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ABSTRACT
The rapid development of multimedia has provided a large amount
of data with different distributions for visual tasks, forming different
domains. Federated Learning (𝐹𝐿) can efficiently use this diverse
data distributed on different client media in a decentralized manner
through model sharing. However, in open-world scenarios, there
is a challenge: global models may struggle to predict well on en-
tirely new domain data captured by certain media, which were not
encountered during training. Existing methods still rely on strong
statistical correlations between samples and labels to address this
issue, which can bemisleading, as some featuresmay establish spuri-
ous short-cut correlations with the predictions. To comprehensively
address this challenge, we introduce 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐶𝐷 (Cross-Domain Invari-
ant Federated Learning), an overall optimization framework at both
the local and global levels. We introduce the Spurious Correlation
Intervener (𝑆𝐶𝐼 ), which employs invariance theory to locally gener-
ate interventers for features in a self-supervised manner to reduce
the model’s susceptibility to spurious correlated features. Our ap-
proach requires no sharing of data or features, only the gradients
related to the model. Additionally, we develop the simple yet effec-
tive Risk Extrapolation Aggregation strategy (𝑅𝐸𝐴), determining
aggregation coefficients through mathematical optimization to fa-
cilitate global causal invariant predictions. Extensive experiments
and ablation studies highlight the effectiveness of our approach. In
both classification and object detection generalization tasks, our
method outperforms the baselines by an average of at least 1.45%
in 𝐴𝑐𝑐 , 4.8% and 1.27% in𝑚𝐴𝑃50. The code is released at:xxx.
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1 INTRODUCTION
The swift evolution of multimedia technology has provided us with
a rich and diverse data resource, greatly advancing the development
of visual tasks. The diversity of multimedia data is reflected not only
in the wide range of artistic forms, such as visual arts, photography,
and animation but also in the different environments considering
the autonomous driving scenarios, such as scenes and weather con-
ditions. These diverse data samples are valuable materials that have
significantly enhanced the ability of neural networks to understand
and process visual information. Faced with strict requirements for
privacy protection, traditional centralized learning methods are
limited by the risk of privacy leakage, making it difficult to utilize
multimedia data. Federated Learning (𝐹𝐿), as an emerging machine
learning framework, provides an effective solution. 𝐹𝐿 allows mul-
tiple devices or medias to train models locally and improve the
global model collaboratively by sharing model updates or gradients
instead of raw data. The rapid rise of new media continuously in-
troduces new domain data, which poses requirements for domain
generalization, referring to the ability of a model to maintain good
performance when faced with new domain data distributions that
differ from the training set. Although federated learning facilitates
the joint training of different media data, it is not sufficient to ad-
dress this issue, as it still relies on simple collaborative training of
client data and may struggle to predict on unseen domains.

There have been some early works aiming to address the afore-
mentioned issue. Representation learning was utilized in [27, 33, 48]
to tackle this challenge by considering various aspects such as con-
ditional mutual information and the distribution of features across
different clients. Liu et al. employed meta-learning which is con-
sidered programming-unfriendly in [22]. Additionally, this work
shared amplitude spectrumwhich is data-related, potentially contra-
dicting the principles of federated learning. Qu et al.[28] improved
domain generalization by providing a flatter, more generalized loss
function. However, these methods still utilized all features unbi-
asedly, which means they used all features without intervention
and allowed the neural network to establish connections between
any features and predictions based solely on statistical correlations,
without considering that some of these correlations might be spuri-
ous shortcuts. However, we think they are insufficient because only
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Figure 1: The "Cow-On-The-Beach" problem in 𝐹𝐿. Localmod-
els on the client side strongly correlate cows with green grass-
land and camels with beige deserts within the samples. Thus,
replacing the background of the cow with a beige beach may
lead to incorrect prediction on global model.

a subset of the target’s features in the sample ultimately leads to
predictions, excluding features related to the scene, style or other
aspects of the target, such as the color of the car. Therefore, we
should not consider all of themwhen making predictions, or at least
not unbiasedly, which can provide a more thorough understanding
and stable performance.

To achieve a more comprehensive improvement, we will delve
deeper into the spurious correlations between data features and pre-
dictions. As shown in Figure 1, inspired by the "cow-on-the-beach"
example presented in [2], neural networks rely on simple statistical
relationships, e.g., cow and green grass to make predictions, which
establishes a strong correlation between a green background and a
cow, leading to wrong predictions when the background changes
to a beige beach. We believe that the model’s capture of spuri-
ous "short-cut" features hinders generalization. Inspired by some
non-causal and invariance theories [13, 41] that reduce spurious
correlations, we locally design a Spurious Correlation Intervener
(𝑆𝐶𝐼 ) to mitigate the impact of spurious features on model train-
ing. Additionally, leveraging causal invariance theory [2, 14], we
propose the Risk Extrapolation Aggregation strategy (𝑅𝐸𝐴) from a
causal inference perspective.

Within the 𝑆𝐶𝐼 , we reference the principle of invariance to design
a self-supervised feature intervener, aiming to reduce the impact
of spurious correlated features. Moreover, the training of 𝑆𝐶𝐼 only
requires the sharing of model-related gradients, without violating
the principles of federated learning, and is even more lightweight
than sharing data-related information. In light of insights from [2,
14], which affirm the relationship between training risk and the
causal invariance mechanism of domain generalization, we propose
the simple yet effective 𝑅𝐸𝐴 strategy during aggregation. This
strategy transforms the fixed aggregation coefficients into a set of
solutions for the risk extrapolation optimization problem, further
enhancing global invariant causal predictions.

