf = z1 ⊗ z2⊗, · · · ,⊗ zt
′
, (2)

where zj is given by the j-th backbone fθj and ⊗ denotes to

combine two feature vectors into a single one. zf is an aug-
mented feature vector over the feature space Zf ∈ Rdz×t′ .
The expert module. While the pre-trained backbone is ca-
pable of delivering robust representations, it cannot directly
leverage these features for predictive tasks. In this study,
we introduce a method to dynamically construct and inte-
grate a new expert module within the proposed dynamic
expansion framework to address the challenges of learn-
ing new tasks. Specifically, for a designated new task
Tj , we develop a new expert module Ej , which comprises
an adaptive module fξj : Zf → Ze designed to acquire
a task-specific representation, alongside a linear classifier
fωj : Ze → Y intended to discern a decision-making pat-
tern. The adaptive module fξj of the j-th expert Ej takes an
augmented feature zf as input and produces a feature vec-
tor z̄j within the feature space Zf ∈ Rde , where de denotes
the dimensionality of the features. The prediction process
for a given input x utilizing the j-th expert is articulated as
follows :

y′ = argmax(Softmax(WT
ωj
z̄j)) , (3)

where Wωj denotes the weight matrix of the classifier fωj

and Softmax(·) represents a Softmax function. WT
ωj

rep-
resents the matrix transpose.

3.3 Dynamic Expandable Attention Mecha-
nism

In the process of acquiring the knowledge from a new
task, certain pre-trained backbones may encompass seman-
tically relevant representations that facilitate the learning
of the new task, thereby enhancing their contribution to
this learning process. Merely aggregating representations
from various backbones, as outlined in Eq. (2), fails to
effectively leverage prior knowledge for the new task ac-
quisition. To tackle this challenge, we introduce an inno-
vative dynamic expandable attention mechanism that au-
tonomously assesses the significance of each pre-trained
ViT backbone. Specifically, our proposed method can auto-
matically generate and incorporate a new attention module
upon the creation of a new expert, enabling the develop-
ment of an expert-specific attention behaviour.

We assume that the proposed framework has already
learnt (t − 1) experts {E1, · · · , Et−1}. When learning a
new task (Tt), we dynamically create three trainable weight
matrices Kt, Qt and Vt, to regulate all previously learned
representations during the new task learning. For a given
input x, we can get a combined representation zf using
Eq. (2) and employ the attention mechanism to process zf :

Q̂t = Qtzf , K̂t = Ktzf ,

V̂t = Vtzf .
(4)

The resulting weight matrices Q̂t, K̂t and V̂t are used
to calculate the attention map by :

ztatt = Softmax(Q̂t(K̂t/
√
dk))V̂

t , (5)
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Figure 1: Overall framework of the proposed method. (a) During the initial training task, task T1 is used as an input
sample to multiple backbones, generating individual feature outputs that are concatenated to form a fused feature vector.
This fused vector is then processed through a multi-head attention module for feature integration, followed by a classifier
head to produce the final result. (b) In the subsequent training tasks across multiple domains, the attention modules from
previous tasks are retained as experts and frozen. The output feature vectors from all experts are fused and then fed into
a router, where weight allocation and Top-k selection are applied to identify the most important experts for knowledge
integration. The resulting fused vector is then processed through graph attention for the final prediction.

where ztatt is an attention map, which is used as the input of
the adaptive module fξt of the new expert (Et). Addition-
ally, we only update the weight matrices {Kt,Qt,Vt} dur-
ing the new task learning (Tt) while all previous weight ma-
trices {K1,Q1,V1, · · · ,Kt−1,Qt−1,Vt−1} are frozen to
avoid forgetting all previous attention behavrious.

3.4 Dynamic Graph Weight Router

Most current studies in continual learning primarily con-
centrate on examining the active model parameters to ac-
quire new tasks, which limits their ability to capture com-
prehensive statistical information. In this paper, we propose
leveraging numerous essential previously acquired network
parameters and representations to bolster the learning ca-
pacity for future tasks. Furthermore, given that each ex-
pert assimilates knowledge from distinct data domains, em-
ploying all previously learned network parameters may not
be advantageous for new task acquisition. We tackle this
challenge by introducing an innovative dynamic adaptive
weight generation method that dynamically constructs and
develops weight routers to selectively identify several key
experts for new task learning. We assume that the pro-
posed dynamic expansion framework has already estab-
lished (t − 1) experts {E1, · · · , Et−1} during the (t − 1)-
th task learning phase. We conceptualize each expert as a
node within a graph structure and present a graph relation
matrix C ∈ R(t−1,t−1) to characterize the interrelations
among experts, where C(i, j) signifies the relationship
from the j-th expert to the i-th expert. Upon encountering
a new task (Tt), we first establish a new expert module Et
and extend the relation matrix to C ∈ R(t,t). Subsequently,
we extract the relation vector Mt = {Mt[1], · · · ,Mt[t]}

from C(t), which represents all elements of the t-th row
of C, corresponding to the expert (Et). To effectively se-
lect experts for new task learning, we propose utilizing the
Gumbel-Softmax distribution to generate the weight router,
expressed as :

M̂t[k] =
exp ((log(Mt[k] + ϵn) + ϵu)/τ)∑t
j=1 exp ((log(M

t[j] + ϵn) + ϵu)/τ)
, (6)

where ϵn ∼ N (0, σ2I) is sampled from a normal noise dis-
tribution to enhance the robustness of weight optimization
while encouraging the model to explore different expert
combinations more extensively during the early stages of
training. ϵu = − log(− log(U)) and U ∼ Uniform(0, 1).
τ is a temperature parameter, controlling the smoothness of
the sampling distribution. We describe the expert selection
in Fig. 2. Compared to a rigid Top-k selection scheme, ad-
justing the temperature parameter of the Gumbel-Softmax
allows for tuning between hard and soft selection. In prac-
tice, the number of selected experts is determined by the
results of the optimization process. By using Eq. (6), we
can get the selection weights {M̂t[1], · · · , M̂t[t]}, which
can be used to regulate the representations extracted by all
previously learned experts.

