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ABSTRACT

To adapt to real-world data streams, continual learning (CL) systems must rapidly learn new con-
cepts while preserving and utilizing prior knowledge. When it comes to adding new information
to continually-trained deep neural networks (DNNs), classifier weights for newly encountered cate-
gories are typically initialized randomly, leading to high initial training loss (spikes) and instability.
Consequently, achieving optimal convergence and accuracy requires prolonged training, increasing
computational costs. Inspired by Neural Collapse (NC), we propose a weight initialization strat-
egy to improve learning efficiency in CL. In DNNs trained with mean-squared-error, NC gives rise
to a Least-Square (LS) classifier in the last layer, whose weights can be analytically derived from
learned features. We leverage this LS formulation to initialize classifier weights in a data-driven
manner, aligning them with the feature distribution rather than using random initialization. Our
method mitigates initial loss spikes and accelerates adaptation to new tasks. We evaluate our ap-
proach in large-scale CL settings, demonstrating faster adaptation and improved CL performance.

1 INTRODUCTION

Deep learning models excel in static environments where the data follows an independent and identically distributed
(IID) assumption. However, in real-world scenarios, data distributions shift over time (non-IID), and new data arrives
sequentially. Conventional deep neural networks (DNNs) struggle under such conditions, often requiring periodic
re-training from scratch, which is not only computationally expensive but also contributes significantly to the carbon
footprint of AI (Schwartz et al., 2020). Despite frequent retraining from scratch, real-world models still suffer up
to 40% accuracy drops (Mallick et al., 2022). Continual learning (CL) aims to address this inefficiency by enabling
models to learn from evolving data streams while preserving previously acquired knowledge (Parisi et al., 2019). CL
is a promising solution to model decay, where predictive performance deteriorates over time due to concept drift—a
shift in the meaning or distribution of target variables (Tsymbal, 2004; Gama et al., 2014; Lu et al., 2018). While
much of the CL research community has focused on mitigating catastrophic forgetting (McCloskey & Cohen, 1989),
there is growing interest in optimizing CL for computational efficiency (Ghunaim et al., 2023; Harun et al., 2023a;b;
Prabhu et al., 2023; Harun & Kanan, 2024; Harun et al., 2024a; Verwimp et al., 2024).

The increasing prevalence of large foundation models has shifted CL paradigm toward leveraging these models e.g.,
ImageNet-1K or ImageNet-21K pre-trained backbones (Wang et al., 2022b;a; Smith et al., 2023; Gao et al., 2023;
McDonnell et al., 2024; Harun & Kanan, 2024). The challenge now lies in integrating new knowledge efficiently
while maintaining and refining prior knowledge. However, prior studies (Wang et al., 2022a; Mirzadeh et al., 2022;
Harun & Kanan, 2024) reveal that naive use of pre-trained models does not inherently improve CL performance, and
effectively adapting pre-trained models for CL remains an open challenge. A key research question in this adaptation
process is: how do we initialize the last-layer classifier weights for newly introduced categories? Standard practice
initializes new class weights randomly, leading to high initial training loss, unstable gradient updates, and degraded
performance (Harun & Kanan, 2024). Proper weight initialization is crucial for accelerating CL and enhancing plastic-
ity (Lyle et al., 2023). As illustrated in Fig. 1, random weight initialization induces loss spikes when each new task is
introduced, resulting in degraded performance and prolonged convergence time. This instability is especially problem-
atic in real-world deployments where rapid model adaptation is critical. Despite its importance, weight initialization
for new concepts remains an under-explored area in CL.

To address this challenge, we investigate data-driven weight initialization strategies based on feature statistics. In-
spired by the Neural Collapse (NC) phenomenon, where deep networks naturally align last-layer weights with class
means, we introduce a Least-Square (LS)-based weight initialization that optimally sets new classifier weights using
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(a) Training Loss (b) Test Accuracy

Figure 1: Data-driven weight initialization prevents training loss spikes and improves accuracy on new tasks compared
to random initialization. Here, an ImageNet-1K pre-trained ConvNeXt incrementally learns 5 disjoint tasks, each
consisting of 73 classes from Places-365-Std (total 1365 classes). Task transition occurs every 1250 iterations. We
keep the backbone frozen and train the last-layer classifier using rehearsal and cross-entropy loss.

feature statistics. LS weight initialization offers a principled alternative to random initialization, as it can be computed
analytically solely from last-layer features, without requiring additional training or hyperparameters. Unlike random
initialization, data-driven initialization provides a low-loss starting point, mitigating abrupt parameter shifts and sta-
bilizing CL adaptation. Our LS-based approach builds on Han et al. (2022), who derived LS weight formulation by
minimizing the mean-squared-error (MSE) loss with weight decay. Their findings show that optimal classifier weights
can be determined entirely from last-layer features. By integrating LS-based initialization into CL frameworks, we
demonstrate that it significantly reduces training loss spikes, leading to improved learning efficiency and performance.
Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

1. We study the impact of weight initializations and training objectives on learning efficiency and CL performance.
2. We propose a Least-Square-based weight initialization that optimally aligns classifier weights for newly encoun-

tered categories with their feature distributions.
3. We empirically validate our data-driven initialization in large-scale CL settings, showing that our approach miti-

gates loss spikes and enhances adaptation efficiency.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 CONTINUAL LEARNING

Continual learning seeks to enable models to learn from non-stationary data while mitigating catastrophic forgetting
(see Zhou et al. (2023) for a comprehensive review). Existing CL methods can be broadly categorized into three
main approaches: 1) Rehearsal-based methods store or reconstruct a subset of past data to replay alongside new
data, thereby reducing forgetting (Chaudhry et al., 2019; Hou et al., 2019; Rebuffi et al., 2017; Wu et al., 2019). 2)
Regularization-based methods introduce additional constraints in the loss function to regulate weight updates and
preserve previously learned knowledge (Aljundi et al., 2018; Chaudhry et al., 2018; Dhar et al., 2019; Kirkpatrick
et al., 2017). 3) Parameter-isolation-based methods allocate distinct sets of parameters or multiple model copies to
different incremental tasks, preventing interference between learned representations (Douillard et al., 2021; Yan et al.,
2021; Yoon et al., 2020). Despite these advances, most CL methods initialize the last-layer classifier with random
weights, which may not be optimal when integrating new semantic categories. In this work, we primarily focus on
rehearsal-based CL methods due to their superior performance (van de Ven et al., 2022; Zhou et al., 2023). However,
our data-driven initialization is also applicable for other CL methods.

