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Abstract—In real-world applications, there is often a domain
shift (distribution change) from training to test data. This
observation recently resulted in the development of test-time
adaptation (TTA). It aims to adapt a pre-trained source model
to the test data without requiring access to the source data.
Thereby, most existing works are so far limited to the closed-set
assumption, i.e. there is no category shift (class change) between
source and target domain. We argue that in a realistic open-
world setting a category shift can appear in addition to a domain
shift. This means, individual source classes may not appear in
the target domain anymore, samples of new unknown classes
may be part of the target domain or even both at the same
time. Moreover, in many real-world scenarios the test data is not
accessible all at once in form of a dataset but arrives sequentially
as a stream of batches which require an immediate prediction.
Hence, TTA must be applied in an online manner. To the best
of our knowledge, the combination of these aspects, i.e. online
source-free universal domain adaptation (online SF-UniDA), has
not been studied yet despite its practical relevance. In this
paper, we are the first ones to tackle this challenging task. We
introduce a Contrastive Mean Teacher (COMET) tailored to this
novel scenario. It applies a contrastive loss to rebuild a feature
space where the samples of known classes build distinct clusters
and the samples of new classes separate well from them. It is
complemented by an entropy loss which ensures that the classifier
output has a small entropy for samples of known classes and a
large entropy for samples of new classes to be easily detected and
rejected as unknown. To provide the losses with reliable pseudo
labels, they are embedded into a mean teacher (MT) framework.
We evaluate our method across two datasets and all category
shifts to set an initial benchmark for online SF-UniDA. Thereby,
COMET yields state-of-the-art performance and proves to be
consistent and robust across a variety of different scenarios. Our
code is available at https://github.com/pascalschlachter/COMET.

Index Terms—Contrastive Mean Teacher, Online Source-free
Universal Domain Adaptation, Online Test-Time Adaptation,
Open-World, Open-Set.

I. INTRODUCTION

Most machine learning approaches root on the assumption,
that the training and test data (x, y) ∈ X ×Y are drawn i.i.d.
from the same distribution P on X × Y [1]. Here X and Y
represent the input and output (or label) space, respectively.
However, in real-world applications this assumption is often
violated due to various domain (distribution) shifts. In this
case, X and Y remain the same, but the distribution Pt of the
target domain deviates from the distribution Ps of the source
domain. Accordingly, domain adaptation (DA) to adapt a pre-
trained source model to the target domain is required before
inference on target data. Most supervised or unsupervised DA

approaches assume, in addition to the labeled source dataset,
a small labeled or unlabeled target dataset. Recently, a new
research area called test-time adaptation (TTA) arose. Its goal
is to adapt a pre-trained source model continuously to test-time
target domain(s) during deployment of the model by using the
unlabeled test-time data only. It can thus be viewed as source-
free unsupervised DA. In this way, TTA not only remains
applicable when the source data is not accessible due to
privacy issues or storage limitations but is also computationally
more efficient since it does not reprocess the source data
during testing [2]. However, almost all existing TTA methods
for classification are restricted to the closed-set setup, i.e. there
is no class change between source and target domain(s).

In realistic open-world scenarios, category shift may happen
in addition to domain shift. A category shift denotes the
classification situation, where the source label space Ys and
the target label space Yt are different (Ys ̸= Yt). There are
three main category shifts, namely partial-set (Yt ⊂ Ys), open-
set (Ys ⊂ Yt) and open-partial-set (Ys ∩ Yt ̸= ∅, Ys ⊈ Yt,
Ys ⊉ Yt). Moreover, typically no prior knowledge about the
current category shift is available. Accordingly, a TTA method
is required that not only adapts the source model to target
distribution(s) but also makes it universally applicable for any
kind of category shift by allowing it to reject samples of new
classes as unknown while still correctly classifying samples of
known classes. This task is denoted as source-free universal
domain adaptation (SF-UniDA) [3].

Interestingly, there exist some fields like few-shot learning
[4] or class-incremental continual learning [5] which adapt a
pre-trained source model to new classes with a small labeled
target dataset. The difference to the SF-UniDA task is that
these methods are able to learn the new classes due to the
available labeled target samples while SF-UniDA in an open-
set or open-partial-set environment uses only unlabeled test-
time samples and rejects samples of new classes as ”un-
known class”. Furthermore, SF-UniDA jointly considers open-
set recognition (category shift) and domain shift while the
traditional few-shot and incremental-class continual learning
methods do not consider a simultaneous domain shift.

In addition to the ability to deal with domain and category
shifts, many real-world applications require real-time inference
of test data coming in as a stream. In other words, the test
batches can only be accessed one at a time and each batch is
only available once. Hence, each batch demands an immediate
prediction and the TTA happens in parallel to inference. This
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is referred to as online TTA in contrast to offline TTA where
an unlimited access to a finite test set is assumed and the
whole adaptation process takes place before the prediction.
Obviously, the online setting is more challenging and univer-
sally applicable to both online and offline scenarios.