Then we combine all normalized representations and the
feature extracted from the adaptive module fξt into a com-
pact representation, expressed as :

Zt =
∑t

j=1

(
z̄jM̂t[j]

)
. (7)

We employ the attention mechanism to further regulate the
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Figure 2: The expert selection process with different val-
ues of τ . (a) When the temperature is low, the selection
approaches a one-hot vector, selecting only the expert for
the current task. (b) When the temperature is set close to
1, it performs Top-k selection, where k is learned during
training rather than manually constrained. (c) When the
temperature is high, all experts are selected.

representation Zt, resulting in :

Q̂t
g = Qt

gZ
t, K̂t

g = Kt
gZ

t,

V̂t
g = Vt

gZ
t ,

(8)

where Qt
g , Kt

g , and Vt
g are the weight matrices of the at-

tention mechanism. We can get the attention results by :

Zt
a = Softmax(Q̂t

g(K̂
t
g/
√
d

′
total))V̂

t
g , (9)

where d
′

total refers to the dimension of Zt. The prediction
process for the t-th expert is reformulated as :

y′ = argmax(Softmax(WT
ωt
Zt

a)) , (10)

where Wωt denotes weight matrix of the classifier fωt .
Only the parts C(t) of the relation matrix C is optimized
while other parts are frozen during the new task learning,
which can avoid forgetting the previously learned router.

3.5 Algorithm Implementation
In this section, we provide the learning procedure of the
proposed framework in fig. 1 while the pseudocode is pro-
vided in Algorithm 1, which can be summarized into three
stages, described in the following.
Step 1 (The construction process). When learning a new
task Tt, we dynamically create a new expert module
Et = {fξt , fωt} based on the pre-trained backbones and
Kt

g,Q
t
g,V

t
g of graph block.

Step 2 (The dynamic expandable attention mechanism).
We first create the attention parameters {Kt,Qt,Vt},
which can be used to regulate the augmented feature zf

using Eq. (4), resulting in {K̂t, Q̂t, V̂t}.
Step 3 (The dynamic graph weight router). We expand the
relation matrix C and create the router {M̂t[1], · · · , M̂t[t]}
for the task Tt using Eq. (6). Then, we can obtain the final
representation Zt

a using Eq. (9).
Step 4 (The parameter update). To optimize the proposed
framework, we introduce to employ the cross-entropy loss,
defined as :

LCE =
∑K

c=1
y[c] log

{
Softmax(WT

ωt
Zt

a)[c]
}
, (11)

Algorithm 1 The training of the proposed framework.
Input: The total number of tasks N ; The model’s parame-
ters;
Output: The model’s parameters
for t < N do

Step 1 (The construction process).
Build a new expert Et = {fξt , fωt

}
Step 2 (The dynamic expandable attention mechanism).
Build the attention parameters {Kt,Qt,Vt}
Q̂t = Qtzf , K̂t = Ktzf , V̂t = Vtzf

zjatt = Softmax(Q̂t(K̂t/
√
dk))V̂

t

Step 3 (The dynamic graph weight router).
Build the router {M̂t[1], · · · , M̂t[t]}
{z̃c | z̃c = z̄cM̂t[j] , j = 1, · · · , t}
Zt =

∑t
j=1{z̃t} ;

Get Zt
a using Eq. (9)

for t < n′ do
Step 4 (The parameter update).
Get a new data batch Xt from the current task
Optimize {ξt, ωt,M

t} by Eq. (11)
Optimize {Kt,Qt,Vt,Kt

g,Q
t
g,V

t
g} by Eq. (11)

where K is the total number of categories and y[c] is the
c-th dimension of the class label. Softmax(WT

ωt
Zt

a)[c] de-
notes the c-th dimension of the probability vector. During
the current task learning (Tt), we only update the param-
eter sets {ξt, ωt,K

t
g,Q

t
g,V

t
g,K

t,Qt,Vt,Mt} of the cur-
rent expert Et using Eq. (11).

4 Experiments
4.1 Experimental setting
Datasets: We evaluate the model performance in a con-
tinual learning setting across multiple domains, using the
TinyImageNet [28], CIFAR-100 [27], CIFAR-10 [27], and
Birds 525 Species datasets. We provide additional experi-
ment settings in Appendix-B from SM.
Metrics: To assess and compare the model performance
across multi-domain settings, we use two metrics: ”Av-
erage” and ”Last.” The ”Average” metric measures the
model’s mean accuracy across tasks in a specific scenario,
while ”Last” indicates the accuracy on the final task. We
calculate the average accuracy on all testing samples.
Implementation: We use three different ViT models
as backbones: ViT-B/16 pretrained on ImageNet-21K,
ViT-B/16 pretrained on ImageNet-21K and fine-tuned on
ImageNet-1K, and pretrained ViT-L/14. All three models
are frozen during training and inference to retain domain-
specific prior knowledge. For the classifier, router, and
all attention layers, we consider to employ three different
Adam optimizers with tailored learning rates and scheduler
parameters, aiming to achieve optimal performance.

4.2 Comparison with SOTA
SOTA Categorization. In this section, we present a com-
parative analysis of our method against various SOTA
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Table 1: Performance comparison of MSDEM and SOTA models in a dual-domain task configuration. ”Average” de-
notes mean performance across all tasks, while ”Last” shows the performance on the final task. Except for StarPrompt
comparisons (trained for 3 epochs), all models are trained for 1 epoch and compared with non-StarPrompt SOTA models.
MSDEM2 and MSDEM3 represent configurations with 2 and 3 ViT backbones, respectively, using 32-head multi-head
attention. All results are averaged over 10 independent runs.

