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Abstract

Dynamic facial expression recognition (DFER) is essential
for understanding human emotions and behavior. However,
conventional DFER methods, which primarily use dynamic
facial data, often underutilize static expression images and
their labels, limiting their performance and robustness. To
overcome this, we introduce UniLearn, a novel unified learn-
ing paradigm that integrates static facial expression recogni-
tion (SFER) data to enhance DFER task. UniLearn employs
a dual-modal self-supervised pre-training method, leveraging
both facial expression images and videos to enhance a ViT
model’s spatiotemporal representation capability. Then, the
pre-trained model is fine-tuned on both static and dynamic
expression datasets using a joint fine-tuning strategy. To pre-
vent negative transfer during joint fine-tuning, we introduce
an innovative Mixture of Adapter Experts (MoAE) module
that enables task-specific knowledge acquisition and effec-
tively integrates information from both static and dynamic ex-
pression data. Extensive experiments demonstrate UniLearn’s
effectiveness in leveraging complementary information from
static and dynamic facial data, leading to more accurate and
robust DFER. UniLearn consistently achieves state-of-the-art
performance on FERV39K, MAFW, and DFEW benchmarks,
with weighted average recall (WAR) of 53.65%, 58.44%, and
76.68%, respectively. The source code and model weights
will be publicly available at https://github.com/MSA-LMC/
UniLearn.

Introduction
Facial expression recognition (FER) is essential in fields
such as human-computer interaction (Liu et al. 2017), men-
tal health diagnosis (Bisogni et al. 2022), and driving
safety (Wilhelm 2019). Traditional FER methods focus on
static facial expression recognition (SFER), which captures
single moments of expressions from images. However, static
images cannot fully reflect the dynamic changes of emotions
over time. In contrast, video-based data provides richer tem-
poral information and offers a more comprehensive view of
emotions, prompting a shift towards dynamic facial expres-
sion recognition (DFER).

Early DFER methods mainly relied on hand-crafted fea-
tures such as LBP-TOP (Zhao and Pietikainen 2007), optical
flow (Beauchemin and Barron 1995), and HOG (Dalal and
Triggs 2005) to capture temporal and spatial changes. Al-
though these approaches provided some capability to detect
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Figure 1: Performance comparison between previous SOTA
methods and our proposed UniLearn on FERV39K (Wang
et al. 2022b), MAFW (Liu et al. 2022a), and DFEW (Jiang
et al. 2020) datasets. Unweighted Average Recall (%) and
Weighted Average Recall (%) are reported. UniLearn, which
incorporates unified dual-modal learning on static image
and dynamic video data, consistently outperforms the base-
line, VideoMAE (Tong et al. 2022) previously pre-trained on
VoxCeleb2, across all these real-world DFER datasets.

dynamic facial movements, their performance was limited in
real-world scenarios. With the advent of deep learning, re-
searchers have developed a series of deep learning-based al-
gorithms that significantly enhance DFER performance. For
instance, models that combine CNN (Krizhevsky, Sutskever,
and Hinton 2012) with RNN (Graves and Graves 2012) or
LSTM (Elman 1990), or integrate CNNs with Transformers
(Vaswani et al. 2017), have set new benchmarks far surpass-
ing those of traditional hand-crafted feature-based meth-
ods. Recently, leveraging prior knowledge has driven sig-
nificant advancements in this field. For example, methods
like CLIPER (Li et al. 2023a) and EmoCLIP (Foteinopoulou
and Patras 2024) utilize the powerful capabilities of the
CLIP (Radford et al. 2021) model to boost DFER per-
formance. Additionally, MAE-DFER (Sun et al. 2023a),
employing self-supervised pre-training on large-scale fa-
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cial video datasets, has also achieved impressive success.
Despite the remarkable progress achieved by these DFER
methods, they primarily rely on DFER datasets, overlooking
the potential benefits of learning from SFER data.