Although some approaches consider the combination of
domain and category shift [3], [6]–[11], we identified that there
is a lack of methods combining all three paradigms online,
source-free and universal, i.e. methods towards online SF-
UniDA. We overcome this lack by proposing the novel method
Contrastive Mean Teacher (COMET) which is tailored to this
challenging scenario. It leverages a mean teacher (MT) [12],
[13] to get reliable pseudo-labels. Thereby, we follow the idea
of [10] and apply two entropy thresholds to be able to pseudo-
label samples as unknown and to ignore samples with uncer-
tain pseudo-labels to prevent negative transfer. Subsequently,
we apply a contrastive loss [14] to adapt to the domain shift
and enforce a feature space where not only the samples of
the known classes form distinct clusters but also the unknown
samples are clearly separated from these clusters. Additionally,
we apply an entropy loss to ensure that the classifier output
has a small entropy for samples of the known classes and a
large entropy for unknown samples. This allows us to reject
samples as unknown based on the entropy of the classifier
output during the final prediction.

We evaluate our method on the two DA datasets DomainNet
and VisDA-C. Thereby, COMET yields state-of-the-art results
and shows its superiority over the competing methods by
consistently performing well across all category shifts. We
hope that our initial benchmark encourages future works to
pay more attention to the realistic online SF-UniDA scenario.

We summarize our contributions as follows:
• We are the first to study the realistic but challenging task

of online SF-UniDA.
• We propose COMET, a method tackling this difficult task

by applying a combination of contrastive learning and
entropy optimization embedded into a mean teacher.

• We extensively evaluate COMET and create an initial
baseline for online SF-UniDA.

• We conduct rich ablation studies to investigate the impact
of various design choices.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Universal domain adaptation

While the large majority of unsupervised domain adaptation
methods is limited to the closed-set assumption, numerous
approaches have been proposed in the recent years tackling
either partial-set domain adaptation (PDA) [15]–[17], open-
set domain adaptation (ODA) [18]–[24] or open-partial-set
domain adaptation (OPDA) [25]–[27]. However, methods that
perform well in one of these scenarios do not necessarily do
so in the others. For example, [25] showed that their OPDA
method even underperforms the non-adapted source model
for a PDA problem. In contrast, universal domain adaptation
methods [28]–[30] aim to perform well regardless of the

TABLE I
OVERVIEW WHETHER THE TTA APPROACHES TACKLING BOTH DOMAIN

AND CATEGORY SHIFT ARE UNIVERSAL, SOURCE-FREE AND ONLINE

Ours [3] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11]

Universal ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗
Source-free ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓
Online ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓

category shift and without needing prior knowledge about its
nature. Nevertheless, like all methods mentioned above, they
require access to the source data which is not only inefficient
but may also violate privacy or accessibility limitations.

B. Online Test-time adaptation

In contrast, TTA [31] adapts a standard pre-trained source
model to the target data without accessing the source data.
Depending on whether the test data is available as a finite set
with unlimited access or is received continuously as a stream
of batches, one distinguishes between offline and online TTA.
In this paper, we focus on online TTA, which is more realistic
and universally applicable but also more challenging. In recent
literature, mainly the calibration of the batch normalization
(BN) statistics, self-training and entropy minimization have
emerged as being most promising for this purpose. BN cali-
bration methods [2], [32] root on the finding that adapting the
BN statistics can significantly improve the performance on
corrupted data [33]. Self-training [9], [13], [34], [35] uses the
generation of pseudo-labels for the unlabeled target domain to
guide the adaptation process. Finally, simply minimizing the
entropy of the model output has also proved to be effective [2],
[9], [36]. However, nearly all existing works just cope with a
domain shift but do not consider the additional possibility of
a category shift.

C. Source-free universal domain adaptation

Test-time adaptation to both domain and category shift is so
far only addressed by [3], [6]–[11]. Table I gives an overview
of whether these methods fulfill the three paradigms universal,
source-free and online. [6]–[8] build upon a dedicated open-
set source training that already prepares the source model for
the two shifts. In this way, they are limited in their practical
application and from our understanding not truly source-free
because they use more source knowledge than just a standard
pre-trained source model. Among the remaining methods only
[3] is universal while [10] and [11] are only designed for
ODA and [9] needs prior knowledge about the nature of the
category shift to be adapted accordingly. Moreover, of all these
methods, only [11] is designed for the online scenario. In
the following, we will take a closer look at the only two
methods [3], [11] lacking only one of the three paradigms
online, source-free and universal.

[3] proposes global and local clustering (GLC), a pseudo-
labeling technique which is specially designed to cope with
a category shift. Subsequently, they apply a cross-entropy
loss for domain adaptation and an entropy threshold to reject
unknown samples during inference. However, we doubt that



their pseudo-labeling can still perform well when applied in
an online manner because their clustering and kNN-based
technique requires more data than just one batch as we will
discuss in section III-B.