Method TinyImage-Birds Birds-TinyImage Cifar10-Birds Birds-Cifar10 Cifar100-Birds Birds-Cifar100
Average Last Average Last Average Last Average Last Average Last Average Last

DER [5] 5.5±0.48 95.4±0.72 26.3±0.64 92.5±0.93 5.5±0.25 96.0±0.42 55.9±0.34 96.7±0.81 10.0±0.99 77.4±0.55 22.5±0.88 75.1±0.67

DER++ [5] 93.3±0.81 95.8±0.93 93.3±0.62 94.6±0.89 94.2±0.45 96.4±0.75 98.9±0.82 96.4±0.32 89.9±0.67 80.4±0.95 96.2±0.79 95.6±0.56

DER+++refresh [47] 93.3±0.92 95.2±0.89 93.4±0.25 93.5±0.63 94.8±0.88 96.4±0.24 98.8±0.91 96.4±0.79 90.6±0.55 78.8±0.43 96.0±0.73 94.8±0.34

MoE-2E/1R [50] 24.5±0.85 91.2±0.31 28.7±0.63 91.1±1.21 19.7±0.52 99.1±0.54 33.9±0.43 96.8±0.35 33.4±0.52 96.2±0.32 37.4±0.22 93.5±0.82

MoE-22E/10R [50] 26.3±0.94 88.9±0.47 25.0±0.71 94.6±1.31 23.3±0.68 96.8±0.44 33.6±0.98 97.4±1.53 31.5±0.91 95.8±0.43 36.6±0.61 94.5±1.36

StarPrompt-1st [33] 96.8±0.42 96.1±0.52 96.8±0.64 96.0±0.83 99.1±0.65 99.0±0.95 99.0±0.73 97.1±0.87 97.1±0.92 99.7±0.82 97.0±0.45 95.4±0.79

StarPrompt-2nd [33] 97.5±0.77 97.3±0.51 97.7±0.65 96.4±0.43 97.0±0.23 99.7±0.95 93.8±0.76 97.3±0.92 98.0±0.43 99.7±0.56 98.1±0.95 97.3±0.63

StarPrompt [33] 97.8±0.48 98.9±0.82 97.8±0.79 96.3±0.91 99.2±0.37 99.0±0.71 99.2±0.46 98.0±1.01 98.3±0.59 96.8±1.32 98.2±0.52 97.6±0.92

RanPac [32] 93.8±0.88 91.2±0.31 94.1±0.65 95.9±0.43 98.9±0.74 93.1±0.53 98.7±0.92 98.7±0.42 95.4±0.95 88.6±0.32 95.4±0.32 98.6±0.32
Dap [22] 92.9±0.72 95.0±0.89 92.4±0.52 93.4±0.41 83.4±0.67 97.9±0.88 90.7±0.42 99.0±0.32 90.4±0.52 94.8±0.42 90.6±0.68 98.0±0.72

MSDEM2(Ours) 97.8±0.23 99.0±0.78 97.7±0.92 95.0±0.63 99.3±0.65 97.9±0.79 99.4±0.21 97.5±0.54 98.0±0.52 99.3±0.42 98.1±0.37 99.1±0.61
Rel.ER vs RanPac ↓ 64.52% ↓ 88.63% ↓ 61.02% ↑ 21.95% ↓ 36.36% ↓ 69.56% ↓ 53.84% ↑ 92.31% ↓ 56.52% ↓ 93.86% ↓ 58.69% ↓ 35.71%
MSDEM3(Ours) 96.7±0.74 94.9±0.67 96.7±0.42 99.6±0.41 99.1±0.83 97.5±0.56 99.1±0.56 99.0±1.36 97.1±0.83 99.1±0.55 97.0±1.11 94.0±0.76

Rel.ER vs RanPac ↓ 46.77% ↓ 42.04% ↓ 44.07% ↓ 90.24% ↓ 18.18% ↓ 63.77% ↓ 30.77% ↓ 23.08% ↓ 36.95% ↓ 92.11% ↓ 34.78% ↑ 328.5%

MSDEM2(Ours)-3ep 98.1±0.52 99.4±0.32 98.0±0.85 96.3±0.67 99.6±0.41 99.8±0.63 99.7±0.31 97.9±0.55 98.3±0.29 99.3±0.19 98.4±0.54 97.3±0.34

Rel.ER vs StarPrompt ↓ 13.64% ↓ 45.45% ↓ 9.09% ↓ 0.00% ↓ 63.64% ↓ 79.88% ↓ 62.50% ↑ 5.33% ↓ 0.00% ↓ 78.13% ↓ 11.11% ↑ 12.55%

approaches in continual learning. Specifically, we con-
sider the experience replay-based methods such as DER
[5], along with its enhanced variants DER++ [5] and
DER+++refresh [47]. We also consider to compare our ap-
proach with the dynamic expansion model such as the MoE
adapter-based models utilizing a mixture of experts frame-
work where we distinguish between a lower-bound config-
uration (MoE-2E/1R, comprising 2 experts and 1 router)
and an upper-bound configuration (MoE-22E/10R, with 22
experts and 10 routers) [50]. Additionally, we also con-
sider employing the prompt-based learning models as the
baseline such as the StarPrompt [33], which maintains a
balance between new and previous tasks through prompt
injection and generated replay. Finally, we compare meth-
ods based on another type of continual learning methods,
including Random Packing (RanPac) [32], which employs
a random grouping mechanism, and Data Augmentation
Prompt (Dap) [22], which incorporates data augmentation
to enhance the retention of prior knowledge in continual
learning scenarios. All models employing memory replay
strategies (DER, DER++, DER+++refresh) use the same
backbone. To maintain consistency in our experimental
setup, we configure them with a dual-ViT model, unfreez-
ing the last two blocks of each ViT to provide a fine-tuning
parameter space. The memory replay buffer size is uni-
formly set to the Maximum 5120.

Multi-domain Task Incremental Learning. In this exper-
iment setting, we consider employing six two-domain sce-
narios, two three-domain scenarios, and one four-domain
scenario, with evaluations based on two performance met-
rics: “Average” and “Last”. Specifically, in the two-domain
scenarios, we explore various domain order combinations
to assess the generalization performance of various mod-
els under different domain configurations. Additionally, we
examine both dual-ViT and triple-ViT model strategies to
evaluate whether more pre-trained backbones can improve

the model’s generalization performance. It is noteworthy
that the prompt-based StarPrompt, along with its genera-
tive replay mechanism, reuses the training samples from
the current task 2–4 times during training to strengthen re-
sistance to forgetting. Therefore, we also include the results
achieved by the proposed approach using 3 training epochs
for a fair comparison.
The results. We present the classification results of our
method with other SOTA approaches in table 1 and table 2.
The empirical results clearly illustrate that our method (de-
noted as ”Ours”) achieves superior average performance
under the dual ViT model setup across nearly all task con-
figurations. Notably, memory replay-based methods such
as DER and mixture-of-experts models like MoE exhibit
relatively poor performance in these multi-domain task sce-
narios. Although they achieve relatively high “Last” scores,
indicating strong performance on the current task, they
show limited resistance to forgetting.