Inspired by previous action recognition studies (Girdhar
et al. 2023; Zhang et al. 2021) that demonstrate incorpo-
rating static images can enhance video tasks, we propose
leveraging SFER data to improve DFER performance. Intu-
itively, FER images are beneficial for DFER models in cap-
turing fine-grained features and varied representations, as
they typically capture peak emotional states and provide rich
facial details and diverse subjects. To fully explore the ben-
efits of SFER data, we introduce UniLearn, a unified dual-
modal learning paradigm that combines static images with
dynamic video data to enhance DFER performance. Un-
like conventional approaches that focus on a single modal-
ity, UniLearn employs a Vision Transformer (ViT) (Doso-
vitskiy et al. 2020) combined with Masked Autoencoders
(He et al. 2022) for pre-training on both image and video
modalities, thereby capturing rich, powerful spatiotempo-
ral representations. Then, the pre-trained encoder is jointly
fine-tuned on FER image and video datasets using a multi-
task learning setup, leveraging complementary information
for better generalization. To prevent potential negative trans-
fer between SFER and DFER tasks, we introduce a Mixture
of Adapter Experts (MoAE) module into the ViT layer. The
MoAE operates parallel to the original Feed-Forward Net-
work (FFN), allowing the paralleled FFN to focus on task-
agnostic knowledge while the MoAE captures task-specific
insights, mitigating negative transfer and enhancing mode’s
adaptability. This unified dual-modal learning approach sig-
nificantly improves DFER performance and robustness.

We summarize our main contributions as follows:

• UniLearn, a Unified Dual-Modal Learning Paradigm.
UniLearn integrates dual-modal pre-training and joint
fine-tuning on FER images and videos, yielding rich
and powerful spatiotemporal representations and signif-
icantly enhancing DFER performance. Incidentally, our
final single model can perform both SFER and DFER.

• MoAE, a Mixture of Adapter Experts Module. We in-
troduce the MoAE module into ViT layers, parallel to the
FFN. This structure allows FFN to focus on task-agnostic
knowledge and MoAE to capture task-specific knowl-
edge, alleviating the negative transfer between SFER and
DFER tasks and enabling more discriminative feature
learning for DFER.

• State-of-the-Art Performance. Our approach surpasses
VideoMAE (Tong et al. 2022), the baseline pre-trained
on VoxCeleb2, by large margins of 1.26%, 4.93%, and
2.08% WAR on the FERV39K, MAFW, and DFEW
datasets, respectively, achieving a new state of the art.

Related Work
Dynamic Facial Expression Recognition
Early DFER works primarily focused on laboratory envi-
ronments and manually crafted features. With deep learn-
ing advancements, DFER research has now evolved into

three main categories. The first category, end-to-end super-
vised learning, initially employed 3D CNNs like C3D (Tran
et al. 2015), R(2+1)D (Tran et al. 2018), and I3D-RGB (Car-
reira and Zisserman 2017) to learn spatiotemporal features
from raw videos. This approach transitioned to a two-stage
process using 2D CNNs paired with RNNs (Graves and
Graves 2012) or LSTMs (Liu et al. 2022a; Wang et al.
2022c) for distinct spatial and temporal feature extraction.
Currently, Transformer encoders (Ma, Sun, and Li 2022; Li
et al. 2023b; Zhao and Liu 2021) dominate this category.
The second category leverages vision-language models like
CLIP (Radford et al. 2021) for DFER tasks, including im-
plementations such as CLIPER (Li et al. 2023a), DFER-
CLIP (Zhao and Patras 2023), and A3lign-DFER (Tao
et al. 2024). The third category focuses on self-supervised
pre-training with large-scale unlabeled samples (Sun et al.
2023b, 2024). For example, MAE-DFER (Sun et al. 2023a)
employs a local-global interaction Transformer encoder for
masked reconstruction, thereby enhancing fine-grained task
learning. Although these solutions have made significant
strides in DFER, they primarily concentrate on dynamic fa-
cial data, often overlooking the rich information present in
static facial data. Therefore, we propose UniLearn, a unified
dual-modal learning paradigm that leverages SFER data to
enhance DFER task.

Multi-Modal Learning and Unified Modeling
Multi-modal learning has significantly advanced computer
vision by integrating diverse data forms, such as images,
text, video, and audio (Gong et al. 2014; Lu et al. 2020; Mor-
gado, Misra, and Vasconcelos 2021; Morgado, Vasconcelos,
and Misra 2021). These techniques have also been utilized in
FER tasks (Li et al. 2023a; Tao et al. 2024; Sun et al. 2024).
Traditional methods typically train modalities separately be-
fore aligning them, potentially missing the benefits of uni-
fied multi-modal learning. Recent approaches seek to unify
this process (Hu and Singh 2021; Girdhar et al. 2023). For
instance, BEVT (Wang et al. 2022a) and OmniMAE (Gird-
har et al. 2023) use a single encoder for image and video
modalities during pre-training, while CoVER (Zhang et al.
2021) employs a single model for multiple visual datasets
and tasks during fine-tuning. Unlike these methods, which
lack learning consistency between pre-training and fine-
tuning, UniLearn adopts a unified learning paradigm for
both stages on images and videos, ensuring more effec-
tive joint multi-modal learning and significantly enhancing
DFER performance.