Our main contributions are highlighted as follows:
• We aim to address the federated domain generalization prob-
lem by considering spurious correlations. We locally and

self-supervisedly train feature interveners for each client,
while also considering the strong prior dependence on causal
invariant components of images, and the constraints thereby
imposed. Additionally, we provide a detailed theoretical
derivation of the training objective.

• We introduce 𝑅𝐸𝐴, a novel aggregation strategy that recalcu-
lates aggregation coefficients through a simple yet effective
risk extrapolation optimization problem which does not re-
quire the introduction of new network structures for solving,
making it efficient and easy to implement.

• Our method only requires the sharing of an additional model-
related gradient, without any information from the data or
features themselves. Comprehensive comparative experi-
ments and ablation results demonstrate the effectiveness of
our method.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Federated Learning
Federated Learning is a paradigm for training models using de-
centralized client data while preserving privacy. Existing mature
explorations have primarily focused on scenarios with heteroge-
neous client data, such as class imbalance in [18, 31, 43, 44]. Some
efforts have concentrated on modifying local training in [19, 20, 25],
with [20] adding L2 regularization between local and global models,
[19, 25] performing contrastive learning locally. Other works [6,
34, 38] have rebuilt the aggregation strategy. All these approaches
share a common goal, which is to tackle the challenge of training
drift among clients caused by data heterogeneity. It’s essential to
note that this problem differs from domain generalization. The
distribution of the test set in the former case remains a subset of
that in the training set, which indicates it is already encountered
by the model. In contrast, domain generalization extends to the
test set from unseen domains (e.g., weather, scenes), where the
distributions are unknown. While Yuan et al. [46] emphasized the
importance of both types of research, our primary focus lies on
domain generalization perspective. Because in the realm of multi-
media, domain generalization presents a critical challenge owing
to the high diversity and complexity of multimedia data. In open-
world scenarios, the global model frequently encounters previously
unseen data domains due to various factors such as collection en-
vironments, equipment disparities, and processing methodologies.
Consequently, the model must possess robust generalization ca-
pabilities to accurately predict outcomes in the presence of these
unfamiliar domains.

2.2 Domain Generalization
Domain generalization aims to enable models to make accurate pre-
dictions on domains that were not seen during training. Approaches
in [17, 21, 26, 30, 32, 39] minimized domain gaps or learned domain-
invariant features to achieve domain generalization. Meta-learning
methods in [3, 7, 15] enhanced generalization capabilities by train-
ing models to "learn how to learn", but they were not programming-
friendly. However, most of the above centralized methods require
domain labels or direct access to multi-source domain data, which
is constrained in the context of federated learning.
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2.3 Federated Domain Generalization
Federated learning domain generalization is an emerging challenge
that requires the global model to perform well on an unseen do-
main. Liu et al. [22] addressed it by sharing amplitude spectra-
rich domain-related information, which is data-related and may
lead to privacy leakage. Xu et al. [40] created a novel model selec-
tor to determine the closest model/data distribution for any test
data. Zhang et al. [50] focused on aggregation, and improved the
global model’s generalization by reducing generalization differ-
ences between global and local models and increasing flatness in
each domain. These methods still consider all features for predic-
tion unbiasedly, which may lead the model to establish spurious
short-cut correlations between data features and predictions. Con-
sequently, when the model encounters unseen domain data, it may
make incorrect predictions due to these confounders, even though
the nature of the target remains unchanged. Therefore, we pro-
pose to intervene at the feature level during the federated training
process by self-supervisedly training feature interveners to mit-
igate the adverse effects caused by spurious components. In the
aggregation process, we further optimize the global model’s cross-
domain invariant prediction ability based on the theory of causal
invariance.

3 PROPOSED METHOD
3.1 Problem Setting
Motivation. The generalization ability of 𝐹𝐿 is crucial for address-
ing open-world multimedia problems and advancing general arti-
ficial intelligence. Invariant Risk Minimization (𝐼𝑅𝑀) theory sug-
gests in [2] that models often capture spurious correlations in data,
thereby impairing their ability to generalize. In the context of struc-
tural causal models, this issue arises from spurious correlations
induced by data selection bias, where the true influences should
come from causal invariant features.

The settings of 𝐹𝐿 have pros and cons for addressing this issue.
Firstly, its diverse client-side heterogeneous data distributions can
provide the global model with insights into a wider range of do-
mains. However, its privacy-preserving nature means that these
domain features related to the data are not easily shared like in a
centralized manner.

Additionally, many centralized methods for removing spurious
correlations are based on strong prior knowledge and have con-
straints. For example, methods that remove style information con-
founder [11] and background information confounder [29, 36] are
based on the strong prior assumption that these types of infor-
mation should not be causally related to the prediction. However,
their constraints lie in the fact that their specificity to the objec-
tives based on the above priors, thus can only remove the influence
of one type of spurious correlated features at a time. It was also
pointed out in [41] that the inadequacy of prior-based methods
and found that causal features 𝑠𝑐𝑎𝑢 should actually be included in
domain-invariant ones 𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑚 , while domain-private features 𝑠𝑝𝑟𝑖 ,
which is variant, are contained in non-causal ones 𝑠𝑛𝑜𝑛 , so there is:

{
𝑠𝑐𝑎𝑢 ⊂ 𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑚,
𝑠𝑛𝑜𝑛 ⊃ 𝑠𝑝𝑟𝑖 .