In the dual-domain configuration, our method shows a
16.98% improvement in the Average metric and 15.95% in
the Last metric over StarPrompt, the baseline performance
ceiling. In the three-domain and four-domain configura-
tions, the improvements are 15.06% and 6.2%, respectively.
All comparisons are based on training for 3 epochs, where
our model achieves great performance gains as the number
of domains increases. Even with training limited to a sin-
gle epoch, Our method consistently outperforms all SOTAs
except StarPrompt on the Average metric across all task
configurations, with results closely matching StarPrompt-
1st and StarPrompt-2nd in the Cifar100-Birds and Birds-
Cifar100 tasks, respectively.

When considering to use a single training epoch, our
method outperforms RanPac by 67.49% in the average met-
ric and 70.44% in the last metric in the dual-domain con-
figuration. In the three-domain and four-domain scenarios,
these improvements are 62.28% and 78.88%, respectively.
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Table 2: Performance comparison of MSDEM and SOTA in 3-domain and 4-domain configurations, summarizing average
performance across all tasks and performance on the final task.

Method Tiny-Cifar10-Birds Tiny-Cifar100-Birds Tiny-C100-Birds-C10 Average
Average Last Average Last Average Last Average Last

DER [5] 6.23±0.34 95.0±0.56 9.46±0.45 94.9±0.42 14.92±0.56 95.01±0.66 17.36 90.89
DER++ [5] 92.04±0.44 95.91±0.39 87.47±0.53 94.93±0.37 88.82±0.37 99.51±0.20 92.68 94.39
DER+++refresh [47] 94.82±0.50 96.35±0.52 90.56±0.40 78.83±0.46 91.19±0.54 94.43±0.38 93.71 91.64
MoE-2E+1R [50] 31.22±0.36 92.00±0.41 28.83±0.43 91.36±0.40 27.55±0.51 92.33±0.42 29.47 93.73
MoE-22E+10R [50] 34.55±0.63 94.56±1.17 31.22±0.36 31.22±0.36 95.11±0.78 30.01±0.33 37.46 80.42
StarPrompt-1st [33] 96.71±0.54 99.15±0.63 96.03±0.33 99.02±0.16 95.97±0.46 97.14±0.71 97.17 97.62
StarPrompt-2nd [33] 89.45±0.53 92.04±0.47 84.36±0.82 95.06±0.39 85.49±0.20 93.77±0.71 93.49 96.50
StarPrompt [33] 97.70±0.65 99.12±0.77 97.01±0.15 98.01±1.00 97.39±0.35 97.76±0.71 98.06 98.14
RanPac [32] 93.92±0.48 91.10±0.35 94.15±0.38 92.32±0.76 94.14±0.39 95.15±0.60 95.38 93.85
Dap [22] 94.48±0.51 92.65±0.45 92.77±0.39 95.51±0.40 91.62±0.47 95.83±0.42 91.03 96.49

MSDEM2(Ours) 97.74±0.46 98.55±0.49 96.92±0.54 99.23±0.53 97.09±0.22 97.95±0.36 98.00 98.48
Rel.ER vs RanPac ↓ 62.8% ↓ 83.7% ↓ 47.3% ↓ 89.9% ↓ 50.3% ↓ 57.7% ↓ 56.7% ↓ 50.6%
MSDEM3(Ours) 97.15±0.38 95.7±0.44 96.15±0.41 95.55±0.50 95.92±0.34 97.33±1.38 97.21 96.96
Rel.ER vs RanPac ↓ 53.1% ↓ 51.7% ↓ 34.2% ↓ 42.1% ↓ 81.6% ↓ 44.9% ↓ 39.6% ↓ 50.6%

MSDEM2(Ours)-3ep 98.15±0.14 99.12±0.83 97.59±0.36 98.38±1.11 97.65±0.66 97.97±0.91 98.39 98.38
Rel. ER vs StarPrompt ↓ 19.6% ↓ 0.00% ↓ 14.5% ↓ 18.6% ↓ 9.96% ↓ 9.37% ↓ 17.0% ↓ 12.9%

It is also worth noting that, although the triple ViT configu-
ration is outperformed by the dual ViT setup, the proposed
approach still maintains a leading edge over other SOTA
methods across nearly all task configurations. This finding
underscores the effectiveness of our model while suggest-
ing that increasing the number of ViTs does not necessarily
lead to continuous performance gains. Our forgetting lines
with SOTA are summarized in Fig. 3.

4.3 Ablation Study
We provide the additional ablation results in Appendix-C
from SM.
Computational Cost. We compare the computational costs
of our method with other baselines in terms of the compu-
tational costs and the number of parameters. A compara-
tive analysis across various models is provided in table 3,
which reports the training parameters (M), peak and av-
erage GPU memory usage (MiB), and runtime efficiency
(it/s). The proposed framework, which utilizes a dual-
backbone strategy, shows a clear advantage over all cur-
rent SOTA methods. Compared with a prominent SOTA
method, StarPrompt-2nd, our approach reduces training pa-
rameters by 70.36%, GPU memory usage by 85.83%, and
training time by 89.35%. This underscores its capacity to
enhance continual learning in ViT-based models while sig-
nificantly alleviating computational demands during train-
ing. Although our method shows a modest 3.43% increase
in RAM usage compared to StarPrompt-2nd, it remains
within the typical range observed across other SOTA meth-
ods such as DER++refresh and RanPac. In addition, we
evaluate the proposed approach with three ViT backbones
and the empirical results show that the proposed approach
requires a bit more training time while maintaining highly
competitive performance. In addition, more backbones en-
able to expand the dimension of the embedding layer, re-
sulting in a great increasing number of parameters.
Analysis of Router. The router mechanism is introduced to
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Figure 3: In the T-C100-B-C10 task configuration, we com-
pare the forgetting curves of MSDEM against SOTA meth-
ods. An additional 3-epoch MSDEM variant is included for
comparison with StarPrompt. Our model consistently out-
performs all SOTA approaches across all tasks.