2.2 WEIGHT INITIALIZATION

Effective weight initialization plays a crucial role in stabilizing network training and improving convergence. Com-
mon initialization strategies include Xavier (Glorot & Bengio, 2010) and Kaiming initialization (He et al., 2015).
Several approaches focus on preserving identity mappings to enhance training stability: Hardt & Ma (2017) demon-
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strated that retaining identity mappings benefits residual networks, while Le et al. (2015) used identity matrices for
hidden-to-hidden transitions in recurrent neural networks. Fixup (Zhang et al., 2018) and ZerO (Zhao et al., 2022) set
residual stems to zero, ensuring identity preservation without affecting residual connections. SkipInit (De & Smith,
2020) replaces batch normalization with a learnable scalar initialized at zero, while ReZero (Bachlechner et al., 2021)
introduces additional zero-initialized parameters to facilitate fast convergence. IDInit (Pan et al., 2025) employs a
padded identity-like matrix to maintain identity in both the main and sub-stem layers of residual networks. Most of
these methods focus on initializing entire networks trained from scratch in IID settings. In contrast, our work explores
weight initialization in the last-layer classifier for newly introduced semantic categories in CL settings with pre-trained
backbones. Recent studies (Harun & Kanan, 2024; Jha et al., 2024) demonstrate that initializing new classifier weights
with class means mitigates high initial training loss when learning new tasks. Building on this, we systematically eval-
uate several weight initialization strategies based on feature statistics, including previous class-mean initialization.

2.3 NEURAL COLLAPSE

Neural Collapse (NC) arises when deep networks converge to highly structured representations, where class features
form compact clusters that align with a simplex equiangular tight frame (Simplex ETF) (Papyan et al., 2020; Kotha-
palli, 2023; Zhu et al., 2021; Han et al., 2022). Initially observed in final-layer representations, later studies have shown
that NC emerges to varying degrees in intermediate layers as well (Rangamani et al., 2023; Harun et al., 2024b; 2025).
Previous studies (Han et al., 2022; Zhou et al., 2022b) have shown that different loss functions e.g., cross-entropy
(CE), focal loss, and MSE can lead to NC in DNNs. NC can be characterized by four main properties:

1. Feature Collapse (NC1): Features within each class cluster tightly around a single mean, minimizing intra-class
variance.

2. Simplex ETF Structure (NC2): When centered at the global mean, class means are distributed on a hypersphere
with maximal pairwise distances, forming a Simplex ETF.

3. Self-Duality (NC3): The last-layer classifiers align closely with their respective class means, creating a nearly
self-dual structure.

4. Nearest Class Mean Decision (NC4): Classification behaves like a nearest-centroid scheme, assigning samples
based on proximity to class means.

3 PROBLEM SETUP

We consider a CL scenario where learning begins with a pre-trained model capable of C-way classification. The
objective is to incorporate new data—including additional classes—while preserving or improving performance on
the original C classes. In our study, we use an ImageNet-1K pre-trained model (C = 1000), a common choice in
CL research. However, prior work does not explicitly evaluate or attempt to preserve performance on ImageNet-1K
itself (Wang et al., 2022b;a; Smith et al., 2023; Gao et al., 2023; McDonnell et al., 2024). Our work uniquely focuses
on this knowledge retention aspect.

After deployment, the pre-trained model encounters a sequence of N − 1 tasks, {T2, . . . , TN}, where T1 corresponds
to the pre-training data (e.g., ImageNet-1K). Each task Tj consists of ej labeled examples: Tj = {(xi, yi)}

ej
i=1, where

xi is an instance of category yi ∈ Yj , and Yj represents the label space of task j. In the class-incremental learning
(CIL) setting, the label spaces are disjoint, i.e., Yj ∩Yj′ = ∅ for j ̸= j′. The total number of samples across all tasks is
E =

∑N
j=1 ej (ideally never ending E →∞). During training on task Tj , an agent has access to its current task data

and any stored samples from previous tasks T1:j−1. At test time, performance is evaluated on data from all encountered
classes, Yj = Y1∪· · ·∪Yj , without access to task identifiers or labels. To ensure scalability in real-world applications,
a CL system should maintain a fixed computational cost over time. For each CL task Tj , the compute budget U is
constrained by the number of training iterations or stochastic gradient descent steps. Additionally, a storage constraint
S limits the number of samples retained in a memory buffer for rehearsal.

4 WEIGHT INITIALIZATION BASED ON LEAST SQUARE WEIGHTS

We adapt the MSE loss decomposition proposed in Han et al. (2022) that theoretically and empirically shows how
neural collapse in MSE-trained DNNs transforms the last-layer classifier into exactly least-square classifier and the
deviation from LS classifier is insignificant. We first show the derivation of least-square weights WLS and describe
its role in weight initialization for continual learning.
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Deriving the Least-Square Weights. To understand how least-square weights arise, we begin by considering a linear
classifier trained using the MSE loss. The general MSE loss for classification is defined as:

L(W,Z) =
1

2
Avei,c∥Wzi,c − yi,c∥22 +

λ

2
∥W∥2F , (1)

where W ∈ RC×(d+1) is the classifier weight matrix (including bias). And, for the i-th sample in the c-th class,
zi,c ∈ Rd+1 is the extended feature vector (including bias). yi,c is the one-hot encoded target label and λ is the weight
decay. The optimization objective seeks to minimize the squared error between the classifier’s predictions and the
ground truth labels while imposing a weight decay penalty. Ave is the operator that averages over its subscript indices.