Finally, [11] most recently introduced an online TTA
method being robust to open-world scenarios. They apply a
contrastive loss which minimizes the distances between the
samples and their respective most similar prototype within
a prototype pool. This pool is initialized with the source
prototypes but dynamically extended by prototypes represent-
ing the unknown class. Additionally, they apply distribution
alignment. However, the open-world scenario they consider is
neither universal nor what is commonly regarded as open-
set. Instead, they pollute the test data with strong out-of-
distribution samples from different datasets or even with
random noise. In contrast, an open-set category shift normally
adds samples of classes of the same dataset which were
withheld during source training but have the same overall
appearance as the samples of known classes. Hence, their
method still has to prove whether it can also perform well
in an online SF-UniDA scenario.

III. METHOD

A. Preliminaries

As the name suggests, the task of online SF-UniDA is to
adapt a pre-trained source model to a target domain under the
three paradigms online, source-free and universal. ”Source-
free“ means that no source data can be leveraged for the
adaptation due to privacy, memory or accessibility constraints.
Using our strict understanding of this term to prevent any
limitations of our method, we additionally assume that we
cannot influence the source training. Hence, we only have
access to a source model fs = hs ◦ gs, consisting of a feature
extractor gs and a classifier hs, which is pre-trained on the
source dataset Ds = {Xs,Ys} in a standard closed-set manner.

The goal of the adaptation process is to enable the model
fs to classify the unlabeled target dataset Dt = {Xt} as
accurately as possible. Thereby, we assume that besides a
domain shift Dt can also be subject to a category shift meaning
that its label space Yt may differ from Ys. Again, this includes
three cases, namely partial-set (Yt ⊂ Ys), open-set (Ys ⊂ Yt)
and open-partial-set (Ys∩Yt ̸= ∅, Ys ⊈ Yt, Ys ⊉ Yt) domain
adaptation. Since in practice there is no prior knowledge about
the category shift, the adaptation method needs to be universal
by performing well for all these scenarios. Accordingly, it
must reliably reject samples of new classes as unknown while
correctly classifying the samples of the known classes.

Additionally, this paper focuses on the realistic online
setting where each target batch {xt

i}Nb
i=1 can only be accessed

once and requires an immediate prediction. This is difficult
since the adaptation must be performed on the fly in parallel
to inference which implies that for each adaptation step only
the data of the current batch can be used.

In the following, we introduce our novel method Contrastive
Mean Teacher (COMET) tackling online SF-UniDA. First, we
discuss the challenges of pseudo-labeling in the online context

and propose a technique tailored to the online and universal
setting. Second, we describe the contrastive loss we use to
adapt to the domain shift. Finally, we introduce the entropy
loss which complements the contrastive loss and allows us
to reject samples of unknown classes based on an entropy
threshold. Figure 1 shows an overview of our method.

B. Pseudo-labeling

Self-training is a widely applied paradigm for TTA and
proved to be effective. Thereby, reliable pseudo-labels are
crucial for a successful adaptation and to prevent negative
transfer. Most existing pseudo-labeling techniques (e.g. [3],
[9], [34]) leverage clustering or kNN-based methods. However,
both require a large amount of samples to represent the
underlying data distribution as well as possible in order to
provide accurate pseudo-labels. This requirement is typically
not fulfilled in online TTA since we only have access to one
batch of data at each time. Accordingly, the direct application
of clustering or kNN-based pseudo-labeling does not make
sense for the online scenario.

To overcome this limitation, we introduce a pseudo-labeling
tailored to the online setting. The basic idea is adopted from
the simple yet effective pseudo-labeling of [10]. Concretely,
we directly work with the softmax classifier output and use
its normalized entropy as an indicator of the confidence of the
predicted label. A confident prediction will lead to a small
entropy while uncertain predictions are characterized by a
large entropy. Nevertheless, in the presence of a category
shift, highly uncertain predictions are likely for samples of
new classes and can therefore be pseudo-labeled as unknown
with a large confidence. Since wrong pseudo-labels lead to a
negative transfer, our intuition is that the quality of the pseudo-
labels is more important than the quantity of pseudo-labeled
samples used for the adaptation. Accordingly, we only want to
use the samples with the most confident pseudo-labels for the
adaptation. Therefore, we introduce two thresholds δl and δu
on the entropy to divide the samples of each batch into three
categories: samples with confident pseudo-labels of the known
classes, samples confidently pseudo-labeled as unknown with
the class index |Ys| + 1 and uncertain samples. Hence, we
assign the pseudo-labels to the samples of each target batch
{xt

i}Nb
i=1 as follows:

ỹi =





argmax p̃i I(p̃i) ≤ δl

|Ys|+ 1 I(p̃i) ≥ δu

None otherwise
(1)

where

I(p̃i) = − 1

log |Ys|
· p̃T

i · log p̃i (2)

denotes the normalized entropy of the classifier output p̃i. The
normalization by log |Ys| ensures that I(p̃i) ranges only within
the unit interval [0, 1]. Empirically, we found that choosing the
two thresholds symmetrically, i.e. δu = 1 − δl, is in general
a good choice. In this way, the two thresholds are defined by
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None otherwise
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stop gradient
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i

Fig. 1. Overview of COMET. Both the student and teacher are initialized with the weights of the source model. Subsequently, for each target batch {xt
i}

Nb
i=1

first the predictions ŷi are generated using the output of the student classifier pi (red box). Second, the pseudo-labels are generated using the classifier output
of the teacher p̃i (blue box). Third, the pseudo-labels are used to calculate both the contrastive loss Lc and the entropy loss Le (green boxes) to update the
student model by backpropagation. Lastly, the teacher weights are updated as an exponential moving average of the student weights (magenta).

only one hyperparameter which can e.g. be chosen such that a
certain percentage of samples is left out in each target batch.

To further increase the robustness and quality of the pseudo-
labeling, we embed this basic idea into a mean teacher
(MT) framework [12], [13]. Thereby, both the student and
the teacher model are initialized with the weights of the
pre-trained source model. Subsequently, the student model is
trained by backpropagation using the loss functions we will
introduce in the following subsections while the non-trainable
weights of the teacher are updated by an exponential moving
average

δ̃t = αδ̃t−1 + (1− α)δt . (3)

Here, δ̃t and δ̃t−1 denote the weights of the teacher at the
time instances t and t− 1, respectively, and δt represents the
weights of the student at time instance t. Furthermore, α is
the momentum factor controlling the updating speed of the
teacher. By averaging the weights of the student, the teacher’s
predictions become more robust because they are less prone
to the short-term changes caused by the adaptation process.
Therefore, we use the classifier output of the teacher model
p̃i to generate the pseudo-labels according to Eq. 1 and 2.

C. Contrastive loss
The basic idea of contrastive learning [37] is to learn a

meaningful feature space by minimizing the distances within
so-called positive data pairs while at the same time the
distances within negative pairs are maximized. Originally
designed for self-supervised learning, it has already been
successfully adapted not only to supervised learning [14] but
also to online TTA [13], [34] and online open-world TTA [11].

It is commonly agreed that learning a consistent, meaningful
and preferably domain invariant feature space in which the

classes are separable is key for any classification task. After
a successful pre-training of the source model, this should
be satisfied and we assume the source data to form distinct
clusters in the feature space. However, a domain shift causes
these clusters to diffuse and blur. Moreover, due to the category
shift, samples of new classes can occur which do not belong
to any of the original clusters.

We believe that the main task of online SF-UniDA is to
restore the original state of the feature space where not only
the samples of the known classes form distinct clusters but also
the samples of new classes can be clearly separated from these
clusters. Thus, we decide to work with a contrastive loss since
it not only already proved to be a valuable tool for TTA but
also allows us to directly enforce the desired properties on the
feature space. To achieve the rebuilding process of the distinct
clusters and the separation of the samples of new classes, we
design our contrastive loss to minimize the following distances
between the pseudo-labeled samples of each target batch:

• distances among the samples with the same pseudo-label
of a known class

• distance between each sample pseudo-labeled as one of
the known classes and its corresponding class prototype

Moreover, it maximizes the following distances between the
pseudo-labeled samples of each target batch:

• distances between the samples with different pseudo-
labels (including the distances between the samples
pseudo-labeled as one of the known classes and the
samples pseudo-labeled as unknown)

• distances between the pseudo-labeled samples and the
class prototypes which do not correspond to their respec-
tive pseudo-label (i.e. for the samples pseudo-labeled as
unknown, the distances to all prototypes are maximized)



Thereby, we extend the set of pseudo-labeled samples by one
augmentation of each sample. In this way, i.e. by enforcing
a small distance between the samples and their respective
augmentation, a consistent feature space is learned which is
invariant to small changes in the input space and therefore
more robust to domain shifts.