Method
Overview
Figure 2 depicts the UniLearn framework, which comprises
dual-modal pre-training and joint fine-tuning stages. During
pre-training, the framework employs standard Vision Trans-
former (ViT) (Dosovitskiy et al. 2020) to perform Masked
Autoencoder (MAE) (He et al. 2022) modeling both on im-
ages and videos to learn powerful spatiotemporal represen-
tations. Subsequently, the pre-trained encoder is used to ini-
tialize the UniLearn encoder for joint fine-tuning on SFER
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Figure 2: Overview of our proposed UniLearn framework. We utilize Vision Transformer (ViT) (Dosovitskiy et al. 2020) as
the backbone and pre-train it on facial image and video datasets using Masked Autoencoders (Feichtenhofer et al. 2022). The
pre-trained ViT encoder is then used to initialize the UniLearn encoder, which is further fine-tuned on static and dynamic FER
datasets. The proposed Mixture of Adapter Experts (MoAE) module is integrated into the ViT layers to create MoAE layers
during joint fine-tuning. MLPI and MLPV denote the classification heads for SFER and DFER, while FFN, LayerNorm, and
MHSA represent the feed-forward network, layer normalization, and multi-head self-attention mechanisms, respectively.

and DFER datasets using a multi-task learning approach. To
mitigate the negative transfer effect during multi-task joint
fine-tuning, a Mixture of Adapters Expert (MoAE) module
is introduced in the deeper layers of ViT. Final representa-
tions from images or videos are fed into their respective clas-
sification heads for SFER and DFER tasks, with the network
jointly optimized via cross-entropy loss.

Dual-Modal Self-Supervised Pre-Training
During the pre-training phase, we employ the MAE strategy
to jointly train a standard ViT model on large-scale facial
image and video datasets. MAE is a self-supervised learn-
ing approach that randomly masks a portion of the input data
and trains the model to reconstruct the original data from the
masked input. This encourages the model to learn powerful
representations by capturing the underlying structure and se-
mantics of the data.

Following Girdhar et al. (2023), we treat both image and
video inputs as 4D tensors X ∈ RT×H×W×C , where T , H ,
W , and C represent the number of frames, height, width,
and channels, respectively. In this context, we consider an
image as a special case of a video with a single frame, thus
setting T = 1. Given an input tensor X sampled from image
or video datasets, we first generate a random binary mask
tensor MT×H×W ∈ {0, 1} with a predefined mask ratio to
decide where to drop the patches. The masked input tensor
Xm is computed as the element-wise product of X and M :

Xm = X ⊙M . (1)

Xm is then fed into the ViT encoder fE to obtain the
latent representation Z = fE(Xm). Subsequently, the de-
coder fD takes Z as input and attempts to reconstruct the
masked pixels of X . The objective of the pre-training phase
is to minimize the reconstruction loss, which is defined as
the mean squared error (MSE) between the reconstructed
tensor X̂ = fD(Z) and the unmasked tensor X:

LMASK =
1∑
M

∑
(1−M)⊙ (X̂ −X)2. (2)

Mixture of Adapter Experts Module
During the fine-tuning stage, we incorporate static expres-
sion data alongside DFER datasets to improve the model
performance. However, directly using simple multi-task
learning approaches, such as multiple classification heads,
may lead to negative transfer, degrading overall perfor-
mance. To address this issue and fully utilize the correla-
tions between different SFER and DFER tasks, we propose
the Mixture of Adapter Experts (MoAE) module.