Reformulating the Loss Function. Rewriting the loss in matrix form, we define: Z ∈ R(d+1)×N , where columns
represent feature vectors of N training samples. And, Y ∈ RC×N , where columns are the corresponding one-hot
labels. Then, the loss function in Equation 1 simplifies to:

L(W) =
1

2N
∥WZ−Y∥22 +

λ

2
∥W∥2F .

Finding the Optimal W by Differentiation. Taking the gradient of L(W) with respect to W and setting it to zero:

∂L

∂W
=

1

N
(WZZ⊤ −YZ⊤) + λW = 0.

Solving for W:
WZZ⊤ + λW = YZ⊤.

Rearranging,
W(ZZ⊤ + λI) = YZ⊤.

Multiplying by the inverse of (ZZ⊤ + λI),

W = YZ⊤(ZZ⊤ + λI)−1, (2)

where I is the identity matrix. Given, feature global mean µG = Avei,c zi,c, feature class means µc = Avei zi,c for
c = 1, . . . , C, and feature within-class covariance ΣW = Avei,c (zi,c − µc)(zi,c − µc)

⊤, the total covariance matrix
ΣT and class-means matrix M are defined as follows:

M = [µ1, . . . ,µC ] ∈ R(d+1)×C , ΣT = Avei,c(zi,c − µG)(zi,c − µG)
⊤ ∈ R(d+1)×(d+1).

We can express the solution from Equation 2 in terms of class statistics:

WLS =
1

C
M⊤(ΣT + µGµ

⊤
G + λI)−1. (3)

This formulation shows that LS weights WLS depend solely on the feature statistics Z, making them an ideal choice
for weight initialization when learning new concepts (new semantic category) in CL. Intuitively, this method aims to
align the initial weights more closely with the distribution of the new class’s data, enabling faster and more effective
learning adjustments during the initial stage of training.

Connecting WLS to Weight Initialization in Continual Learning. In CIL, when a model encounters new classes,
their corresponding output units are typically randomly initialized. This causes a high initial classification loss because
the newly introduced weights are unaligned with the learned feature space. As a result, the model undergoes large
parameter shifts during early training, increasing instability and leading to “loss spikes” (see Fig. 1). Instead of random
initialization, we propose initializing the weights for new classes using WLS , computed from the feature statistics of
the incoming data. Since WLS already aligns with the feature means and covariance, it provides a low-loss starting
point, reducing the abrupt changes that occur during adaptation. Previous studies (Han et al., 2022; Zhou et al., 2022b)
have shown that DNNs trained sufficiently on a dataset converge to NC for different losses e.g., CE, MSE, etc. Given
that NC emerges regardless of the loss function used (CE or MSE), initializing new weights using the LS formulation
ensures that new class units begin in a well-aligned and stable configuration.

Practical Consideration. Given that CE is the most-widely used loss during pre-training stage, adapting the pre-
trained models to new data with other losses e.g., MSE during CL may seem unusual. However, based on theoretical
and empirical analyses, previous work found that all losses including CE, MSE achieve largely identical features on
training data by sufficiently trained DNNs (Kornblith et al., 2021; Zhou et al., 2022b). This suggests that switching
loss function after pertaining stage is a reasonable consideration.
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Moreover, when the pre-trained DNNs achieve neural collapse, the last-layer classifiers align tightly with their cor-
responding class means, creating a nearly self-dual configuration (NC3) (Papyan et al., 2020). Therefore, regardless
of loss functions, NC leads to desirable configuration of features and weights for data-driven weight initialization.
Additionally, we can quantify the divergence of least-square analytical weights from learned weights. The deviation
of analytical weights WLS from learned weights W is given by:

DLS =
1

2
tr{(W −WLS)(ΣT + µGµ

⊤
G + λI)(W −WLS)

⊤}. (4)

In our experiments, we find that CE-trained model achieves optimum WLS which retains pre-training accuracy and
reduces the LS deviation term DLS (see Table 1).

5 LOSS FUNCTION

In this work, we investigate three loss functions: CE, MSE, and Squentropy. Our objective is to find a better loss
function that accelerates CL by leveraging data-driven weight initialization. Logits u are defined as the matrix-vector
multiplication, i.e., u = WTx ∈ RC (ignoring biases), or ui = wi ·x, where wi is the i-th column of W ∈ Rd×C (d
is the embedding dimension). And, t ∈ {0, 1}C denotes the one-hot target.

Mean Squared Error. The MSE loss formulation described in Equation 1 is a general form without any scaling
mechanisms. Empirically, prior work has found that scaling mechanism is crucial for MSE to rival CE and improve
convergence (Hui & Belkin, 2021; Kornblith et al., 2021). Here we define a practical version of MSE with scaling
parameters, κ and β. The MSE loss for C−class classification on a single input is:

LMSE(u, t, κ, β) =
1

C

C∑
c=1

(
κtc(uc − β)2 + (1− tc)u

2
c

)
,

where κ and β are hyperparameters. κ weights the loss for the ground truth class relative to incorrect classes, whereas
β controls the magnitude of the ground truth class target. Setting κ = 15 and β = 30 works effectively for large-scale
dataset (C > 47) (Hui & Belkin, 2021; Hui et al., 2023).

Cross Entropy Loss. The CE loss has a term that maximizes the dot product between the logits and targets, as well
as a contractive term that minimizes the LogSumExp of the logits. For a single input, CE loss can be defined as:

LCE(u, t) = −
1

C

C∑
c=1

tc log

(
exp(uc)∑C
j=1 exp(uj)

)
.

Squentropy Loss. The squentropy loss is the sum of two terms: the cross-entropy loss and the average squared loss
over the incorrect classes (Hui et al., 2023). It does not require any scaling parameters like MSE. Given y denoting
ground-truth class label, squentropy loss for a single input is defined as:

LSQEN (u, y) = − log

(
exp(uy)∑C
j=1 exp(uj)

)
+

1

C − 1

C∑
j=1,j ̸=y

u2
j .