Our contrastive loss is computed for each target batch
Xt

n = {xt
i}Nb

i=1 by first extracting the samples pseudo-labeled
as known classes Xk

n = {xt
i ∈ Xt

n|ỹi ∈ Ys} and the samples
pseudo-labeled as unknown Xu

n = {xt
i ∈ Xt

n|ỹi = |Ys|+ 1}.
Let Nk

n and Nu
n denote the number of samples in Xk

n and
Xu

n , respectively. Second, we extend both sets Xk
n and Xu

n by
adding one augmentation x̄t

i of each sample xt
i and use the

student feature extractor g(·) to transform everything into the
feature space resulting in the two sets Rk

n = {g(xt
i)|xt

i ∈ Xk
n}

and Ru
n = {g(xt

i)|xt
i ∈ Xu

n}. Subsequently, we further extend
each sample-augmentation pair (g(xt

i), g(x̄
t
i)) within the set

Rk
n by adding the class prototype that matches their respective

pseudo-label. In a final preparation step, we use a multi-layer
perceptron with a single hidden layer Proj(·) to map all
feature representations within Rk

n and Ru
n into a lower dimen-

sional projection space as proposed by [14]. This results in
the set {zi}3N

k
n+2Nu

n
i=1 = {Proj(ri)|ri ∈ Rk

n∪Ru
n}, where the

first 3Nk
n elements, i.e. the elements whose indices are within

the index set Ik = {1, . . . , 3Nk
n}, correspond to the sample-

augmentation-prototype triples pseudo-labeled as a known
class. Accordingly, the final 2Nu

n elements whose indices are
contained in the index set Iu = {3Nk

n + 1, . . . , 3Nk
n + 2Nu

n}
correspond to the sample-augmentation pairs pseudo-labeled
as unknown. Finally, we compute the contrastive loss as

Lc =
∑

i∈Ik

−1

|P (i)|
∑

p∈P (i)

log
exp

(
s(zi,zp)

τ

)




∑
a∈A(i)

exp
(

s(zi,za)
τ

)

+
∑

u∈Iu

∑
j∈Ik

exp
(

s(zu,zj)
τ

)




(4)

where A(i) = Ik\{i} and P (i) = {p ∈ A(i)|ỹp = ỹi}, i.e.
P (i) denotes the index set for all samples, augmentations and
prototypes with the same pseudo-label as the element at index
i. Moreover, s(za, zb) = zT

a zb/(||za|| ||zb||) is the cosine
similarity and τ denotes the temperature.

D. Source-free prototypes of known classes

As mentioned above, our contrastive loss roots on proto-
types in the feature space for all known classes. They serve as
cluster centers to gather the samples with the corresponding
pseudo-labels as closely as possible around them. The existing
contrastive learning-based TTA methods [11], [13] use so-
called source prototypes, i.e. the class-wise means of the
feature representations of the source data after pre-training.
In this way, the clusters in the target domain stay at the same
positions as in the source domain and therefore the classifier
does not require much adaptation. Although the usage of such
source prototypes is commonly considered as ”source-free“

since it neither violates privacy nor efficiency constraints and
also requires only little memory space, we argue that in a
strictly source-free setting where the source training cannot
be influenced the availability of source prototypes cannot
be guaranteed. Accordingly, we propose a strictly source-
free variation to acquire class prototypes for our contrastive
loss without any information from the source training (e.g.
source prototypes) except for the pre-trained source model fs.
Thereby, we continuously calculate the sums of the feature
representation of all test-time samples with the same pseudo-
labels across all processed target batches while keeping track
of the numbers of samples which contributed to the individual
sums. In this way, we can dynamically calculate the class-wise
means in the target domain at each time instance and use them
as strictly source-free class prototypes. In the remainder of
this paper, we will refer to the variation of our method using
these strictly source-free prototypes as COMET-F while we
will denote the version using source prototypes as COMET-P.

E. Entropy loss

Since the contrastive loss solely works with the feature
extractor to restore the desired properties of the feature space,
a complementary loss is helpful to also update the classifier in
parallel. The goal is to enable it to better translate the adapted
target feature representations into the class predictions. Ul-
timately, each sample of a known class should be correctly
predicted with a large confidence while the unknown samples
should lead to a uniformly distributed softmax output such that
we can reject them confidently based on an entropy threshold.
Our intuition is that the latter, i.e. yielding an output with a
large entropy for the samples of new classes, still needs to
be incorporated into the classifier while the first is already
mainly satisfied. This is because the contrastive loss enforces
the target samples of the known classes to cluster in the same
areas in the feature space as the source samples, especially
if source prototypes are used. However, during the closed-
set source training, the classifier was not taught how to deal
with samples in the space between these areas and without
adaptation we cannot guarantee that its corresponding output
will have a high entropy.

Therefore, we apply an additional entropy loss to enable a
reliable differentiation between target samples of known and
unknown classes based on the entropy of the classifier output.
An entropy-based loss not only already proved to be effective
for TTA [2], [9], [36] but also allows us to directly enforce
the desired behavior. Concretely, we minimize the entropy of
the softmax classifier output for the samples pseudo-labeled
as a known class and maximize the entropy for the samples
pseudo-labeled as unknown. This is achieved by minimizing
the following loss function for each target batch {xt

i}Nb
i=1:

Le =
1

Nb

Nb∑

i=1

1(ỹi ∈ Ys) · I(pi)

− 1

Nb

Nb∑

i=1

1(ỹi = |Ys|+ 1) · I(pi) .