The design of the MoAE module is inspired by the Mix-
ture of Experts (MoE) (Jacobs et al. 1991), which employs
multiple expert networks coordinated by a gating mecha-
nism. In the MoE framework, a gating network G is re-
sponsible for assigning weights to n independent experts
{Ei}ni=1 based on the input x. The gating network computes
a weight distribution by applying a Softmax function to the
dot product of the input and a learnable matrix Wg:

G(x) = Softmax(x ·Wg). (3)



To encourage load balance, we adopt Noisy Top-K Gat-
ing (Shazeer et al. 2017). This gating mechanism introduces
noise to the logits before applying the Top-K operation and
Softmax function:

H(x) = x ·Wg + ϵ, (4)

G(x) = Softmax(Top-K(H(x), k)), (5)
where ϵ ∼ N (0, σ2I) is Gaussian noise with mean 0 and
variance σ2, and Top-K(H(x), k) retains the top k largest
values from H(x) while suppressing the remaining elements
to negative infinity. The introduction of noise helps to diver-
sify the expert selection, preventing the gating network from
always choosing the same experts. The output of the MoE
layer is then computed as a weighted sum of the expert out-
puts:

MoE(x) =

n∑
i=1

G(x)i · Ei(x). (6)

Previous works, such as ViT-MoE (Riquelme et al. 2021),
use Feed-Forward Networks (FFNs) as experts in the MoE,
significantly increasing the model parameters but potentially
compromising structure and performance. To preserve the
structure and learn task-specific knowledge with minimal
parameter increase, we employ parameter-efficient adapters
(Houlsby et al. 2019) as experts in MoAE. These adapters
are lightweight modules consisting of two linear layers with
a GELU activation function:

Adapter(x) = x+W2(GELU(W1x+ b1)) + b2, (7)

where W1 ∈ Rd×r,W2 ∈ Rr×d, b1 ∈ Rr, b2 ∈ Rd are
learnable parameters. The input/output dimension d and bot-
tleneck dimension r (set to d/4 in our work) satisfy r ≪ d,
allowing the adapter to learn representations with minimal
additional parameters. The formulation of the MoAE mod-
ule can be expressed as:

MoAE(x) =

n∑
i=1

G(x)i ·Adapteri(x), (8)

where Adapteri denotes the i-th adapter expert and G(x) is
the gating network determining each adapter expert’s contri-
bution based on input x.

Unlike ViT-MoE, which replaces the FFN with MoE, we
integrate the MoAE module into the ViT layer, allowing it
to operate in parallel with the original FFN. This design,
as shown in Figure 2, replaces the latter half of the ViT
layers with MoAE layers, preserving the original structure
while enabling the FFN to focus on task-agnostic knowledge
and the MoAE to capture task-specific insights. Addition-
ally, our approach differs from the Mixture of Parameter-
Efficient Experts method (Cai et al. 2024) commonly used
in large language models by mitigating negative transfer and
enhancing adaptability. The computation flow in the MoAE
layer is as follows:

x′ = x+MHSA(LayerNorm(x)), (9)

where MHSA is multi-head self-attention, LayerNorm is
layer normalization, and x′ represent the global relational
representation. x′ is then processed by FFN and MoAE:

xg = FFN(LayerNorm(x′)), (10)

xs = MoAE(LayerNorm(x′)), (11)
where xg and xs represent generic and task-specific knowl-
edge, respectively. Finally, the output xo of MoAE layer is
calculated as:

xo = x′ + xg + xs. (12)

Joint Fine-Tuning on Static and Dynamic Data
We propose a joint fine-tuning strategy utilizing both SFER
and DFER datasets to maintain learning consistency with
pre-training and fully utilize knowledge from both domains.
This paradigm mines complementary spatial information
from SFER and temporal dynamics from DFER, enabling
the model to learn more robust, generalizable representa-
tions. By integrating these two information sources, the
model could acquire a more comprehensive understanding
of facial expressions.

As illustrated in Figure 2, the pre-trained ViT encoder,
fE , is employed to initialize our UniLearn encoder, fU . The
UniLearn encoder is then jointly fine-tuned on SFER and
DFER tasks using the provided inputs (Xi, yi), where Xi

represents the visual inputs and yi denotes the corresponding
labels. During the fine-tuning process, fU generates a uni-
fied embedding Φ = fU (X) for both image and video in-
puts. The final prediction for each task is generated by a sep-
arate task-specific Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLPI for SFER
and MLPV for DFER) applied to the final representation Φ.
To optimize the model, we minimize the cross-entropy loss
on the training datasets using mini-batch stochastic gradi-
ent descent, constructing each mini-batch from SFER and
DFER datasets independently.

The total loss for joint fine-tuning is defined as follows:

Ltotal = (1− α) · LSFER + α · LDFER, (13)

where LSFER and LDFER are the cross-entropy losses for
SFER and DFER tasks, respectively. The binary indicator
α ∈ {0, 1} toggles between SFER (α = 0) and DFER (α =
1) tasks based on the mini-batch source.