6 EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

6.1 DATASET & CONTINUAL LEARNING SETUP

We aim to study CL in an industry-like setting, which requires a large-scale data stream with numerous object cate-
gories (thousands or more). However, finding a well-curated dataset suitable for large-scale CL experiments is chal-
lenging. To address this, following Harun & Kanan (2024), we construct a large-scale data stream by combining
ImageNet-1K (1.2 million images) with Places-365-Standard (1.8 million images). Places-365 is a challenging
dataset (Liu et al., 2019) widely used for out-of-distribution (OOD) detection with ImageNet-pretrained models (Zhu
et al., 2022). This combined dataset, consisting of 3 million images and 1365 object categories, allows us to system-
atically study the impact of data-driven initialization in large-scale CL.

During CIL, the model sequentially learns 5 disjoint tasks from Places-365, each of which contains 73 non-overlapping
classes. Rehearsal updates the model over 600 iterations per task, where each iteration processes 128 samples—50%
randomly selected from the current task and 50% from previously seen tasks and ImageNet-1K. To isolate the effect
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of weight initialization, we do not use augmentations or regularization techniques. Performance is evaluated every 50
training iterations using a test set comprising the ImageNet-1K classes and all encountered Places-365 classes from
both current and previous CL tasks.

Loss Alignment. When using MSE loss which is different from the pre-training loss i.e., CE, we perform a loss
alignment fine-tuning phase before CL begins. We train the last-layer classifier on ImageNet-1K dataset using MSE
loss, while keeping the backbone frozen. We include dataset and implementation details in Appendix A and B.

6.2 COMPUTE & STORAGE CONSTRAINTS

A continual learner must adapt to a large-scale data stream without incurring an increasing computational burden over
time. Recent works have emphasized computational efficiency in CL (Prabhu et al., 2023; Harun et al., 2023b;a;
2024a; Verwimp et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2023). In our experiments, we constrain computation by fixing the number
of training iterations or gradient descent steps. In particular, we bound compute by 1200 or 600 training iterations. We
also impose a fixed replay buffer size to limit storage usage. During learning, the model rehearses samples from the
buffer, which is capped at a maximum of 192K or 24K samples—equivalent to 6.4% and 0.8% of the entire dataset (3
million samples from ImageNet and Places combined), respectively.

6.3 ARCHITECTURE

We select the ConvNeXt architecture due to its modern design and superior performance compared to similar-sized
DNNs. Our main experiments use ConvNeXtV2-Femto (Woo et al., 2023), pretrained on ImageNet-1K using a
fully convolutional masked autoencoder framework, followed by supervised fine-tuning. Although ResNet18 is com-
monly used in CL, it underperforms relative to other lightweight DNNs (Hayes & Kanan, 2022; Harun et al., 2023b).
ConvNeXtV2-Femto has 5.2M parameters—2× fewer than ResNet18’s 11.6M—while achieving an absolute 8.47%
higher top-1 accuracy on ImageNet-1K. Furthermore, unlike ResNet, ConvNeXt is amenable to parameter-efficient
fine-tuning (PEFT) approaches e.g., Low-Rank-Adaptation (LoRA) (Hu et al., 2022) due to the linear layers.

6.4 CONTROLLING PLASTICITY

The rise of large foundation models has spurred interest in integrating CL with pre-trained models, leveraging their
strong feature extraction capabilities for downstream tasks. However, naively fine-tuning pre-trained models sig-
nificantly degrades CL performance. Prior work has demonstrated that selectively updating specific parts of the
model—i.e., controlling plasticity—is essential for effective adaptation (Harun & Kanan, 2024). In this work, we
explore two approaches for controlling plasticity in pre-trained backbones:

1. CL with frozen backbone: Here we ask: how can we adapt a pre-trained model without updating its representa-
tions? We train the last-layer classifier while keeping the backbone frozen, treating it as a fixed feature extractor.

2. CL with controlled plasticity: Here we ask: how can we selectively update the representations of a pre-trained
model to incorporate new knowledge? Inspired by prior work (Harun & Kanan, 2024), we fine-tune the top layers
of the pre-trained backbone using LoRA. During CL, only the LoRA parameters are updated with rehearsal, while
the original backbone weights remain frozen. After rehearsal, the LoRA weights are merged with the backbone,
and the last-layer classifier is updated as usual. In particular, we keep top two ConvNeXt blocks plastic (i.e., 55% of
the parameters) and keep remaining blocks frozen. Within each block, two linear layers are modified to incorporate
LoRA’s weights with rank 48. To initialize LoRA weights, we adhere to LoRA paper (Hu et al., 2022). Additional
implementation details are provided in Appendix B.3.

6.5 EVALUATION CRITERIA

Motivated by prior work (De Lange et al., 2023; Harun & Kanan, 2024; Koh et al., 2022), we perform continual
evaluation or any-time-inference, which tracks performance throughout training—unlike traditional discrete evalua-
tion, which only measures performance at task boundaries. Continual evaluation is critical for real-world reliability,
ensuring that CL models maintain consistent performance while learning. To assess any-time inference, we compute
average accuracy (Koh et al., 2022), defined as: Aavg = 1

N

∑N
i=1Ai, where N is the total number of evaluation

steps, and Ai represents top-1 accuracy (%) at step i. To analyze CL performance dynamics, we report:

• Plasticity: Anew—performance on new task (or current task).
• Stability: Aold—performance on previously learned tasks.
• Overall CL performance: Aall—accuracy across all encountered tasks including new and old tasks.
• Pre-training task performance: Apre—performance on the initial ImageNet-1K task.
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Table 1: Weight initializations in the first CL task. We adapt ImageNet-1K pre-trained model to the first CL task
i.e., 73 classes from Places-365. Apre and A∗

pre denote ImageNet-1K accuracy (%) when using learned weights W
and analytical weights WLS respectively. DLS refers to deviation of WLS from W corresponding to ImageNet-1K
pre-training (definition in Equation 4). C denotes number of classes in the evaluation set.