(5)



TABLE II
CLASS SPLITS OF THE DATASETS, I.E. NUMBER OF THE SHARED,

SOURCE-PRIVATE AND TARGET-PRIVATE CLASSES, FOR THE THREE
CATEGORY SHIFT SCENARIOS OPDA, ODA AND PDA, RESPECTIVELY

|Ys ∩ Yt|, |Ys\Yt|, |Yt\Ys|

PDA ODA OPDA

DomainNet 200, 145, 0 200, 0, 145 150, 50, 145
VisDA-C 6, 6, 0 6, 0, 6 6, 3, 3

Thereby, 1() is the indicator function, i.e. it is one if the
condition in the parentheses is fulfilled and zero otherwise, and
I(pi) denotes the normalized entropy of the classifier output
pi of the student model. The calculation of I(pi) is equivalent
to the calculation w.r.t. the classifier output p̃i of the teacher
model given in Eq. 2.

The overall loss function to update the student model is
given as

L = Lc + λLe (6)

where λ > 0 serves to balance the two loss functions.

F. Inference

For the inference of each target batch {xt
i}Nb

i=1 in parallel
to the adaptation, we use the classifier output of the student
model pi. For each sample xt

i, we first compute its entropy
I(pi) as defined in Eq. 2 and compare it to a threshold δ. On
this basis, we either classify it according to the maximum of
pi or reject it as unknown as shown in the following:

ŷi =

{
argmaxpi I(pi) ≤ δ

|Ys|+ 1 I(pi) > δ
. (7)

Note that we use only one entropy threshold here to assign a
label ŷi to all samples xt

i in contrast to our pseudo-labeling
(Eq. 1) where we use two thresholds to leave samples with
uncertain predictions out of the adaptation process. Moreover,
while we use the teacher model for pseudo-labeling, we use
the student model for inference because it adapts faster to the
domain shift. This is important since in the online scenario
the inference needs to happen in parallel to the adaptation.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Setup

We mainly resort to the setup of [3]. Accordingly, we use
a classical TTA setup instead of continual TTA, meaning
we consider the adaptation to a single domain shift without
requiring the preservation of the performance on the source
domain. However, we strictly follow an online TTA setting
where only one forward pass is performed for each batch.

1) Datasets: We evaluate COMET on the two DA datasets
DomainNet [38] and VisDA-C [39]. DomainNet consists of
about 0.6 million images of 345 classes across the three
domains painting (P), real (R) and sketch (S). All 345 classes
are available in all three domains. We will evaluate all six
domain shifts P→R, P→S, R→P, R→S, S→P and S→R.
VisDA-C consists of only 12 object classes but features a

challenging domain shift from synthetically generated 2D
renderings of 3D models to real-world images taken from
the Microsoft COCO dataset [40]. As usual in the literature,
we use the first domain as the source domain containing
152,397 images while the second domain is the target domain
consisting of 55,388 images.

To create the three category shift scenarios PDA, ODA
and OPDA, we order the classes alphabetically and use the
first |Ys| of them as source classes and the last |Yt| as
target classes. Accordingly, |Ys ∩ Yt| classes are shared. The
class splits, i.e. the number of shared, source-private and
target-private classes, are given in Table II for both datasets,
respectively. In this way, domain shift and different kinds of
category shifts happen simultaneously.

2) Competing methods: Since we are the first to study the
combination of the three paradigms online, source-free and
universal DA, there are yet no other methods designed for
this scenario. Nevertheless, a fair comparison is only possible
if the competing methods also fulfill these three properties.
Concretely, since in the offline scenario the whole adaptation
process takes place before the inference while in the online
scenario both needs to happen in parallel, better results can
naturally be achieved in the offline scenario. Therefore, a
comparison of methods across both scenarios does not make
sense. The same applies to the source-free paradigm, where
methods naturally achieve better results if source data can
be leveraged. Finally, we obviously require the competing
methods to be universal because we want to evaluate our
method across all category shifts PDA, ODA and OPDA.

The first obvious choice as a competing method is to apply
the non-adapted source model and use an entropy threshold to
reject samples as unknown like we do in COMET (see Eq. 7).
This serves as a lower bound TTA methods need to outperform
since otherwise they suffer from negative transfer. Second, we
apply the GLC method [3] batch-wise in the online scenario.
Finally, we also apply the OWTTT method [11] although
it was designed for an open-world TTA scenario which is
neither universal nor what is commonly considered as ODA
as explained at the end of subsection II-C. We will evaluate
whether it can still perform well for online SF-UniDA.