balance the extent of knowledge transfer from previous
tasks during the training of the current task, as knowledge
dependencies vary across domains. fig. 4(a) presents the
Feature Map derived from PCA analysis of output features
from expert models trained on four domains. While these
domains are generally independent, their relative distances
are uneven. By permutating all domain pairs and following
a training sequence from domain1 to domain2, we calcu-
lated the weight assigned to domain1’s knowledge after do-
main2 training, thereby quantifying domain2’s dependency
on domain1. As shown in Figure fig. 4(b), nearly all per-
mutation schemes indicate that domain2’s dependency on
domain1 shifts with their training order, suggesting that
knowledge dependency between domains is asymmetric.
Notably, when two domains are relatively close, such as
TinyImageNet and Birds, their dependencies tend to be re-
ciprocal.
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Table 3: Comparison of our method with other SOTA methods in terms of training parameters, GPU usage, CPU usage, and
training time. Arrows (↑, ↓) indicate whether higher or lower values are preferred for each metric. Performance results are
evaluated based on two model strategies: dual ViT and triple ViT backbones. All results are obtained in the ”Tiny-Birds”
task scenario on the same hardware environment (RTX 4090 with 24GB memory) and represent the average of five runs on
the same task.

Method Train Param ↓ GPU Max ↓ GPU Avg ↓ CPU Max ↓ CPU Avg ↓ Iteration ↑ Task Time ↓
DER++ 42.27M 3490 MiB 3490 MiB 25415 MiB 24209 MiB 3.22 it/s 110.5s
DER+++refresh 42.27M 9914 MiB 9914 MiB 19668 MiB 18847 MiB 2.27 it/s 357.74s
MoE-22E+10R 64.05M 23560 MiB 21362 MiB 18662 MiB 18289 MiB 1.93 it/s 266.65s
StarPrompt-1st 0.31M 12578 MiB 3144 MiB 18725 MiB 18178 MiB 1.58 it/s 226.19s
StarPrompt-2nd 86.11M 11610 MiB 11010 MiB 18348 MiB 17968 MiB 1.18 it/s 386.87s
StarPrompt 86.41M 10566 MiB 10112 MiB 9255 MiB 8605 MiB 2.49 it/s 424.19s
RanPac 1.49M 3804 MiB 3566 MiB 18321 MiB 17902 MiB 3.44 it/s 250.82s
Dap 0.68M 4420 MiB 4420 MiB 17764 MiB 17224 MiB 2.33 it/s 147.08s

MSDEM2(Ours) 25.52M 1736 MiB 1560 MiB 19357 MiB 18584 MiB 8.94 it/s 41.22s
vs StarPrompt-2nd -70.36% ↓ -85.05% ↓ -85.83% ↓ +5.49% ↑ +3.43% ↑ +657.63% ↑ -89.35% ↓
MSDEM3(Ours) 153.58M 3846 MiB 3109 MiB 21167 MiB 20538 MiB 6.67 it/s 67.70s
vs StarPrompt-2nd +78.35% ↑ -66.87% ↓ -69.25% ↓ +15.36% ↑ +14.30% ↑ +465.25% ↑ -82.50% ↓
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Figure 4: (a) Feature maps of trained experts across four
domains, reduced via PCA. Most domains exhibit mutual
independence, with the exception of the relatively close
alignment between TinyImageNet and Birds; (b) Heatmap
showing the knowledge weights of domain2 on domain1
across 16 permutation schemes, with each domain’s self-
dependency set to 1.

5 Conclusion
This paper deals with continual learning by developing a
novel learning framework, which dynamically creates a
new expert based on multiple backbones to learn a new
task. A new dynamic expandable attention mechanism is
proposed to fully explore the prior knowledge to accelerate
the new task learning. We also propose a novel dynamic
graph weight router to reuse all previously learned knowl-
edge to promote new task learning. The results demonstrate
that the proposed approach achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance.
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A The Additional Information for the Related Wrok

We introduce an innovative continual learning methodology that utilizes multiple back-

bones as the foundational backbone to enhance representation in multi-domain contin-

ual learning scenarios. In particular, we dynamically generate a new expert from the

foundational backbone to tailor the general representation for new task acquisition.

By amalgamating knowledge features from various domains and employing multi-

head attention mechanisms alongside graph-layer architectures to prioritize and merge

domain-specific features, our approach effectively synthesizes cross-task information.

This technique minimizes task interference while alleviating the effects of catastrophic

forgetting.

Furthermore, we employ a dynamic expert selection framework through a Router,

which allows the model to adaptively choose the most pertinent experts according to

the specific demands of the current task. The primary benefit of this strategy is its

sparsity and selective activation: only the most relevant experts for each task are en-

gaged, thereby minimizing computational overhead and memory usage. This approach

mitigates the computational instability frequently associated with Mixture of Experts

(MoE) models [4]. In contrast to MoE methods that depend on static expert selection to

promote task information sharing, our method offers the necessary flexibility for opti-

mal expert selection, preventing the engagement of irrelevant experts and consequently

reducing the computational load.

When juxtaposed with the DER [1] and DER++ [1] methodologies, our model

presents considerable benefits. For instance, the DER and DER++ typically utilize a

memory buffer to mitigate forgetting in continual learning, with their efficacy often

contingent upon the quality of the retained samples. Furthermore, these approaches are

characterized by a singular and simplistic network architecture, which fails to deliver a

robust representation for continual learning. In contrast, the proposed framework is ca-

pable of dynamically generating new experts to assimilate new tasks while preserving

optimal performance on prior tasks by freezing all previously acquired parameters.