Weight Init Apre ↑ A∗
pre ↑ Neural Collapse Anew ↑ Aold ↑ Aall ↑ DLS ↓

C = 1K C = 1K NC1 NC2 NC3 NC4 C = 73 C = 1K C = 1073 C = 1K

MSE Loss
Random 0.00 77.72 67.82

Least Square 77.72 77.33 0.318 0.925 0.899 1.593 51.70 71.57 69.04 377.18
Class Mean 50.29 68.34 66.04

CE Loss
Random 0.00 78.23 68.26

Least Square 78.23 77.33 0.318 0.925 0.899 1.593 48.37 75.83 72.33 78.97
Class Mean 21.10 77.87 70.64

• Forward transfer: Afw—forward transfer accuracy (%) evaluated on future task. After learning each CL task Tj ,
we attach a linear probe to the backbone and train/test it on next CL task Tj+1. Details are in Appendix B.5.

• Training loss on new task: Lnew—average training loss over evaluation steps for new task to evaluate the impact
of weight initialization on loss spikes.

• Efficiency gain: G—average efficiency gain or speedup in learning new tasks. For j’th new task, we measure
number of iterations (Id) used by data-driven initialization to reach 95% of the best accuracy obtained by random
initialization and then compute efficiency gain by comparing with the number of iterations (Ir) used by random
initialization i.e., Gj = Ir/Id. Finally, we compute average gain as G = 1

J

∑J
j=1 Gj .

• Neural Collapse: NC1−NC4—NC metrics to measure the strength of neural collapse in pre-trained models based
on four criteria outlined in Sec. 2.3. NC metrics are defined in Appendix C.

7 EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

Figure 2: Data-driven initialization reaches 95% of
the best accuracy of random initialization using 7×
less iterations. To demonstrate efficiency gain, we
train models on first CL task for 3K iterations.

We examine three weight initialization methods: (a) random
initialization, (b) least-square initialization (Equation 3), and
(c) class-mean initialization, where the weight wc for class c
is set to the class mean µc computed as µc = Avei zi,c.

7.1 WEIGHT INITIALIZATION IN FIRST CL TASK

We first assess the impact of weight initialization on the first
CL task before any training occurs. Using an ImageNet-1K
pre-trained ConvNeXt, we augment the last-layer classifier
with new class units initialized using random, LS, and class-
mean methods. The results are summarized in Table 1.

Surprisingly, CE loss yields a lower LS deviation (4.78× lower
DLS) than MSE loss. While LS initialization should theo-
retically favor MSE due to its connection with MSE loss de-
composition, our results suggest that CE-trained features bet-
ter align with LS weights. This indicates that neural collapse
strongly influences the organization of the last-layer features
and classifier weights, regardless of the loss function. As shown in Table 1, NC metrics (NC1-NC4) confirm that
CE-learned features exhibit stronger neural collapse. Note that lower NC values indicate stronger collapse. These
results support our arguments on using LS weight initialization for CE or other losses as long as pre-training ensures
NC criteria.

In all cases, random initialization fails to achieve nonzero accuracy on new tasks, as expected, since it does not encode
any feature statistics. Conversely, LS initialization yields the highest accuracy, followed by class-mean initialization.
These results suggest that data-driven initialization provides a strong starting point, enabling continual learners to
adapt quickly to new tasks.
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Table 2: Last-Layer Plastic. An ImageNet-1K pre-trained model incrementally learns 5 disjoint tasks, each consisting
of 73 classes from Places-365. All metrics except Lnew is in %. U and S denote compute and storage constraints
respectively. G denotes average efficiency gain or speedup in learning new tasks. Forward transfer (Afw) is not
applicable for this setting since the backbone is frozen and identical for all compared methods.

Weight Init Loss U S Lnew ↓ Apre ↑ Anew ↑ Aold ↑ Aall ↑ G ↑
Random 2.30 75.52 49.70 65.85 64.10 1.00

Least Square CE 1200 192K 1.50 75.52 57.28 65.91 64.91 5.29
Class Mean 1.65 75.61 54.64 65.86 64.60 3.08

Random 2.47 74.85 52.73 63.95 62.67 1.00
Least Square SQEN 1200 192K 2.24 74.63 57.28 63.77 62.98 4.84
Class Mean 2.35 74.77 55.02 63.81 62.78 2.72

Random 4.78 72.80 44.63 60.77 58.96 1.00
Least Square MSE 1200 192K 4.11 71.45 53.26 59.41 58.67 4.17
Class Mean 6.23 70.11 53.68 57.25 56.73 2.22

Random 2.79 74.12 43.28 64.48 62.21 1.00
Least Square CE 600 24K 1.58 73.95 55.29 64.34 63.29 3.80
Class Mean 1.71 74.18 51.82 64.32 62.91 2.68

Random 2.71 74.09 47.63 63.27 61.52 1.00
Least Square SQEN 600 24K 2.34 73.62 55.58 62.91 62.03 3.80
Class Mean 2.47 73.93 52.08 62.99 61.73 2.01

Random 5.57 73.46 35.43 62.00 59.10 1.00
Least Square MSE 600 24K 4.41 70.69 51.68 59.45 58.56 3.56
Class Mean 8.34 68.52 51.78 55.83 55.26 3.74

7.2 CL WITH FROZEN BACKBONE

We next analyze the impact of weight initialization on the last-layer classifier under a frozen backbone setting. The
results are summarized in Table 2. Compared to random initialization, LS improves new task accuracy (plasticity) by
an absolute margin of 4.55%− 16.25%, while maintaining stability. Class-mean initialization also provides improve-
ments, with gains of 2.29%−16.35%. Overall, LS outperforms class-mean initialization. Interestingly, LS benefits CE
and squentropy losses more than MSE, suggesting that LS initialization requires an MSE-trained backbone to reach its
full potential. Due to computational constraints, our loss alignment experiments fine-tune only the last-layer classifier
on ImageNet-1K; full-network fine-tuning would likely enhance LS benefits and alignment. In terms of training loss,
LS consistently achieves the lowest loss across all experiments. Appendix D includes qualitative analysis. Among
loss functions, CE delivers the highest performance, followed by squentropy.