Therefore, when seeking to address the federated domain gen-
eralization problem by tackling spurious correlations, we need to
avoid strong prior dependence on causal invariant components of
images and the resulting constraints as much as possible. Thus,
we directly apply the theory of invariance on the feature space to
obtain a more general approach.

Formulation. In the federated learning framework, we con-
sider that each client’s data corresponds to a specific environment
𝜖 . All clients together form the training environment set for fed-
erated learning, denoted as E𝑡𝑟 = {𝜖1, ...𝜖𝑒 , ...𝜖𝐸 }, where E cor-
responds to the total number of clients. The data distribution of
the 𝑒-th client is represented by 𝑃 (X𝑒 ,Y𝑒 |𝜖𝑒 ), where X𝑒 and Y𝑒
respectively denote the raw data and labels of client 𝑒 with envi-
ronment 𝜖𝑒 . Each client conducts local training with the objective
of argmin

𝜃

L𝑒 (X𝑒 , 𝜃𝑟𝑒 ) in communication round 𝑟 (1 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 𝑅). Sub-

sequently, clients upload their local models 𝜃𝑟𝑒 to the server, where
aggregation 𝜃𝑟 =

∑𝐸
𝑒=1

𝑁𝑒

𝑁
𝜃𝑟𝑒 is performed to obtain the global

model 𝜃𝑟 in round 𝑟 , where 𝑁𝑒 denotes the number of samples on
client 𝑒 that participate in the training, and 𝑁 denotes total number
of samples involved in training across all clients. Therefore, the
global objective of federated learning can be expressed as:

argmin
𝜃

𝐸∑︁
𝑒=1

𝑁𝑒

𝑁
L𝑒 (X𝑒 , 𝜃 ). (1)

For domain generalization, Eq. 1 will undergo some changes. The
global model needs tomake accurate predictions in the environment
𝜖𝑒′ ∈ E′ = {𝜖1′ , . . . , 𝜖𝑒′ , . . . , 𝜖𝐸′ } of unseen domains. This requires
the model to generalize well across diverse and previously unseen
environments, with the goal of:

argmin
𝜃

max
𝜖𝑒′ ∈E′

L(𝑓 (X𝑒′ ;𝜃 ),Y𝑒′ |𝜖𝑒′ ) . (2)

Where 𝑓 (X𝑒′ ;𝜃 ) represents the prediction obtained using the global
model 𝜃 on data X𝑒′ , L quantifies the error between this prediction
and the true label Y𝑒′ .

3.2 Invariant Optimization Theory
We propose an efficient module, namely 𝑆𝐶𝐼 , based on the principles
of invariance to reduce spurious correlations at the client level, and
provide a theoretical derivation for this purpose.

Optimization objective. It was suggested in [13] that causality-
based out-of-distribution (𝑂𝑂𝐷) studies, which include domain
generalization issues, imply the existence of a feature subset 𝐹𝑆 =

{𝐹𝑠 ; 𝑠 ∈ 𝑆} such that the predictions generated using these features
exhibit invariance across domains, i.e., they are independent of the
environment 𝜖 , 𝑃 (𝑌 |𝐹𝑆 , 𝜖𝑖 ) = 𝑃 (𝑌 |𝐹𝑆 , 𝜖 𝑗≠𝑖 ) = 𝑃 (𝑌 |𝐹𝑆 ).

In our approach, we aim to design interveners for features to re-
duce spurious correlations by weakening the feature components to
varying degrees, that is, 𝐹𝑆 := 𝑀𝛿 (𝑋 ), where𝑀𝛿 (·) is 𝛿 parameter-
ized and acts as a spurious feature intervener. So our optimization
objective is to minimize the KL divergence:

𝑑𝐾𝐿 [𝑃 (𝑌 |𝑀𝛿𝑒 (𝑋 ), 𝜖𝑒 ) | |𝑃 (𝑌 |𝑀𝛿𝑒 (𝑋 ))],∀𝜖𝑒 ∈ E𝑡𝑟 , (3)

and can be further written as:

argmin
𝛿𝑒

EE𝑡𝑟
[𝑑𝐾𝐿 (𝑃 (𝑌 |𝑀𝛿𝑒 (𝑋 ), E𝑡𝑟 ) | |𝑃 (𝑌 |𝑀𝛿𝑒 (𝑋 )))], (4)
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which is optimized through the learnable parameter 𝛿𝑒 for every
client with domain environment 𝜖𝑒 ∈ E𝑡𝑟 .

Invariance-based simplification. We still cannot obtain the
relationship between the available intervener optimization objec-
tive and the learnable parameter 𝛿 to generate it only through Eq. 4.
Fortunately, [13] further manifests this connection in a centialized
setting as shown in Eq. 5.