Experiments
Datasets
Pre-Training Datasets: We utilize the development set of
VoxCeleb2 (Chung, Nagrani, and Zisserman 2018), which
contains 1,092,009 video clips from 145,569 videos, and the
training set of AffectNet (Mollahosseini, Hasani, and Ma-
hoor 2017), which comprises 287,568 manually reviewed
samples, for dual-modal pre-training.
Fine-Tuning Datasets: We fine-tune on three DFER bench-
marks: DFEW (Jiang et al. 2020), FERV39K (Wang et al.
2022b), and MAFW (Liu et al. 2022a), alongside the SFER
dataset AffectNet-7 (Mollahosseini, Hasani, and Mahoor
2017). Detailed information about the above datasets is pro-
vided in the supplementary material.

We evaluate the performance using unweighted average
recall (UAR) and weighted average recall (WAR), consistent
with previous studies (Sun et al. 2023a; Chen et al. 2023).
For DFEW and MAFW, we employ 5-fold cross-validation,
aggregating predictions and labels across all folds for final
UAR and WAR computation.



Method Backbone DFEW FERV39k MAFW
UAR WAR UAR WAR UAR WAR

EC-STFL (Jiang et al. 2020) C3D / P3D 45.35 56.51 - - - -
Former-DFER (Zhao and Liu 2021) Transformer 53.69 65.70 37.20 46.85 31.16 43.27
CEFLNet (Liu et al. 2022b) ResNet-18 51.14 65.35 - - - -
NR-DFERNet (Li et al. 2022) CNN-Transformer 54.21 68.19 33.99 45.97 - -
STT (Ma, Sun, and Li 2022) ResNet-18 54.58 66.65 37.76 48.11 - -
EST (Liu et al. 2023) ResNet-18 53.94 65.85 - - - -
Freq-HD (Tao et al. 2023) VGG13-LSTM 46.85 55.68 33.07 45.26 - -
LOGO-Former (Ma, Sun, and Li 2023) ResNet-18 54.21 66.98 38.22 48.13 - -
IAL (Li et al. 2023b) ResNet-18 55.71 69.24 35.82 48.54 - -
M3DFEL (Wang et al. 2023) ResNet-18-3D 56.10 69.25 35.94 47.67 - -
CLIPER (Li et al. 2023a) CLIP-ViT-B/16 57.56 70.84 41.23 51.34 - -
DFER-CLIP (Zhao and Patras 2023) CLIP-ViT-B/32 59.61 71.25 41.27 51.65 39.89 52.55
EmoCLIP (Foteinopoulou and Patras 2024) CLIP-ViT-B/32 58.04 62.12 31.41 36.18 34.24 41.46
A3lign-DFER (Tao et al. 2024) CLIP-ViT-L/14 64.09 74.20 41.87 51.77 42.07 53.24
SVFAP (Sun et al. 2023b) ViT-B/16 62.83 74.27 42.14 52.29 41.19 54.28
HiCMAE (Sun et al. 2024) ViT-B/16 63.76 75.01 - - 42.65 56.17
MAE-DFER (Sun et al. 2023a) ViT-B/16 63.41 74.43 43.12 52.07 41.62 54.31
S2D (Chen et al. 2023) ViT-B/16 61.82 76.03 41.28 52.56 41.86 57.37
VideoMAE (Baeline) (Sun et al. 2023a) ViT-B/16 63.60 74.60 43.33 52.39 40.87 53.51
UniLearn (Ours) ViT-B/16 66.80 76.68 43.41 53.65 43.72 58.44

Table 1: Comparisons of our UniLearn with the state-of-the-art DFER methods on DFEW, FERV39k, and MAFW. Baseline
results are directly extracted from Sun et al. (2023a). The best results are highlighted in bold, and the second-best underlined.

Implementation Details
We adopt ViT-B/16 (2020) as the backbone for UniLearn en-
coder and VideoMAE (2022; 2023a) as the baseline in this
work. During the pre-training phase, we use a resolution of
160×160 for both videos and images. We sample 16 frames
per clip with a temporal stride of 4 and use a patch size of
2 × 16 × 16. The AffectNet images are resized and tempo-
rally replicated to match the patch size. We apply random
masking at a ratio of 95% for videos and 90% for images,
and the model is optimized using AdamW for 100 epochs.