Learning Efficiency. We also evaluate the efficiency of learning new tasks. LS initialization provides a speedup
of 3.74 × −5.29×, while class-mean initialization offers 2 × −3.74× speedup. Our results suggest that task-aware
initialization mitigates loss spikes and improves learning efficiency. Among loss functions, CE converges the fastest.

7.3 CL WITH CONTROLLED PLASTICITY

To further examine the impact of weight initialization on representation learning in top layers, we train the upper
layers of the network rather than the entire network. Prior work (Harun & Kanan, 2024) has shown that controlling
plasticity is crucial for integrating new concepts into large-scale pre-trained models while preserving prior knowledge.
Following Harun & Kanan (2024), we use LoRA to regulate plasticity in the top layers. The results are summarized
in Table 3. Compared to training only the last layer (Sec. 7.2), training the top layers improves CL performance,
indicating that selectively updating pre-trained representations facilitates new concept integration.

LS initialization achieves the highest new-task accuracy in most settings. Consistent with the frozen-backbone setting,
LS struggles with MSE loss due to loss alignment issues but performs well with CE and squentropy losses, improving
new-task accuracy by an absolute margin of 6.58% − 8.98% compared to random baseline. Additionally, LS consis-
tently reduces new-task loss across all comparisons and achieves higher accuracy on all tasks than other initializations.
Class-mean initialization also proves effective but generally underperforms LS. Furthermore, LS and class-mean ini-
tializations improve forward transfer—where learning the current task benefits future tasks—making them important
for accelerating CL. This highlights the role of data-driven initialization in facilitating transferable representations
during CL. Among the studied loss functions, CE consistently achieves the best CL performance across all metrics.
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Table 3: Top Layers Plastic. An ImageNet-1K pre-trained model incrementally learns 5 disjoint tasks, each consisting
of 73 classes from Places-365. All metrics except Lnew is in %. U and S denote compute and storage constraints
respectively. G denotes average efficiency gain or speedup in learning new tasks.

Weight Init Loss U S Lnew ↓ Apre ↑ Anew ↑ Aold ↑ Aall ↑ Afw ↑ G ↑
Random 2.28 77.47 51.70 68.43 66.58 67.69 1.00

Least Square CE 1200 192K 1.55 76.94 59.60 68.11 67.13 68.04 2.31
Class Mean 1.58 77.47 58.90 68.11 67.04 68.00 2.03

Random 2.55 76.22 52.39 65.96 64.42 65.66 1.00
Least Square SQEN 1200 192K 2.04 75.96 58.97 65.84 65.01 66.76 2.72
Class Mean 2.07 76.06 58.85 65.68 64.84 66.63 2.54

Random 4.38 74.82 40.39 61.89 59.52 58.67 1.00
Least Square MSE 1200 192K 3.41 71.61 54.67 59.66 59.04 63.45 3.95
Class Mean 4.03 70.22 55.25 57.66 57.27 64.61 3.53

Random 2.40 74.77 48.72 65.64 63.76 65.58 1.00
Least Square CE 600 24K 1.39 74.35 57.70 65.69 64.77 66.80 2.98
Class Mean 1.44 74.46 56.49 65.43 64.39 66.74 2.16

Random 2.76 75.28 48.01 64.88 63.00 63.77 1.00
Least Square SQEN 600 24K 2.12 74.86 56.65 64.87 63.91 65.03 2.60
Class Mean 2.16 75.02 56.30 64.56 63.57 64.84 2.13

Random 5.0 74.65 33.26 61.70 58.60 56.58 1.00
Least Square MSE 600 24K 3.77 70.48 52.15 59.06 58.26 62.39 4.55
Class Mean 4.32 69.19 53.18 57.21 56.66 62.88 4.77

Learning Efficiency. LS and class-mean initialization provide speedups of up to 4.77×, demonstrating improved
learning efficiency compared to random initialization. Overall, data-driven initialization enables faster learning and
enhances CL performance across different loss functions.

8 DISCUSSION

Our work shows that data-driven weight initialization outperforms traditional random initialization in large-scale CL.
By aligning newly introduced classifier weights with feature statistics, this approach reduces initial instability, enabling
smoother adaptation to new tasks. Notably, it can be integrated seamlessly into existing CL frameworks without
modifying the pre-trained networks or incurring additional memory overhead. With the rising energy demands of
AI (Luccioni et al., 2022; Patterson et al., 2021; Wu et al., 2022), CL has the potential to reduce carbon emissions.
Despite progress, most CL methods offer little computational efficiency gains (Harun et al., 2023a). While PEFT
approaches e.g., LoRA efficiently fine-tune pre-trained models, we demonstrate that data-driven initialization further
enhances both efficiency and performance in CL under distribution shifts.

Future Directions. While data-driven initialization improves CL, several open questions remain. Our approach is
formulated under the MSE loss framework. Investigating whether similar principles hold under alternative objec-
tives, such as contrastive or meta-learning losses, is an exciting avenue for future research. Additionally, our study
focuses on image classification tasks. Extending data-driven weight initialization to other domains, such as object
detection (Acharya et al., 2020) and language understanding (Jang et al., 2022), could provide further insights into
its generalizability. Due to computational constraints, we limited our evaluation to 1365 classes. Future work should
explore how well data-driven initialization scales as dataset size and class diversity increase.