DAP [2]produces historical task data through instance-level prompts, effectively

retains memories of prior tasks. However, it depends on the CLIP model and a replay
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Table 1: Performance comparison from ablation studies: Tiny-Birds, Birds-Tiny, and
Cifar100-Birds. For MSDEM, multi-head attention defaults to a single head. ”In21k”
indicates pretraining on ImageNet21K, while ”ft-In1k” refers to fine-tuning on Im-
ageNet1K ”ViT 1 + ViT 2” denotes feature fusion through concatenation along the
dim=1 axis of the output from two networks. The MSDEM2 models use ViT 1 and
ViT 2 as backbones. While the results reported in the paper for MSDEM2 correspond
to the configuration using ViT 1 and ViT 3. The notation 768*2-288 indicates an em-
bedding input dimension of 768*2 and an output dimension of 288.
Method Tiny-Birds Birds-Tiny Cifar100-Birds

Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆

In21k-ft-In1k (ViT 1) 94.81 -1.62 ↓ 94.91 -1.34 ↓ 93.02 -3.64 ↓
In21k (ViT 2) 83.78 -12.65 ↓ 81.51 -14.74 ↓ 80.51 -16.15 ↓
ViT-L-14 (ViT 3) 87.43 -9.00 ↓ 85.86 -10.39 ↓ 86.98 -9.68 ↓
ViT 1 + ViT 2 92.55 -3.88 ↓ 93.08 -3.17 ↓ 89.71 -6.96 ↓
ViT 1 + ViT 2 + ViT 3 93.71 -2.73 ↓ 95.05 -1.2 ↓ 93.42 -3.24 ↓
MSDEM2 (768*2-288) 96.43 – 96.25 – 96.66 –

–No Attention 95.68 -0.75 ↓ 95.52 -0.73 ↓ 96.20 -0.46 ↓
–No Router 95.94 -0.49 ↓ 96.19 -0.06 ↓ 96.34 -0.32 ↓
–No Embedding 96.08 -0.36 ↓ 96.08 -0.17 ↓ 96.19 -0.47 ↓

MSDEM3 (768*3-768) 96.71 – 96.66 – 97.11 –
–No Attention 96.73 +0.02 ↑ 96.68 -0.43 ↓ 97.05 -0.06 ↓
–No Router 96.64 -0.07 ↓ 96.43 -0.23 ↓ 96.97 -0.14 ↓
–No Embedding 97.05 +0.34 ↑ 97.01 +0.35 ↑ 97.25 +0.14 ↑

mechanism, leading to increased computational demands. Additionally, the prompts

generated may be limited by the constraints of the original pre-trained model, which

can hinder the adaptability of task transfer across various domains. In contrast, Ran-

PAC mitigates computational complexity via random projection, integrating pre-trained

models for task learning. Nevertheless, it relies on the buffering of previous task data

and employs generative replay to avert catastrophic forgetting, which incurs storage

overhead and lacks the dynamic expert selection capability that our approach provides.

StarPrompt [3] implements task transfer learning via prompt tuning. For each new

task, the model fine-tunes the prompt template to enhance alignment with the spe-

cific task, thereby minimizing extensive alterations to the network architecture. Al-

though this approach effectively utilizes pre-trained models and circumvents signifi-

cant changes to the network structure, the optimization of the prompt template during

training substantially escalates computational demands. As the number of tasks pro-

liferates, the model is required to continuously refine prompts and create new task-

specific templates, leading to an accumulation of computational load. This issue is

3



Table 2: Performance comparison from ablation studies: Birds-Cifar100,
TinyImageNet-Cifar100-Birds, and TinyImageNet-Cifar100-Birds-Cifar10.
Method Birds-Cifar100 Tiny-Cifar100-Birds Tiny-C100-B-C10

Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆

In21k-ft-In1k (ViT 1) 94.04 -2.64 ↓ 92.66 -2.73 ↓ 93.37 -1.95 ↓
In21k (ViT 2) 79.80 -16.88 ↓ 79.99 -15.4 ↓ 81.98 -13.34 ↓
ViT-L-14 (ViT 3) 85.36 -11.32 ↓ 87.59 -7.8 ↓ 87.51 -7.82 ↓
ViT 1 + ViT 2 91.19 -5.49 ↓ 90.64 -4.75 ↓ 90.95 -4.37 ↓
ViT 1 + ViT 2 + ViT 3 93.11 -3.57 ↓ 92.73 -2.66 ↓ 92.68 -2.64 ↓
MSDEM2 (768*2-288) 96.68 – 95.39 – 95.32 –

–No Attention 96.13 -0.55 ↓ 94.28 -1.11 ↓ 94.51 -0.81 ↓
–No Router 96.22 -0.46 ↓ 94.94 -0.45 ↓ 94.78 -0.54 ↓
–No Embedding 96.25 -0.43 ↓ 94.8 -0.59 ↓ 94.71 -0.61 ↓

MSDEM3 (768*3-768) 97.02 – 95.93 – 95.85 –
–No Attention 96.95 -0.07 ↓ 95.77 -0.15 ↓ 95.80 -0.05 ↓
–No Router 96.86 -0.16 ↓ 95.83 -0.10 ↓ 95.74 -0.11 ↓
–No Embedding 97.27 +0.25 ↑ 96.18 +0.25 ↑ 96.30 +0.45 ↑

Table 3: Performance comparison across Tiny-Birds, Birds-Tiny, Cifar10-Birds, and
Birds-Cifar10 under different combinations of backbone configurations.
Method Tiny-Birds Birds-Tiny Cifar10-Birds Birds-Cifar10

Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆

MSDEM2 (ViT 1+ViT 2) 95.01 2.82 ↓ 96.25 -1.49 ↓ 97.73 -1.59 ↓ 97.89 -1.55 ↓
MSDEM2 (ViT 1+ViT 3) 97.83 – 99.74 – 99.32 – 99.44 –

+ ViT In21k 96.71 -1.12 ↓ 96.72 -1.02 ↓ 99.11 -0.21 ↓ 99.13 -0.31 ↓
+ ViT-B-16 97.64 -0.19 ↓ 97.69 -0.05 ↓ 99.44 0.12 ↑ 99.64 0.21 ↑
+ ViT-B-32 97.79 -0.04 ↓ 97.73 -0.01 ↓ 99.26 -0.06 ↓ 99.34 -0.10 ↓
+ ResNet-50 97.65 -0.18 ↓ 97.63 -0.11 ↓ 99.35 0.03 ↑ 99.35 0
+ ResNet-101 97.61 -0.22 ↓ 97.58 -0.16 ↓ 99.52 0.2 ↑ 99.35 -0.09 ↓

particularly exacerbated when dealing with high-dimensional data, where computa-

tional efficiency is adversely affected. Additionally, prompt optimization necessitates

further computations on the original pre-trained model, which is frequently large and

resource-intensive. For instance, the CLIP model is inherently computationally in-

tensive, rendering prompt optimization a potential bottleneck in large-scale, multitask

learning environments.