For fine-tuning, we replace the latter half of the ViT lay-
ers with MoAE layers to create a UniLearn encoder and at-
tach MLP heads for each task. The parameters for the MoAE
module, specifically the top k and the number of experts n,
are set to 2 and 8, respectively. Additionally, the proportion
of the SFER dataset used is empirically set at 50%. We opti-
mize the model using AdamW for 100 epochs. Complete
implementation details are provided in the supplementary
material. During inference, following previous works (Sun
et al. 2023a; Chen et al. 2023), we uniformly sample two
clips per video and average their predictions for DFER tasks.
Unless otherwise specified, all results are obtained using the
UniLearn (ViT+MoAE) model with the best weights.

Comparison with the State of the Art
To comprehensively evaluate the performance of our
UniLearn method, we compared it with state-of-the-art
methods on three publicly available in-the-wild DFER
datasets: DFEW (Jiang et al. 2020), FERV39K (Wang et al.
2022b), and MAFW (Liu et al. 2022a). The results are sum-
marized in Table 1.

As shown in Table 1, our UniLearn method achieves
the best performance across all three datasets, significantly
outperforming previous state-of-the-art methods, including

A3lign-DFER (Tao et al. 2024), MAE-DFER (Sun et al.
2023a), and S2D (Chen et al. 2023). Specifically, UniLearn
surpasses S2D by 0.65% WAR on DFEW, 1.09% WAR
on FERV39k, and 1.07% WAR on MAFW. Additionally,
UniLearn shows substantial improvements in UAR, outper-
forming S2D by 4.98% on DFEW, 2.13% on FERV39k,
and 1.92% on MAFW. Compared to the baseline method
VideoMAE (Sun et al. 2023a), UniLearn achieves gains
of +3.20%/+2.08% UAR/WAR on DFEW, +0.08%/+1.26%
UAR/WAR on FERV39k, and +2.87%/+4.93% UAR/WAR
on MAFW. These results demonstrate UniLearn’s effective-
ness in learning representations through dual-modal pre-
training and joint fine-tuning on both static and dynamic
FER data, highlighting its superiority in DFER tasks.

Ablation Studies
To demonstrate the effectiveness of the key components in
our UniLearn framework, we conduct ablation studies on
FERV39K (Wang et al. 2022b), which is the largest DFER
dataset in the wild.

Impact of Dual-Modal Pre-training. Table 2 presents the
impact of different pre-training settings on DFER perfor-
mance. Compared to the no pre-training setting, all pre-
training configurations show significant improvements in
both UAR and WAR, demonstrating the effectiveness of
pre-training in enhancing DFER performance. Single-modal
pre-training with video data outperforms image data pre-
training, indicating that video data provides richer informa-
tion beneficial for DFER. The best performance is achieved
with dual-modal pre-training using both image (AffectNet)
and video (VoxCeleb2) modalities (Experiment 4), with a
UAR/WAR of 43.41%/53.65%. This suggests that dual-
modal pre-training effectively integrates features from both.



# Pre-Training Setting FERV39K
(images + videos) UAR WAR

1 Without pre-training 27.67 39.56
2 Image only (AffectNet) 36.10 47.59
3 Video only (VoxCeleb2) 42.92 52.58
4 Dual-modal (AffectNet + VoxCeleb2) 43.41 53.65
5 Dual-modal (VoxCeleb2 + VoxCeleb2) 42.36 52.94

Table 2: Comparison of the proposed dual-modal pre-
training with other pre-training settings. Dual-modal pre-
training on AffectNet and VoxCeleb2 significantly im-
proves DFER performance and outperforms single-modal
pre-training settings.

# Model Setting Params (M) FERV39K
Test / Train UAR WAR

6 ViT 86 / 86 42.68 53.08
7 ViT-MTL (w/o MoAE) 86 / 86 42.63 52.96
8 UniLearn (Ours) 90 / 101 43.41 53.65

9 ViT-MoE 115 / 285 41.79 52.81

Table 3: Performance and parameter efficiency of UniLearn
compared to other multi-task learning (MTL) methods. ViT-
MTL refers to the direct application of ViT in MTL tasks
with multiple heads. ViT-MoE (Riquelme et al. 2021) re-
places the FFN in the ViT layer with an MoE and employs
FFNs as experts.

Experiment 5, which used homogeneous image and video
data from VoxCeleb2 for dual-modal pre-training, showed
slightly lower performance than Experiment 4. This indi-
cates that utilizing diverse datasets and modalities for pre-
training can provide more varied and beneficial feature rep-
resentations. Overall, dual-modal pre-training significantly
enhances DFER performance, outperforming both single-
modal pre-training and the setting without pre-training.