EE𝑡𝑟
[𝑑𝐾𝐿 (𝑃 (𝑌 |𝑀𝛿 (𝑋 ), E𝑡𝑟 ) | |𝑃 (𝑌 |𝑀𝛿 (𝑋 )))],

= EE𝑡𝑟
[𝑙𝑜𝑔 𝑃 (𝑌 |𝑀𝛿 (𝑋 ), E𝑡𝑟 ) − 𝑃 (𝑌 |𝑀𝛿 (𝑋 ))],

= 𝛼 (EE𝑡𝑟
[∇𝛿LE𝑡𝑟

(𝛿)𝑇∇𝛿LE𝑡𝑟
(𝛿)]

− EE𝑡𝑟
[∇𝛿LE𝑡𝑟

(𝛿)]𝑇EE𝑡𝑟
[∇𝛿LE𝑡𝑟

(𝛿)]) +𝑂 (𝛼2),
= 𝛼 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑒 (𝑉𝑎𝑟E𝑡𝑟

(∇𝛿LE𝑡𝑟
(𝛿))) +𝑂 (𝛼2),

(5)

where LE𝑡𝑟
(𝛿) = E(𝑋,𝑌 ) ∈E𝑡𝑟

[𝑙 (𝑄 (𝑌 |𝑋 ;𝛿), 𝑌 ) |E𝑡𝑟 ] can be consid-
ered as the average predicted loss after using 𝛿 to generate inter-
vener for all data (𝑋,𝑌 ) ∈ E𝑡𝑟 of the whole training set,𝑄 (·) is the
corresponding black-box system and only appears as an intermedi-
ate variable in the derivation. 𝛼 can be considered as the learning
rate for 𝛿 , and we have 𝛿 ′ = 𝛿 − 𝛼∇𝛿LE𝑡𝑟 (𝛿). It is important to
note that our setup differs from the centralized methods described
above in two key aspects:

1. In the centralized setup, the environment set E𝑡𝑟 is considered
as a whole. However, in the federated setting, each 𝜖𝑒 corresponds
to an individual client 𝑒 . Therefore, we need to emphasize again
that 𝜖𝑒 ∈ E𝑡𝑟 = {𝜖1, ..., 𝜖𝑒 , ..., 𝜖𝐸 }, meaning that we approach this
problem from a client-wise perspective.

2. The centralized method described above can train a single
𝛿 without distinguishing the heterogeneity of each 𝜖𝑒 in E𝑡𝑟 , as
they are considered as a whole. However, this is not applicable to
our setup as described in aspect 1, because E𝑡𝑟 cannot be accessed
directly and in its entirety by any media. Thus, we generate a per-
sonalized𝑀𝛿𝑒 (·) with learnable parameter 𝛿𝑒 for each client 𝑒 using
Eq 4. Additionally, all averaging operations EE𝑡𝑟

are replaced with
client-wise averaging E𝑐 . Therefore, the overall train-set average
loss is modified to be intra-client, as shown in Eq. 6.

L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 ) = E(𝑋𝑒 ,𝑌𝑒 ) ∈𝜖𝑒 [𝑙 (𝑄 (𝑌𝑒 |𝑋𝑒 ;𝛿𝑒 ), 𝑌𝑒 ) |𝜖𝑒 ], 𝜖𝑒 ∈ E𝑡𝑟 . (6)

For simplicity, the gradient of the L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 ) is denoted as:

∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 ) := ∇𝑒 , 𝑒 ∈ [1, ..., 𝑒, ..., 𝐸], (7)

and each ∇𝑒 is considered separately.
Therefore, we take the intermediate term from Eq. 5 to create a

new optimization objective:

𝑚𝑖𝑛 E𝑐 [∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 )
𝑇∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 )]︸                                  ︷︷                                  ︸

𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑚 1

,

− E𝑐 [∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 )]
𝑇E𝑐 [∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 )]︸                                        ︷︷                                        ︸

𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑚 2

,
(8)

and derive these two terms separately. For the first term, we can
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Figure 2: A brief overview of 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐶𝐷 , consisting of two com-
ponents 𝑆𝐶𝐼 and 𝑅𝐸𝐴. In 𝑆𝐶𝐼 , each client 𝑒 compute a gradient
alignment penalty using Eq. 14 and upload the local 𝑆𝐶𝐼 gradi-
ent tensors ∇𝑒 in each communication round. They are then
aggregated on the server to obtain ∇𝑔, which is returned to
the clients for the next round. 𝑅𝐸𝐴 determines aggregation
coefficients through mathematical optimization based on
Empirical Risk Minimization (𝐸𝑅𝑀). Instead of introducing
new neural network solutions for optimization, 𝑅𝐸𝐴 employs
sequential least squares.

intuitively obtain:

E𝑐 [∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 )
𝑇∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 )],

= E𝑐 [∇𝑇𝑒 ∇𝑒 ],

=

𝐸∑︁
𝑒=1

𝑝𝑒∇2
𝑒 ,

(9)

here we adopt the simplified form of 7, and concisely write ∇𝑇𝑒 ∇𝑒
as ∇2

𝑒 . 𝑝𝑒 represents the probability of each client, serving as the
aggregation coefficient of 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐴𝑣𝑔, i.e., 𝑝𝑒 = 𝑁𝑒

𝑁
.
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For the second term, we have:
E𝑐 [∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 )]

𝑇E𝑐 [∇𝛿𝑒L𝜖𝑒 (𝛿𝑒 )],

= E𝑐 [∇𝑒 |1 ≤ 𝑒 ≤ 𝐸]𝑇E𝑐 [∇𝑒 |1 ≤ 𝑒 ≤ 𝐸],

= (
𝐸∑︁
𝑒=1

𝑝𝑒∇𝑒 )𝑇 (
𝐸∑︁
𝑒=1

𝑝𝑒∇𝑒 ),

= ∇2
𝑔 .

(10)

It can be observed that the penultimate term in Eq. 10 bears sim-
ilarities to federated aggregation. Thus we define the global 𝑆𝐶𝐼
gradient ∇𝑔 as ∇𝑔 :=

∑𝐸
𝑒=1 𝑝𝑒∇𝑒 .