3) Implementation details: For our source model, we adopt
the same network structure and training protocol as [9] and [3].
Concretely, we use a ResNet-50 [41] pre-trained on ImageNet
[42] with a 256-dimensional feature space for both the student
and teacher model and for both datasets. Moreover, we also use
this architecture as the backbone of the competing methods to
ensure a fair comparison. In the target domain, we work with a
batch size of 128 and apply a SGD optimizer with momentum
0.9 and a learning rate of 0.0001 for DomainNet and 0.001 for
VisDA-C. Furthermore, regarding our pseudo-labeling, we set
the momentum for updating the mean teacher to α = 0.999
and the two entropy thresholds to δl = 0.25 and δu = 0.75. We
choose the loss balancing factor to λ = 0.1 for DomainNet
and λ = 0.01 for VisDA-C. Regarding the contrastive loss,
we set the temperature to τ = 0.1 and the dimensions of
the projection space to 128. Finally, for inference, we use an



TABLE III
RESULTS OF THE EXPERIMENTS ON DOMAINNET AND VISDA-C

(a) Accuracy in % for the PDA scenario

PDA P→R P→S R→P R→S S→P S→R Avg. VisDA-C

Source-only 41.5 24.0 30.5 22.7 17.8 25.2 26.95 17.1
Online GLC [3] 16.6 16.8 12.8 11.8 16.0 14.5 14.75 21.7
OWTTT [11] 37.2 26.0 29.1 24.8 24.5 25.7 27.88 28.1
COMET-P (Ours) 51.0 34.0 38.0 32.7 28.5 39.2 37.23 33.4
COMET-F (Ours) 48.5 32.5 38.0 31.9 27.1 36.9 35.82 33.0

(b) H-score in % for the ODA scenario

ODA P→R P→S R→P R→S S→P S→R Avg. VisDA-C

Source-only 57.8 40.4 47.0 38.4 30.7 45.9 43.37 31.7
Online GLC [3] 41.3 29.0 23.1 20.5 32.6 33.4 29.98 44.7
OWTTT [11] 54.7 45.8 46.5 42.8 47.0 53.2 48.33 56.0
COMET-P (Ours) 58.5 47.8 51.5 46.5 39.0 53.3 49.43 53.3
COMET-F (Ours) 58.2 47.3 50.9 45.9 37.6 52.1 48.67 52.7

(c) H-score in % for the OPDA scenario

OPDA P→R P→S R→P R→S S→P S→R Avg. VisDA-C

Source-only 57.6 38.8 47.6 38.6 32.2 47.9 43.78 26.9
Online GLC [3] 34.0 29.6 27.3 23.0 34.2 38.0 31.02 39.1
OWTTT [11] 56.3 45.4 47.8 42.9 48.2 53.6 49.03 47.3
COMET-P (Ours) 58.9 46.6 52.5 46.4 39.2 54.3 49.65 46.7
COMET-F (Ours) 58.8 45.7 51.8 45.8 38.3 53.5 48.98 45.7

entropy threshold of δ = 0.5 to reject samples as unknown.
4) Evaluation metrics: We stick to the common metrics

used in the literature. Specifically, we report the classification
accuracy over all target samples for PDA and the H-score for
ODA and OPDA. The H-score denotes the harmonic mean of
the accuracy of known and unknown samples.

B. Results

The results are shown in Table III. First, we focus on
DomainNet. Thereby, it is striking that GLC significantly
underperforms the source-only model in nearly all settings.
This matches our intuition we explained in subsection III-B
that clustering- and kNN-based pseudo-labeling is not suitable
for the online scenario. Especially kNN can obviously not
work properly if the number of classes exceeds the batch size
like it is the case here. OWTTT, on the other hand, achieves
on average a significant improvement over the source-only
results for ODA and OPDA. However, this is not the case
for PDA where its average improvement is less than 1%.
Although PDA may appear to be the simplest task among
the three category shifts at first glance, it is challenging in
the context of universal DA because methods tend to falsely
reject samples as unknown due to the domain shift. OWTTT
seems to be also subject to this problem. Moreover, it does
not perform equally well for all domain shifts. While it shows
particularly strong results for the S→P domain shift, it strug-
gles with the P→R and R→P domain shifts across all three
category shifts. On five of the six corresponding experiments
it even falls behind the source-only results. In contrast, both
variations of our method COMET consistently improve the
source-only performance in all experiments. Especially in the

PDA scenario both COMET-P and COMET-F significantly
outperform all competing methods across all domain shifts.
Nonetheless, they also show good results for ODA and OPDA.
Concretely, COMET-P is able to achieve the best results for
five of the six domain shifts for ODA and OPDA, respectively,
and in this way also yields the largest average performance
across all three category shifts. Not surprisingly, COMET-F
overall performs a little worse than COMET-P. However, the
margin between the two variations is only less than 1.5% on
average for all category shifts. In this way, COMET-F also
outperforms OWTTT on average for PDA and ODA while
both yield a nearly equal average performance for OPDA. This
is remarkable since OWTTT relies on source prototypes while
COMET-F does not.