Evaluation of the MoAE Module. To evaluate MoAE’s
effectiveness in mitigating the negative transfer between
SFER and DFER tasks, we conducted ablation studies. As
shown in Table 3, applying the vanilla ViT model for DFER
yields a UAR/WAR of 42.68%/53.08%. However, when in-
troducing the SFER data and directly employing a multi-
task learning (MTL) strategy (Experiment 7), the perfor-
mance slightly decreased by 0.05%/0.12% of UAR/WAR.
This indicates that naively combining SFER and DFER tasks
may lead to negative transfer, adversely affecting perfor-
mance. Conversely, UniLearn with MoAE (43.41%/53.65%
UAR/WAR) significantly outperformed ViT-MTL, preserv-
ing task-specific and generic features. Furthermore, we
compared MoAE with a classic MoE architecture, ViT-
MoE (Riquelme et al. 2021). UniLearn demonstrated su-
perior performance over ViT-MoE, with improvements of
1.62%/0.84% in UAR/WAR and requiring fewer parame-
ters (90M/101M vs. 115M/285M for testing/training), high-
lighting MoAE’s parameter efficiency and overall superior-
ity. The poor performance of ViT-MoE is likely due to the
replacement of the original FFN structure with FFN experts,
disrupting the model’s structure and hindering effective fea-

Fine-Tuning Setting FERV39K AffectNet-7
(data mixture) UAR WAR UAR WAR
SFER (Static) - - 65.58 65.64
DFER (Dynamic) 42.45 52.82 - -
Joint (50%Static + 100%Dynamic) 43.41 53.65 65.45 65.50
Joint (50%Static + 100%Dynamic)∗ 40.52 50.90 65.88 65.94

Table 4: Ablation studies on the joint fine-tuning strategy.
The joint fine-tuning strategy demonstrates a significant en-
hancement, highlighting the complementary benefits of inte-
grating static and dynamic expression data. *: Produced by
the epoch at 43 for optimal SFER performance.

ture extraction for DFER.

The Effectiveness of Joint Fine-Tuning. We conducted
an ablation study to assess the effectiveness of joint fine-
tuning on both SFER and DFER tasks, as presented in Table
4. Our findings reveal that joint fine-tuning markedly sur-
passes individual fine-tuning, particularly for DFER. On the
FERV39K dataset, joint fine-tuning enhances UAR/WAR
by 0.96%/0.83% over DFER-only fine-tuning. For SFER
on the AffectNet-7 dataset, it increases UAR/WAR by
0.30%/0.30%. These results emphasize the complementary
nature of static and dynamic expression knowledge and
demonstrate the effectiveness of joint fine-tuning in en-
hancing expression representation learning. This highlights
UniLearn’s capability to handle both SFER and DFER tasks
simultaneously, effectively leveraging the strengths of each
modality. However, achieving optimal results required dif-
ferent training epochs for DFER and SFER, indicating chal-
lenges in simultaneous optimization.

Contribution of Proposed Components. We conducted
ablation studies to assess the impact of each compo-
nent in our UniLearn framework: dual-modal pre-training
(D.P.), MoAE, and joint fine-tuning (J.F.). Results from
Table 5 (Left) indicate that D.P. improved UAR/WAR by
0.10%/0.74% over the baseline (our fine-tuned version of
VideoMAE on the pre-trained weights from (Sun et al.
2023a)), underscoring its role in enhancing spatiotempo-
ral representations. However, MoAE alone led to a slight
performance decrease, suggesting it may require joint fine-
tuning to fully leverage its task-specific capabilities. The op-
timal configuration, integrating all components, achieved a
UAR/WAR of 43.41%/53.65%, highlighting the synergistic
benefits of our UniLearn framework in refining DFER per-
formance through discriminative feature learning.