Therefore, the global objective of 𝑆𝐶𝐼 is updated to Eq. 11,

𝑚𝑖𝑛 |
𝐸∑︁
𝑒=1

𝑝𝑒∇2
𝑒 − ∇2

𝑔 |. (11)

The absolute value is taken here because the original objective
using 𝑑𝐾𝐿 is always greater than zero.

Since 𝑝𝑒 is a fixed constant, we can consider that each client has
the optimization objective:

𝑚𝑖𝑛 |∇2
𝑒 − ∇2

𝑔 |. (12)

This requires two tensor multiplication operations. To streamline
computations, we aim to reduce it to a single tensor multiplication
by analyzing the specific form of ∇𝑔 , and there is:

|∇2
𝑒 − ∇2

𝑔 | = |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 | · |∇𝑒 + ∇𝑔 |,

= |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 | · |
𝐸∑︁

𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑒
𝑝𝑒∇𝑒 + (1 + 𝑝𝑒 )∇𝑒 |,

= |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 | · |
𝐸∑︁

𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑒
𝑝𝑒∇𝑒 + 𝛽∇𝑒 |,

→|∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 | · |
𝐸∑︁

𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑒
𝑝𝑒∇𝑒 + (𝑝𝑒 − 1)∇𝑒 |𝛽=(𝑝𝑒−1) ,

= |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 | · |∇𝑒 −
𝐸∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑝𝑒∇𝑒 |,

= |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 |2 .

(13)

Because (1 + 𝑝𝑒 ) is a constant, we can treat it as a coefficient
𝛽 . Then, we set 𝛽 = (𝑝𝑒 − 1) and derive the final form based on
the properties of absolute value. We continue to use the simplified
notation |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 |2 := |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 |𝑇 |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 | here.

Finally, the local training loss for 𝑆𝐶𝐼 is in the form of the L2
norm, requiring only one tensor multiplication:

𝐿𝑆𝐶𝐼 = | |∇𝑒 − ∇𝑔 | |2 . (14)

Note that here ∇𝑒 represents the gradient of the loss function with
respect to𝑀𝛿𝑒 (·), which is the gradient generated by the optimizer
for learning the parameters 𝛿𝑒 , and is different from that of the
model parameters in the neural network.

In practical applications,𝑀𝛿𝑒 (·) can take on various forms. Here,
for computational efficiency, we consider a straightforward ap-
proach of feature masking, defining 𝑀𝛿𝑒 (𝑋 ) := 𝑀𝑒 ⊙ 𝑋 , where
⊙ represents element-wise multiplication. Additionally, previous

methods based on sharing often require each client to upload mul-
tiple components related to the data, forming a bank on the server
for exchange, such as amplitude spectra [22, 23], image features [4],
leading to communication and memory costs. In our approach, re-
gardless of the data distribution, each client only needs to share a
single gradient information, making it more lightweight.

3.3 SCI Implement
For each client 𝑒 , the final training loss is:

𝐿𝑒 = 𝐿 + 𝜆𝐿𝑆𝐶𝐼 , (15)

where 𝜆 is a hyperparameter and 𝐿 depends on the form of down-
stream tasks, such as classification loss or object detection loss.
As shown in Figure 2, each client 𝑒 has one or more intervener
optimizers for generating invariant masks. In each communication
round, clients upload the 𝑆𝐶𝐼 gradients ∇𝑒 , which are aggregated
on the server using the 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐴𝑣𝑔 strategy to obtain ∇𝑔 , which is then
distributed to all clients for the next round of computation.

Additionally, 𝑀𝛿𝑒 (·) is self-supervised generated, and there is
no need for prior knowledge about causal invariance information.
So it is not specifically designed for a particular type of confounder,
but rather for the entire feature space, and thus can remove more
types of confounders, i.e., spurious correlations.

3.4 REA Strategy
In the aforementioned efforts, we primarily focused on tasks con-
ducted locally on the clients to enhance the domain generalization
performance. Next, aiming to improve the global model’s causal-
invariant predictions, we introduce a novel aggregation strategy
𝑅𝐸𝐴 that determines the aggregation coefficients for the global
model through solving an optimization problem related to risk ex-
trapolation, which does not require new neural networks on the
server, and is instead solved through sequential least squares.

The standard approach to solve the issue through risk extrapo-
lation is Empirical RiskMinimization (𝐸𝑅𝑀). 𝐸𝑅𝑀 involves min-
imizing the average training risks across all domains as shown
in Eq. 16, where ℓ is the loss function, often assumed to be fixed
across different domains, and 𝜃 denotes the model parameters of
the neural network. R𝑒𝑞 (𝜃 ) represents the risk of environment 𝑒𝑞 ,
and 𝐷𝑒𝑞(𝑥,𝑦) represents the corresponding data,

R𝐸𝑅𝑀 (𝜃 ) =
𝑄∑︁
𝑞=1

|𝐷𝑒𝑞 |E(𝑥,𝑦)∼𝐷𝑒𝑞
ℓ (𝑓𝜃 (𝑥), 𝑦) . (16)

In summary, this approach has two objectives:
1. Reduce training risk.
2. Enhance the similarity of training risks among domains.
Within the framework of federated learning, the first objective

can be achieved through local learning. During the aggregation
process, our focus is primarily on the second point. Krueger et
al. [14] suggested that optimizing themodel using cross-domain risk
variance can lead to a flatter "risk plane". Additionally, it provides a
smoother gradient vector field during training, meaning the vectors
of its loss function can curve more smoothly toward the origin.
Compared to other methods such as Invariant Risk Minimization
(𝐼𝑅𝑀) in [2], this smoother optimization landscape offers robust
improvements. Therefore, we design a novel aggregation strategy.