Finally, we look at the results on VisDA-C. Although GLC
seems to benefit from the small number of classes and can
achieve improvements w.r.t. the source-only model for all
category shifts, it is still clearly outperformed by the other
three methods across all PDA, ODA and OPDA. In contrast to
DomainNet, here OWTTT yields the best results for both ODA
and OPDA. It seems to benefit more from the reduced number
of classes than COMET. However, COMET-P is not far behind
especially for OPDA. Moreover, both COMET variations still
clearly outperform OWTTT for PDA. Like for DomainNet,
COMET-F again performs only slightly, i.e. less than 1%,
worse compared to COMET-P across all three category shifts.

C. Ablation studies

For our ablation studies we use the R→S OPDA scenario of
DomainNet as a representative example. OPDA best demon-
strates the trade-off between reliably rejecting samples of new



TABLE IV
H-SCORES IN % FOR DIFFERENT CHOICES OF THE MAIN HYPERPARAMETERS, NAMELY THE MOMENTUM α, THE ENTROPY THRESHOLD FOR INFERENCE

δ AND THE ENTROPY THRESHOLDS FOR PSEUDO-LABELING δl AND δu , EVALUATED FOR THE R→S OPDA SCENARIO.

(a) Momentum factor α

α 0.99 0.995 0.999 0.9995 0.9999

COMET-P 46.4 46.4 46.4 46.3 46.2
COMET-F 45.8 45.7 45.8 45.8 45.7

(b) Entropy threshold δ for inference

δ 0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6

COMET-P 45.1 46.1 46.4 46.5 46.2
COMET-F 44.7 45.5 45.8 46.2 46.0

(c) Entropy thresholds δl and δu for pseudo-labeling

δl/δu 0.15/0.85 0.2/0.8 0.25/0.75 0.3/0.7 0.35/0.65

COMET-P 46.1 46.3 46.4 46.4 46.2
COMET-F 45.4 45.6 45.8 45.6 45.6
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Fig. 2. Performance development of all methods for reduced batch sizes
shown for the R→S OPDA scenario.
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Fig. 3. Results using different combinations of the losses Lc and Le for the
R→S OPDA scenario. The dashed line indicates the source-only performance.

classes and correctly classifying samples of known classes
which is required for online SF-UniDA. The R→S domain
shift was chosen arbitrarily.

1) Reduced batch sizes: Figure 2 shows how a reduction
of the batch size influences the performance of the individual
methods. Although GLC already underperforms the source-
only model for the original batch size of 128 it becomes
even worse for smaller batch sizes and converges towards
the performance of random guessing. Interestingly, also the
performance of OWTTT decreases dramatically and already
falls behind the source-only performance at a batch size of
32. This may be due to their clustering-based determination
of the rejection threshold. It seems like for smaller batch sizes
there are not enough samples to represent the distribution of
their outlier score and hence the rejection threshold cannot be
chosen carefully. In contrast, COMET does not suffer from
such a limitation and proves to be robust against a reduction
of the batch size. The performance of COMET-P remains

constant and eventually decreases only slightly for a batch
size of 8. Nevertheless, even in this case it still significantly
improves the source-only performance. The same applies to
COMET-F. Although its decline starts a bit earlier, namely at
a batch size of 16, it also still performs clearly better than the
source-only model even for a batch size of only 8.

2) Contribution of each loss: Figure 3 shows how each
of the two losses Lc and Le contributes to the overall
performance of COMET. It can be seen that both already
significantly improve the source-only result when applied as
stand-alone loss. Thereby, as expected, Lc both with and
without using source prototypes performs better than Le and
therefore is responsible for the largest part of the success
of COMET. Nonetheless, Le is still a valuable addition and
proves to complement the contrastive loss well since we
clearly obtain the best results when both losses are combined.

3) Hyperparameter sensitivity: Table IV shows the results
that are obtained for different choices of the main hyperpa-
rameters of COMET, namely the momentum α, the entropy
threshold for inference δ and the entropy thresholds for
pseudo-labeling δl and δu. We observe that COMET maintains
a stable performance in a broad range around the selected
values for all of these hyperparameters. Therefore, their choice
is not critical for the success of our method.

V. CONCLUSION

We identified online source-free universal domain adapta-
tion (online SF-UniDA) as a so far overlooked task despite its
great practical relevance. Therefore, we have proposed Con-
trastive Mean Teacher (COMET), a method that overcomes
this limitation. It uses a contrastive loss to rebuild a feature
space where samples of known classes build distinct clusters
and samples of unknown classes are clearly separated from
them. This is complemented by an entropy loss allowing us to
reject the samples of new classes using an entropy threshold
during inference. Both losses are embedded into a mean
teacher framework to provide them with reliable pseudo-labels.
Finally, our extensive experiments verified the effectiveness
of COMET across all evaluated domain and category shifts.
Future work could extend COMET to tackle continual TTA
or to learn new classes in a zero-shot manner instead of only
rejecting them.
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