In contrast, our model significantly minimizes computational overhead by utiliz-

ing dual backbones and dynamic expert selection. The multi-backbone architecture

concurrently captures both global and local features, thereby enhancing the efficiency

of feature learning and circumventing the repetitive prompt adjustments typical of

4



Table 4: Performance comparison across Cifar100-Birds, Birds-Cifar100, T-C10-B, T-
C100-B, and T-C100-B-C10 under different combinations of backbone configurations.
Method C100-Birds Birds-C100 T-C10-B T-C100-B T-C100-B-C10

Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆ Avg. ∆

MSDEM2 (ViT 1+ViT 2) 95.93 2.1 ↓ 96.01 2.13 ↓ 95.12 2.62 ↓ 94.05 2.87 ↓ 94.31 2.78 ↓
MSDEM2 (ViT 1+ViT 3) 98.03 – 98.14 – 97.74 – 96.92 – 97.09 –

+ ViT In21k 97.11 0.92 ↓ 97.02 1.12 ↓ 97.15 0.59 ↓ 96.15 0.77 ↓ 95.92 1.17 ↓
+ ViT-B-16 98.00 0.03 ↓ 98.06 0.08 ↓ 97.83 0.09 ↑ 97.07 0.15 ↑ 96.98 0.11 ↓
+ ViT-B-32 97.84 0.19 ↓ 98.17 0.03 ↑ 97.59 0.15 ↓ 97.11 0.19 ↑ 97.01 0.08 ↓
+ ResNet-50 97.99 0.01 ↓ 97.93 0.21 ↓ 97.68 0.06 ↓ 96.90 0.02 ↓ 97.03 0.06 ↓
+ ResNet-101 98.03 0 97.83 0.31 ↓ 97.66 0.08 ↓ 96.89 0.03 ↓ 96.93 0.16 ↓

Table 5: Basic information and transformations for datasets.
Dataset Original Size Phase Resizing & Cropping

TinyImageNet 3× 64× 64
Training Resize 300 → 224, Random crop
Testing Resize 256 → 224, Center crop

CIFAR100 3× 32× 32
Training Random resized crop 224
Testing Resize 224

Birds-200 3× 224× 224
Training Random crop (padding 4)
Testing No resizing or cropping

CIFAR10 3× 32× 32
Training Resize 224, Random crop (padding 28)
Testing Resize 224

StarPrompt. Furthermore, the dynamic expert selection, executed through the Gumbel-

Softmax mechanism, engages only the most pertinent experts for the specific task at

hand, thus eliminating unnecessary computations and markedly reducing resource con-

sumption. This leads to considerable improvements in computational efficiency, espe-

cially in large-scale data and multitask learning contexts. Consequently, when com-

pared to the prompt optimization strategy employed by StarPrompt, our model presents

a clear advantage in terms of computational efficiency.
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Figure 1: (a) Model weight allocation across historical domains, the current domain,
and the current task for various permutation schemes; (b) Forgetting curves from abla-
tion studies and the influence of different batch sizes on model performance. MSDEM2

in (c)-(f) denotes using ViT 1 and ViT 3 as backbones.

B The Additional Information for the Experiment Set-

tings

B.1 Training details

We introduce a novel multi-backbone network architecture tailored for multi-task learn-

ing, integrating a dynamic feature selection mechanism to enhance performance. The

proposed architecture comprises three pretrained Vision Transformer (ViT) backbones.

The first backbone (ViT 1) was pre-trained on the ImageNet-21K dataset and fine-

tuned on ImageNet-1K. The second backbone (ViT 2) was trained exclusively on ImageNet-

21K. The third backbone is a variant of the ViT-L/14 model from OpenAI’s CLIP,

pre-trained on a large-scale image-text paired dataset. To preserve the prior knowl-

edge encapsulated in these backbones, their parameters remain frozen during training,

serving exclusively as feature extractors. Each backbone outputs a 768-dimensional

feature vector, concatenated to produce a 1536-dimensional vector (dual backbones) or

a 2304-dimensional vector (triple backbones).

To enable dynamic feature allocation across tasks, a routing module based on the
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Figure 2: (a)-(i) Performance comparison of forgetting curves for MSDEM2 and its ex-
tended version with a third backbone. The backbone for MSDEM2 consists of ViT 1
and ViT 3, while we compare three ViT-type backbones with two ResNet-type back-
bones. “RN” refers to “ResNet”. The data results include six types of dual-domain task
scenarios, two types of three-domain task scenarios, and one type of four-domain task
scenario.

Noisy Top-K Softmax mechanism was introduced. This module assigns scores to fea-

tures and utilizes a Gumbel-Softmax-based selection mechanism to sparsely identify

the most relevant Top-K task-specific features. Moreover, each task is equipped with a

lightweight attention module and a graph module to refine task-specific feature repre-

sentations. The attention module reduces feature dimensionality from 1536 or 2304 to

288, effectively lowering computational overhead while improving feature extraction

efficiency.

For classification tasks, each task is assigned an independent linear classification

head, optimized using the Adam optimizer, dynamically adjusted via a cosine anneal-

ing scheduler. The routing, attention, and graph modules are optimized using distinct
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Figure 3: (a)-(f) PCA feature distribution of experts across four task domains under
different backbone combinations. MSDEM2 in (c)-(f) denotes using ViT 1 and ViT 3
as backbones.

Adam optimizers and cosine annealing schedulers. To improve the robustness of fea-

ture selection, the routing module is coupled with a Gaussian noise mechanism.

B.2 Hyperparameter selection

In our model, we employ distinct Adam optimizers for the DEAM, Router, Graph

Block, and Classifier components, with learning rates selected from the range {10−4,

10−2}. To mitigate the risk of excessive parameter growth, the output dimension of

the Embedding layer in DEAM is set to 288. The number of heads in all multi-head

attention mechanisms is uniform, and the search space for this hyperparameter spans

{4, 8, 16, 32}.

For hyperparameter optimization, we adopt Bayesian optimization, leveraging a

distributed approach and using the validation set for performance evaluation. In con-

trast to random search and grid search, Bayesian optimization applies Bayesian statis-

tical principles, iteratively refining hyperparameter selection by incorporating insights

from prior search results. This methodology not only improves search efficiency but

also facilitates more effective convergence towards the optimal solution.
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Figure 4: (a)-(d) Weight distribution across 16 dual-domain task scenarios under differ-
ent backbone combination schemes, with the weight dependency of the domain itself
set to 1. MSDEM2 in (a)-(d) denotes using ViT 1 and ViT 3 as backbones.