ACM MM, 2024, Melbourne, Australia Shuran Ma, Weiying Xie, Daixun Li, Haowei Li, and Yunsong Li

Following the same symbol definitions, R𝑒 (𝜃𝑟𝑒 ) denotes the train-
ing risk of each client, where we use 𝐿𝑒 in Eq. 15. Assuming ag-
gregation coefficients𝑤 = {𝑤1, ...,𝑤𝐸 }, we can straightforwardly
consider the client risks mapped globally as R𝑔𝑒 (𝜃𝑟𝑒 ) = 𝑤𝑒R𝑒 (𝜃𝑟𝑒 ),
similarly to how the global loss is considered in Eq. 1.

Hence, the aggregation coefficients correspond to the solution
of the following risk extrapolation optimization problem as:

min
𝑤

𝑉𝑎𝑟 (R𝑔1 (𝜃𝑟1),R𝑔2 (𝜃
𝑟
2), ...,R𝑔𝐸 (𝜃

𝑟
𝐸 )), (17)

s.t. R𝑔𝑒 (𝜃𝑟𝑒 ) = 𝑤𝑒R𝑒 (𝜃𝑟𝑒 ), (17a)
𝐸∑︁
𝑒=1

𝑤𝑒 = 1, (17b)

𝑤𝑒 > 0, (17c)
1 ≤ 𝑒 ≤ 𝐸. (17d)

To account for the impact of sample sizes on the global model
and combine𝑤 with the aggregation coefficients 𝑝𝑒 of 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐴𝑣𝑔, we
normalize them to obtain the final aggregation coefficients C =

{𝑐1, ..., 𝑐𝑒 , ..., 𝑐𝐸 } as follows:

𝑐𝑒 =
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝜂𝑤𝑒 + 𝑝𝑒 )
𝐾∑
𝑘=1

𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝜂𝑤𝑒 + 𝑝𝑒 )
, (18)

where 𝜂 is hyperparameter, denoting the contribution of 𝐸𝑅𝑀 .

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Experimental Setup
Datasets. We conducted simulations on both classification tasks
with𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑁𝑒𝑡18 [8] network and object detection tasks with𝑌𝑂𝐿𝑂𝑣5
network using different setups. For the classification tasks, we
mainly simulated style generalization on the PACS [16] dataset. As
for the object detection tasks, we used three autonomous driving
datasets, namely BDD100K [45], Cityscapes [5], and Mapillary [1],
to simulate dataset generalization, which exhibits larger domain
shifts compared to other configurations. We also simulated scene
generalization, especially on the 𝐵𝐷𝐷100𝐾 dataset.

Implemented details. Our proposed method is implemented
in PyTorch, and experiments are conducted with different values
for 𝜆 = {0.5, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, 1.0}, and 𝜂 = {0.3, 0.5, 0.8}, with results
provided for the optimal parameter configurations.

Each mask𝑀𝛿𝑒 (·) is initialized to an all-1 tensor, or all-pass, to
avoid removing too many features at the beginning of training,
which could pre vent the model from learning correctly.

For the object detection task, we run the experiments on a work-
station with NVIDIA A100 GPUs. We set the batch size to 4, conduct
a total of 200 communication rounds, and perform 1 local training
epoch in each round. The learning rate is set to 1.6 × 10−4.

For the classification task, we run the experiments on NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 4060 GPUs, with a batch size of 16. We conduct a total
of 40 communication rounds, and each round consists of 5 epochs
of local training. The learning rate is set to 0.001.

Table 1: Style generalization. Training results for accuracy
𝐴𝑐𝑐(%) and average accuracy𝐴𝐴(%) on four styles in the 𝑃𝐴𝐶𝑆
dataset, which are Photo (P), Art painting (A), Cartoon (C) and
Sketch (S). The table header represents the current testing
style, following the ‘leave-one-domain-out’ principle, where
each of the three clients corresponds to one of the remaining
three styles (domains).

Algorithm P A C S AA
ARFL [35] 92.10 76.25 75.79 80.47 81.15
FedAvg [24] 92.77 77.29 77.97 81.03 82.27
FedDG-GA [50] 93.97 81.28 76.73 82.57 83.64
FedCSA [6] 91.88 77.00 76.79 80.84 81.63
FedNova [38] 94.03 79.93 76.39 79.26 82.40
FedProx [20] 93.15 77.72 77.73 80.77 82.34
FedSAM [28] 91.20 74.45 77.77 83.35 81.69
FedADG [47] 92.93 77.85 74.74 79.54 81.27
HarmoFL [10] 90.99 74.51 77.43 81.73 81.17
Scaffold [12] 92.50 78.09 77.23 80.67 82.12
FedSR [27] 93.82 83.24 76.03 82.11 83.80
FedCMI 92.85 80.84 73.72 79.52 81.73
FedL2R 92.84 82.24 75.83 81.61 83.13
AM 93.29 80.86 77.62 81.05 83.21
RSC [9] 92.67 77.98 77.80 82.90 82.84
SNR [11] 94.54 80.32 78.23 74.12 81.80
FedCD−𝑆𝐶𝐼 94.13 82.27 79.05 83.66 84.78
FedCD−𝑆𝐶𝐼 + 𝑅𝐸𝐴 94.42 82.58 79.35 84.00 85.09