Alternative loss functions that address the limitations of CE loss (e.g., contrastive term between different classes) could
further accelerate CL. While MSE is a promising alternative, its sensitivity to scaling parameters—often heuristically
tuned for different datasets and architectures—remains a challenge. Proper rescaling of MSE loss has been empirically
shown to be crucial for achieving competitive performance compared to the CE loss, particularly for large number of
classes (Hui & Belkin, 2021; Hui et al., 2023). Moreover, scaling parameters play a critical role in neural collapse and
optimization landscape improvements (Zhou et al., 2022a). Although heuristically scaled MSE works well, there is
no justification on its optimality. Therefore, the optimal design of these scaling parameters remains an open question,
warranting a principled and theoretically grounded approach. When designing improved loss functions for CL, forward
transfer must be considered, as several loss functions—including MSE—that outperform CE on in-distribution data
often exhibit poor transferability to out-of-distribution datasets (Kornblith et al., 2021; Harun et al., 2025).
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9 CONCLUSION

By integrating theoretical insights from neural collapse with practical CL improvements, our work offers a new per-
spective on data-driven weight initialization. We demonstrate that least-square weight initialization effectively prevents
loss spikes and enables faster adaptation in CL. We believe that data-driven weight initialization can enhance learning
efficiency and strengthen CL in addressing real-world challenges.
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Appendix

We organize Appendix as follows:

• Appendix A provides details on the datasets used in this paper.

• Appendix B provides additional implementation and training details.

• Appendix C describes neural collapse metrics (NC1-NC4).

• Appendix D includes additional experimental results.

In this paper, we use several acronyms such as CL : Continual Learning, DNN : Deep Neural Network, CIL : Class
Incremental Learning, IID : Independent and Identically Distributed, NC : Neural Collapse, ETF : Equiangular Tight
Frame, LS : Least-Square, CE : Cross Entropy, MSE : Mean Squared Error, SQEN : Squentropy.

A DATASET DETAILS

In this work, we use two large-scale datasets namely ImageNet-1K and Places-365-Standard to construct a large-
scale data stream for CL.

ImageNet-1K (Russakovsky et al., 2015) is the standard object recognition benchmark for testing a model’s ability to
scale. It has over 1.28 million images uniformly distributed across 1000 categories. Each object category consists of
732− 1300 training images and 50 validation images.

Places-365-Standard is a subset of Places-2 Dataset (Zhou et al., 2017). Places-365-Standard (Zhou et al., 2017) has
over 1.8 million training images from 365 different scene categories with 3068− 5000 images per class. Each image
depicts a specific scene or environment. The images in the dataset have 256 × 256 pixels. We use the validation set
consisting of 100 images per class to test the models.

In all experiment, the input image resolution is 224× 224. In both training and test time, images are pre-processed by
first resizing to 256× 256 and center cropping with a size of 224× 224.

B IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS

In this section, we provide additional implementation details. In all experiments, we use ConvNeXtV2 backbone 1.
We run all experiments on the same hardware with a single GPU (NVIDIA RTX A5000).

B.1 MAIN EXPERIMENTS : LAST-LAYER PLASTIC

We train last-layer classifier while keeping the remaining layers frozen. During CL, we use three different loss func-
tions such as CE, MSE, and Squentropy. For both CE and Squentropy, we start with the off-the-shelf CE-pretrianed
model during CL. For MSE, we perform loss alignment where we fine-tune last-layer classifier on ImageNet-1K
dataset (details in Sec. B.4) and start with MSE-finetuned model during CL. For MSE loss scaling, we set κ = 15
and β = 30. For each CL task, we train model for 1200 iterations (compute bound). During each iteration, model is
updated on 256 samples. We use AdamW optimizer with weight decay of 0.05 and fixed learning rate of 0.001 (we
do not use any learning rate scheduler). To impose storage constraints, we store maximum 192K samples in the buffer
for rehearsal. We assess performance during rehearsal every 50 iterations to compute the metrics.

B.2 MAIN EXPERIMENTS : TOP LAYERS PLASTIC

We repeat the training process outlined above for training the last-layer classifier. We change optimizer setting for
training top layers including last-layer classifier. During each training iteration, model is updated on a batch of 256
samples. We use AdamW optimizer with weight decay of 0.05 and fixed learning rate of 0.0015. The learning rate
is reduced in earlier layers by a layer-wise decay factor of 0.9. We apply OneCycle learning rate scheduler (Smith &
Topin, 2017). We control plasticity in top layers using LoRA. Details are given in Sec. B.3. For all experiments, we
set the rank of the LoRA weight matrices to 48.

1Pre-trained weights are available here: https://github.com/facebookresearch/ConvNeXt-V2
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B.3 CONTROLLING PLASTICITY USING LORA

Following Harun & Kanan (2024), we control plasticity in top layers using LoRA. Here we describe how we modify
linear layers of a DNN to incorporate LoRA weights and learn them during CL. For task j, let Wj−1 ∈ Rd×g be a
previously learned linear layer. At the start of each CL task, we reparameterize this layer by replacing Wj−1 with

Θj = Wj−1 +BA,

where B ∈ Rd×r and A ∈ Rr×g are the LoRA adapter parameters with rank r ≪ min(d, g). To initialize LoRA
weights, we adhere to LoRA paper (Hu et al., 2022). Only B and A are plastic, with A initialized with random
Gaussian values and B initialized to a zero matrix, so BA = 0 at the beginning of the CL task. At the end of the CL
task, the LoRA parameters are folded into the DNN, i.e.,

Wj ← Θj .

In LoRA experiments, only the last-layer classifier and the LoRA parameters are plastic and updated using rehearsal.

B.4 LOSS ALIGNMENT

We apply random resized cropping and horizontal flipping for data augmentation. Optimization follows an AdamW
setup with a cosine decay scheduler. We use learning rate of 0.001, weight decay of 0.05, batch size of 512, and
training epochs of 50. For MSE loss scaling, we set κ = 15 and β = 30.

B.5 LINEAR PROBING

We perform linear probing to measure forward transfer i.e., how learning current CL task helps improve future CL
task. After learning each CL task, we take the learned backbone and attach a linear probe (i.e., a single MLP layer) in
the last-layer with number of classes set to 73 (i.e., number of classes in the next CL task). We only train the linear
probe while keeping the backbone frozen. We use AdamW optimizer with a fixed learning rate of 0.001 and weight
decay of 0. We do not use any learning rate scheduler. In all cases, we use CE loss for linear probing. The probe
is trained for 600 iterations with a batch size of 128 per iteration. We do not apply any augmentations. The probe is
trained solely on on data associated with next CL task (73 places classes). We report best top-1 accuracy (%).