B.3 Dataset configurations

The experimental setup encompasses a multi-domain, multi-task sequence spanning

four distinct domains: TinyImageNet, CIFAR100, Birds-200, and CIFAR10. In T-

C100-B-C10 task configuration, TinyImageNet is assigned to the first 10 tasks (tasks

0–9), CIFAR100 to tasks 10–14, Birds to tasks 15–24, and CIFAR10 to the final task

(task 25). All datasets were resized to a standardized resolution of 224×224. We sum-

marize the data augmentation details in Table.5. During training, data augmentation

techniques such as random cropping, horizontal flipping, and Gaussian blur were em-

ployed, while testing utilized centre cropping for standardization.
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Figure 5: (a)-(d) Weight allocation of different domains across 16 dual-domain task
scenarios under different backbone combination schemes. In all scenarios, the weight
of the last task is the highest, and the relative weight between domain1 and domain2 is
dependent on their task order.

B.4 Device configurations

All experiments were conducted on the same hardware environment running Ubuntu

22.04.2 LTS, with 32 GB of RAM, and Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E5-2683 v4 proces-

sor @ 2.10GHz. A single NVIDIA GeForce RTX4090 GPU provides the computing

acceleration in experiments.

All tasks were trained with a uniform batch size of 32, and a fixed random seed of

1993 was used to ensure experimental reproducibility. The cross-entropy loss function

was employed, and average accuracy served as the primary evaluation metric. Experi-

mental results demonstrate that the proposed multi-backbone architecture, in conjunc-
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tion with dynamic feature selection mechanisms, significantly improves multi-domain

learning performance while effectively mitigating catastrophic forgetting.

C The Additional Ablation Studies

In the following sections, we provide additional ablation studies to evaluate the perfor-

mance of the proposed framework under different configurations.

C.1 Analysis of Backbone and Attention

We introduce an attention mechanism to fuse the output features of multiple ViTs,

thereby integrating the knowledge learned by pre-trained models across different do-

mains. Specifically, we consider creating several baselines, where each only uses a

unique ViT backbone. We provide the analysis results in Table.1 and Table.2, where

MSDEM2 and MSDEM3 denotes the proposed approach with dual-ViT and triple-ViT

models, respectively. The results demonstrate that neither a single ViT nor a direct

summation of features can effectively enhance model performance in all task config-

urations. In contrast, the attention mechanism as a fusion strategy can achieve better

performance, demonstrating its effectiveness.

C.2 Analysis of Embedding

The number of training parameters required by our proposed attention mechanism is

highly dependent on the dimensionality of the input features, with a computational

complexity of O(n2). To avoid an explosion in training parameters and to manage

redundant features, we introduce an embedding layer as a dimensionality reduction

method. In our experimental setup, each ViT’s output feature dimension is set to 768.

For the dual-ViT model architecture, the embedding layer reduces the feature dimen-

sion to 288, while for the triple-ViT architecture, it remains at 768. Table. 1 and Ta-

ble. 2 compare model performance with and without dimensionality reduction through

the embedding layer. In the dual-ViT architecture, nearly all results show performance

degradation without embedding, whereas the trend is reversed in the triple-ViT archi-
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tecture. Nevertheless, omitting dimensionality reduction in the triple-ViT setup results

in an exponential increase in training parameters, which does not yield a reasonable

cost-benefit ratio relative to the performance gains achieved.

Figure. 1.(a) further summarizes the weights from all permutation schemes, in-

dicating that the model consistently prioritizes knowledge from the currently trained

domain, maximizing weight allocation for the current task, while weights for historical

domains follow the aforementioned distribution pattern. Figure. 1.(b) displays forget-

ting curves that compare the effects of various components in the ablation study, as

well as the impact of different batch sizes on model performance. These results high-

light the model’s robustness to batch size variations and demonstrate that the Router

enhances performance by modulating the dependency on prior domain knowledge.

C.3 Analysis of Backbone selection

In the ablation study, we observed that ViT 2 exhibited the lowest performance among

all the ViT variants. To further explore the impact of different ViT combinations on

model performance, we conducted four additional experiments, where ViT 2 was re-

placed by pre-trained ViT-B-16, ViT-B-32, ResNet-50, and ResNet-101. The results of

these experiments are summarized in Table 3 and 4, and the forgetting curves for the

different backbone configurations are presented in Figure. 2. The relevant URLs for

pre-trained models are listed at the end of the appendix.

Building upon these combinations, we analyzed the feature output distributions

of the experts and visualized the results. The corresponding feature distributions and

weight heatmaps are provided in Figure. 3 and Figure. 4, respectively. Overall, incor-

porating new high-performance backbones enhanced the model’s overall performance,

with some configurations surpassing the original MSDEM2. However, the indepen-

dence and compactness of the feature distributions were slightly diminished compared

to MSDEM2. Additionally, we visualized the weight allocation for the two domains

under various task settings in Figure 5. The model architecture with three backbones,

shown in Figure 5, maintained consistent weight distribution patterns across tasks.

• RN50: https://openaipublic.azureedge.net/clip/models/afeb0e10f9e5a86da6080e35cf09123aca3b358a0c3e3b6c78a7b63bc04b6762/
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RN50.pt

• RN101: https://openaipublic.azureedge.net/clip/models/

8fa8567bab74a42d41c5915025a8e4538c3bdbe8804a470a72f30b0d94fab599/

RN101.pt

• ViT-B/32: https://openaipublic.azureedge.net/clip/models/

40d365715913c9da98579312b702a82c18be219cc2a73407c4526f58eba950af/

ViT-B-32.pt

• ViT-B/16: https://openaipublic.azureedge.net/clip/models/

5806e77cd80f8b59890b7e101eabd078d9fb84e6937f9e85e4ecb61988df416f/

ViT-B-16.pt

• ViT-L/14: https://openaipublic.azureedge.net/clip/models/

b8cca3fd41ae0c99ba7e8951adf17d267cdb84cd88be6f7c2e0eca1737a03836/

ViT-L-14.pt
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