4.2 Experimental Results
Style generalization. Table 1 shows the contribution of 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐶𝐷
to style generalization. It can be observed that our method achieves
an average 𝐴𝑐𝑐 increase of at least 1.45% over the baselines when
using both 𝑆𝐶𝐼 and 𝑅𝐸𝐴, and at least 1.14% when using only 𝑆𝐶𝐼 .
𝐴𝑀 , i.e., Amplitude Mix, is a powerful Fourier-based augmentation
method widely used in many 𝐷𝐺 methods [37, 42, 49]. Notably, our
method achieves a slightly lower 𝐴𝑐𝑐 of 0.12% compared to 𝑆𝑁𝑅
when the test style is "P", which is a centralized method specifically
designed to remove style confounder. However, our average 𝐴𝑐𝑐
surpasses it by 3.29%, with a more stable performance, as indicated
by a variance that is 0.54× smaller than that of 𝑆𝑁𝑅.
𝐹𝑒𝑑𝑆𝑅 is a federated learning algorithm that enhances the gener-

alization performance of federated learning through representation
and conditional mutual information regularization. It can be seen
that its 𝐴𝑐𝑐 is 0.66% higher than our method when the test domain
is "S", but its average 𝐴𝑐𝑐 is 1.29% lower than ours. Our method
is also more robust than it, with a variance in 𝐴𝑐𝑐 that is 0.78×
smaller.

Dataset/Scene generalization. In the dataset generalization
setting shown in Table 2, 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐶𝐷 achieves an average 𝑚𝐴𝑃50 in-
crease of at least 4.8% over baselines when using both 𝑆𝐶𝐼 and 𝑅𝐸𝐴,
and at least 3.14% when using only 𝑆𝐶𝐼 . In the scene generaliza-
tion setting shown in Table 3, 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐶𝐷 achieves an average𝑚𝐴𝑃50
increase of at least 1.27% over baselines when using both 𝑆𝐶𝐼 and
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Table 2: Dataset generalization. Training results for𝑚𝐴𝑃50 (%)
and average 𝑚𝐴𝑃50 Avg(%) in three datasets (domains) in
Cityscapes (C), Mapillary (M) and BDD100K (B), with "leave-
one-domain-out".

Algorithm C M B Avg

FedAvg 43.39 35.49 39.69 39.52
FedProx 44.10 35.56 40.10 39.92
FedSAM 43.61 33.77 44.14 40.51
FedDG-GA 43.75 35.49 40.94 40.06
FedCD−𝑆𝐶𝐼 46.47 40.00 44.50 43.65
FedCD−𝑆𝐶𝐼 + 𝑅𝐸𝐴 46.67 41.37 46.56 44.86

Table 3: Scene generalization. Training results for𝑚𝐴𝑃50 (%)
and average 𝑚𝐴𝑃50 Avg(%) in four scenes (domains),
ClearHighway (CH), RainyHighway (RH), CityStreet (CS),
Residential (RE), within 𝐵𝐷𝐷100𝐾 dataset, with the "leave-
one-domain-out" principle.

Algorithm CH RH CS RE Avg

FedAvg 37.98 38.26 41.91 45.21 40.84
FedProx 38.69 38.89 41.82 44.46 40.97
FedSAM 38.44 39.77 40.31 46.04 41.14
FedDG-GA 39.05 39.74 41.86 45.91 41.64
FedCD−𝑆𝐶𝐼 41.44 38.81 41.21 46.58 42.26
FedCD−𝑆𝐶𝐼 + 𝑅𝐸𝐴 41.69 39.78 43.11 47.05 42.91

𝑅𝐸𝐴, and at least 0.62% when using only 𝑆𝐶𝐼 . Both of these sce-
narios demonstrate very small variances of 6.12(%2) and 7.12(%2),
respectively, indicating the stability of our method’s performance.

It is worth noting that our approach yields greater performance
improvements in the dataset generalization setting with larger
domain shifts. We attribute this to the inherent generalization capa-
bility of neural networks, which can to some extent address stable
predictions with smaller domain shifts. Therefore, the improvement
brought by our approach appears relatively small.

4.3 Analyses on 𝑆𝐶𝐼
Sparsity analysis. We continuously observed the L1 norm of the
average mask on randomly sampled batches during training. For
more details, we conducted experiments under each "leave-one-
domain-out" setting with 𝜆 = {0.7, 0.9} respectively, and the results
are shown in Figure 3. We calculated the L1 norm of all masks
generated on each participating client. Subsequently, we averaged
these norms both within each client and across all clients. This
process allowed us to observe the trend of the L1 norm with the
total training epochs of federated learning.

We can observe from Figure 3 that, the 𝐿1 norm of the mask
shows a decreasing trend for different settings of 𝜆 and leave-out
domain. Since the 𝐿1 norm is essentially a sparse operator, this
indicates that features tend to become sparse during the federated
training. This is actually consistent with the insight provided by

𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐿2𝑅 in [27], which directly utilizes the regularization term:

𝑙𝐿2𝑅 = E𝑝𝑖 (𝑧 ) [| |𝑧 | |
2
2], (19)

where 𝑧 represents the intermediate feature representation of the
network. Using the same notation, we can consider 𝑧 = 𝑀𝛿𝑒 (𝑥) =
𝑀𝑒 ⊙ 𝑥 , where for a sparser 𝑀𝑒 , a sparser 𝑧 can be generated,
resulting in a smaller 𝑙𝐿2𝑅 .