Ablation Study on the Position of MoAE. To determine
the optimal placement of the MoAE module within the ViT
architecture, we conducted ablation studies at various posi-
tions. Table 5 (Right) shows that positioning the MoAE in
the last six layers (Later) yields the highest UAR/WAR per-
formance at 43.41%/53.65%. In contrast, placing the MoAE
in the first six layers (Early) results in a lower UAR/WAR of
43.15%/53.46%, suggesting that early placement may hin-
der the model’s ability to learn generic features. Middle
and alternate layer placements produce intermediate results.
These findings indicate that the MoAE module is most ef-



D.P. MoAE J.F. UAR WAR Position UAR WAR
42.58 52.34 Early 43.15 53.46

✓ 42.68 53.08 Middle 43.32 53.57
✓ ✓ 42.45 52.82 Later 43.41 53.65
✓ ✓ ✓ 43.41 53.65 Alternate 43.27 53.52

Table 5: (Left) Contribution of proposed components. D.P.:
Dual-Modal Pre-training, J.F.: Joint Fine-tuning. (Right)
Ablation studies on the position of the MoAE module within
the ViT architecture.
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Figure 3: Analyses of the total number of experts and the
proportion of SFER dataset used during joint fine-tuning.

fective in the later layers, where it can enhance task-specific
learning by leveraging the learned generic representations.

Ablation on Hyper-Parameters. In this part, we investi-
gate the impact of two crucial hyperparameters: the num-
ber of experts n in the MoAE module and the proportion of
the SFER dataset used during joint fine-tuning. Our experi-
ments reveal that the model achieves the best UAR/WAR of
43.41%/53.65% when set to 8 experts, as shown in Figure
3a. Any increase or decrease in the number of experts results
in a slight performance drop. Similarly, when testing differ-
ent proportion of SFER dataset, we found that using 50%
of the SFER data during fine-tuning yields the best perfor-
mance, as illustrated in Figure 3b. This indicates that an ap-
propriate amount of SFER data provides complementary in-
formation to the DFER task, while increasing the proportion
of SFER data beyond 50% does not yield further improve-
ments and may bias the optimization direction of DFER.
These findings highlight the importance of carefully tun-
ing these hyperparameters to achieve optimal performance
in our unified learning framework.

Visualization
Distribution of the Expert Activation in MoAE Lay-
ers. Figure 4(a) shows the activation patterns of experts
in the MoAE layers on FERV39K (DFER) and AffectNet-
7 (SFER) datasets. Different experts exhibit varying activa-
tion levels across layers, indicating specialization. For ex-
ample, expert E3 shows the highest activation in layer L4 on
FERV39K, suggesting proficiency in dynamic facial expres-
sions at this layer. Similarly, expert E7 is highly activated in
layer L5 on AffectNet-7, indicating a specialization in static
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Figure 4: (a) The activation distribution of the experts in
MoAE layers on FERV39K and AffectNet-7 datasets. (b)
Expression semantic relations between DFER (FERV39K)
and SFER (AffectNet-7) tasks. NE, HA, SA, AN, SU, DI,
and FE denote neutral, happy, sad, anger, surprise, disgust
and fear, respectively.

facial expressions. Experts like E1 and E2 display moderate
activation across multiple layers in both datasets, capturing
common features relevant to both tasks. These patterns re-
veal that while there are shared features between SFER and
DFER, certain experts specialize and contribute differently
across layers, highlighting MoAE’s adaptability and effec-
tiveness in capturing task-specific knowledge while leverag-
ing shared representations.

Semantic Relations between DFER and SFER Tasks.
Figure 4(b) displays the cosine similarity between class rep-
resentation centers of FERV39K (DFER) and AffectNet-7
(SFER). The matrix exhibits prominently high diagonal val-
ues, indicating strong semantic correlations between corre-
sponding expression classes across the two tasks. This find-
ing further supports the rationale behind our joint learning
strategy, leveraging SFER to enhance DFER performance.

Conclusion
In this paper, we have introduced UniLearn, a pioneering
unified learning paradigm that leverages SFER data to en-
hance DFER task. By employing dual-modal pre-training
and joint fine-tuning on FER image and video datasets,
UniLearn has developed powerful spatiotemporal represen-
tations, significantly improving DFER performance. The
proposed MoAE module, integrated into the latter ViT lay-
ers, helps the model leverage learned generic representations
to better capture task-specific information. This effectively
mitigates negative transfer between SFER and DFER tasks,
enabling more discriminative feature learning for DFER.
Extensive experiments on FERV39K, MAFW, and DFEW
benchmarks demonstrated the effectiveness and superiority
of UniLearn, surpassing the baseline by large margins.

However, achieving state-of-the-art performance for
DFER requires a careful balance of SFER data during joint
fine-tuning, which poses challenges in simultaneously opti-
mizing both DFER and SFER tasks. In the future, we will
focus on developing more efficient architectures and opti-
mization strategies to unify the learning of DFER, SFER,
and even other visual affective recognition tasks, aiming for
comprehensive excellence in all aspects of these tasks.
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