C NEURAL COLLAPSE METRICS

Neural Collapse (NC) describes a structured organization of representations in DNNs (Papyan et al., 2020; Kothapalli,
2023; Zhu et al., 2021; Rangamani et al., 2023). The following four criteria characterize Neural Collapse:

1. Feature Collapse (NC1): Features within each class concentrate around a single mean, with almost no
variability within classes.

2. Simplex ETF Structure (NC2): Class means, when centered at the global mean, are linearly separable,
maximally distant, and form a symmetrical structure on a hypersphere known as a Simplex Equiangular
Tight Frame (Simplex ETF).

3. Self-Duality (NC3): The last-layer classifiers align closely with their corresponding class means, forming a
self-dual configuration.

4. Nearest Class Mean Decision (NC4): The classifier operates similarly to the nearest class-center (NCC)
decision rule, assigning classes based on proximity to the class means.

Here, we describe each NC metric used in our results. Let µG denote the global mean and µc the c-th class mean of
the features, {zc,i} at layer l, defined as follows:

µG =
1

nC

C∑
c=1

n∑
i=1

zc,i, µc =
1

n

n∑
i=1

zc,i (1 ≤ c ≤ C).

We drop the layer index l from notation for simplicity. Also bias is excluded for notation simplicity. Feature dimension
is d instead of d+ 1.

Within-Class Variability Collapse (NC1): It measures the relative size of the within-class covariance ΣW with
respect to the between-class covariance ΣB of the DNN features:

ΣW =
1

nC

C∑
c=1

n∑
i=1

(zc,i − µc) (zc,i − µc)
⊤ ∈ Rd×d,
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(a) Training Loss (b) Test Accuracy

Figure 3: Last-layer trained with MSE. Data-driven weight initialization (LS) mitigates training loss spikes and
improves new task accuracy compared to random initialization. MSE uses scaling parameters.

ΣB =
1

C

C∑
c=1

(µc − µG) (µc − µG)
⊤ ∈ Rd×d.

The NC1 metric is defined as:

NC1 =
1

C
trace

(
ΣWΣ†

B

)
,

where Σ†
B is the pseudo-inverse of ΣB . Note that NC1 is the most dominant indicator of neural collapse.

Convergence to Simplex ETF (NC2): It quantifies the ℓ2 distance between the normalized simplex ETF and the
normalized WW⊤, as follows:

NC2 :=

∥∥∥∥∥ WW⊤

∥WW⊤∥F
− 1√

C − 1

(
IC −

1

C
1C1

⊤
C

)∥∥∥∥∥
F

,

where W ∈ RC×d is the weight matrix of the learned classifier.

Convergence to Self-Duality (NC3): It measures the ℓ2 distance between the normalized simplex ETF and the
normalized WZ:

NC3 :=

∥∥∥∥ WZ

∥WZ∥F
− 1√

C − 1

(
IC −

1

C
1C1

⊤
C

)∥∥∥∥
F

,

where Z = [z1 − µG · · · zC − µG] ∈ Rd×C is the centered class-mean matrix.

Simplification to NCC (NC4): It measures the collapse of bias b:

NC4 := ∥b+WµG∥2 .

D ADDITIONAL RESULTS

Forward Transfer. Forward transfer results are given in Table 4. We observe that data-driven initialization improves
forward transfer over random initialization.

Qualitative Analysis of New Task Loss & Accuracy. For different weight initializations and loss functions, we
illustrate the loss and accuracy dynamics in Figures 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7. In all cases, data-driven initialization demonstrates
efficacy in reducing training loss spikes and improving new task adaptation.
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Table 4: Comprehensive Results on Forward Transfer. After training top layers in each CL task, we perform linear
probing on the next CL task (73 Places classes) to measure forward transfer.

Weight Init Loss U S Linear Probe Accuracy (%) ↑ Avg. ↑
Task 2 Task 3 Task 4 Task 5

Least-Square 60.66 63.03 59.70 66.18 62.39
Random MSE 600 24K 54.85 56.82 54.30 60.33 56.58

Class Mean 60.47 63.44 60.56 67.04 62.88
Least-Square 63.73 67.05 64.37 72.05 66.80

Random CE 600 24K 62.07 65.71 63.45 71.07 65.58
Class Mean 63.29 67.45 64.22 72.00 66.74

Least-Square 61.93 65.33 62.73 70.11 65.03
Random SQEN 600 24K 60.44 63.66 61.66 69.30 63.77

Class Mean 61.49 65.55 62.52 69.78 64.84
Least-Square 61.60 64.03 60.81 67.34 63.45

Random MSE 1200 192K 55.66 59.33 56.52 63.18 58.67
Class Mean 62.48 65.26 62.16 68.53 64.61

Least-Square 64.82 68.38 65.66 73.29 68.04
Random CE 1200 192K 64.70 67.88 65.30 72.86 67.69

Class Mean 64.62 68.38 65.93 73.07 68.00
Least-Square 63.53 67.38 64.26 71.88 66.76

Random SQEN 1200 192K 62.00 65.75 63.86 71.01 65.66
Class Mean 63.00 67.00 65.23 71.29 66.63

(a) Training Loss (b) Test Accuracy

Figure 4: Last-layer trained with squentropy loss. Data-driven weight initialization mitigates training loss spikes
and improves new task accuracy compared to random initialization.
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(a) Training Loss (b) Test Accuracy

Figure 5: Top layers trained with cross-entropy loss. Data-driven weight initialization mitigates training loss spikes
and improves new task accuracy compared to random initialization.

(a) Training Loss (b) Test Accuracy

Figure 6: Top layers trained with squentropy loss. Data-driven weight initialization mitigates training loss spikes
and improves new task accuracy compared to random initialization.

(a) Training Loss (b) Test Accuracy

Figure 7: Top layers trained with MSE. Data-driven weight initialization (least-square) mitigates training loss spikes
and improves new task accuracy compared to random initialization. MSE uses scaling parameters.
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