Assuming there exists a "reference" distribution𝑞(𝑧) = N(0, 𝜎2𝐼 )
(with a small 𝜎), we have:

−𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑞(𝑧) =
| |𝑧 | |22
2𝜎2

+𝐶, (20)

where C is an addictive constant.
We can consider incorporating 𝑞(𝑧) into the calculation of 𝑙𝐿2𝑅 :

𝑙𝐿2𝑅 = E𝑝𝑖 (𝑧 ) [| |𝑧 | |
2
2] = 2𝜎2E𝑝𝑖 (𝑧 ) [−𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑞(𝑧)] = 2𝜎2𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 (𝑧), 𝑞(𝑧)),

(21)
where 𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 (𝑧), 𝑞(𝑧)) denotes the cross entropy from 𝑝𝑖 (𝑧) to the
reference distribution 𝑞(𝑧).

The Eq. 21 can be rewritten in the form of KL divergence:
𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 (𝑧), 𝑞(𝑧)) = 𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 (𝑧)) + 𝐾𝐿[𝑝𝑖 (𝑧) | |𝑞(𝑧)] . (22)

Therefore, if the entropy 𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 (𝑧)) remains relatively stable dur-
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Figure 3: Comparing the average L1 norm of the masks gen-
erated by 𝑆𝐶𝐼 under different hyperparameters 𝜆 = 0.7/0.9
and different "leave-one-domain-out" settings.

ing training, minimizing ℓ𝐿2𝑅 will also minimize 𝐾𝐿[𝑝𝑖 (𝑧) | |𝑞(𝑧)],
which encourages 𝑝𝑖 (𝑧) to be close to 𝑞(𝑧), implying an implicit
alignment of the marginal distribution. Therefore, our method also
aligns the feature distributions of each client to some extent, estab-
lishing a connection with domain-invariant representation learning,
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Figure 4: The comparison between the original features and masked features of samples from feature-rich domain Art painting
(A) and feature-poor domain Sketch (S), which reflects two phenomena: a decrease in overall and a decrease in specificity.

thereby improving generalization. However, our method achieves
an𝐴𝑐𝑐 1.65 higher than 𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐿2𝑅when using only 𝑆𝐶𝐼 , which reflects
the gain from considering the additional spurious correlations.

4.4 DISCUSSION
Masked feature analysis. Next, we analyzed the feature outputs
before and after adding the mask. In the experiment setting of leav-
ing out "P", we took the art painting style with rich features and the
sketch style with fewer features as examples, as shown in Figure 4.
Because we added a mask to the output of the 𝐴𝑣𝑔_𝑝𝑜𝑜𝑙 layer of
𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑁𝑒𝑡18, which is channel-wise average pooling, we obtained a
one-dimensional tensor, and our mask equivalently acts on all the
feature pixels before pooling.

For both styles with rich features and styles with singular fea-
tures, our masks exhibit two trends: a decrease in overall and a
decrease in specificity.

The decrease in overall may correspond to some intra-channel
overall spurious correlated features, such as background informa-
tion, style information, etc., which exist in the feature maps of each
channel. This actually corresponds to the conclusion in Section 4.3.
As shown in Figure 4, the majority of original image feature values
are 0.05 and 0.2 in domain "A" and "S". After adding masks, they are
reduced to 0.03 and 0.15 respectively, with reduction factors of 1.7×
and 1.3×. This indicates that for images like the ones in Figure 4e
in domain "A", which may have more overall spurious shortcut
information in each channel based on their own feature richness,
we would produce an unbiasedly larger weakening compared to

samples that already have insufficiently rich information, like the
ones in Figure 4f in domain "S".

Regarding the decrease in specificity, for the feature values high-
lighted by the red boxes in Figure 4a and Figure 4b, our mask can
generate specific weakening, i.e., changes in relative size. This cor-
responds to the extraction of more spurious correlated features in
certain channels. Furthermore, it can be observed that the masked
feature in Figure 4d has a more uniform channel-wise distribution
compared to Figure 4c. We believe this is because the features of
domain "S" samples are singular, leading to more similar causally
invariant features in each channel and thus forming a more uniform
feature distribution.

5 CONCLUSION
We primarily address the domain generalization issue in multimedia
federated learning and propose a simple yet effective framework,
𝐹𝑒𝑑𝐶𝐷 , that reconsiders this problem from both local and global per-
spectives. In local level, our 𝑆𝐶𝐼 differs from previous approaches,
which considered all features unbiasedly during training. Instead,
we generate feature interveners in a self-supervised manner based
on the principle of invariance. This approach helps intervene and
reduce the adverse effects of spurious shortcut features, all without
requiring data or feature-related information sharing. Addition-
ally, it does not rely on any prior knowledge of causal invariance
components in the images, further expanding the scope of remov-
ing spurious features due to its nonspecific purpose. We provide
theoretical derivations for our approach. On the server side, we
introduce a novel aggregation module, 𝑅𝐸𝐴, which utilizes 𝐸𝑅𝑀
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to achieve better global causal invariant predictions by converting
the aggregation coefficients into the solution of a mathematical
optimization problem. This process can be solved by simply using
sequential least squares without introducing new neural networks.
Additionally, we conduct thorough ablation experiments and anal-
ysis to validate the effectiveness of our method in various tasks
and generalization scenarios, demonstrating its robustness and
scalability in complex multimedia datasets.
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