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Abstract

Deep learning techniques have been successfully applied
in Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) target recognition in
static scenarios relying on predefined datasets. However,
in real-world scenarios, models must incrementally learn
new information without forgetting previously learned
knowledge. Models’ tendency to forget old knowledge
when learning new tasks, known as catastrophic forget-
ting, remains an open challenge. In this paper, an incre-
mental learning framework, called IncSAR, is proposed
to mitigate catastrophic forgetting in SAR target recog-
nition. IncSAR comprises a Vision Transformer (ViT)
and a custom-designed Convolutional Neural Network
(CNN) in individual branches combined through a late-
fusion strategy. A denoising module, utilizing the prop-
erties of Robust Principal Component Analysis (RPCA),
is introduced to alleviate the speckle noise present in
SAR images. Moreover, a random projection layer is
employed to enhance the linear separability of features,
and a Linear Discriminant Analysis (LDA) approach is
proposed to decorrelate the extracted class prototypes.
Experimental results on the MSTAR and OpenSAR-
Ship benchmark datasets demonstrate that IncSAR out-
performs state-of-the-art approaches, leading to an im-
provement from 98.05% to 99.63% in average accuracy
and from 3.05% to 0.33% in performance dropping rate.

1 Introduction

Synthetic aperture radar (SAR) is an active remote sens-
ing technology that obtains high-resolution images with
minimal dependence on light, weather, and other envi-
ronmental conditions. SAR automatic target recogni-
tion (SAR-ATR) through deep learning finds applica-
tions in a wide range of fields, such as target acquisi-
tion, disaster management, and maritime vigilance [1].
The interpretation of SAR images is considered to be
a challenging task due to the presence of speckle noise.
In contrast to optical images, SAR images tend to ex-
hibit smaller inter-class and larger intra-class distances,

rendering their classification a hard challenge [2].

In practical settings, applications often deal with
streaming data with incoming new classes that cannot
be stored and recalled due to bounded storage. An
additional challenge present in practical scenarios con-
cerns data distribution shifts over time. Class incremen-
tal learning (CIL) aims to build models that continu-
ally adapt to new sets of classes while performing well
among all seen classes. Catastrophic forgetting [3], a
crucial issue present in incremental learning, refers to
the phenomenon where a model’s performance on previ-
ously learned tasks deteriorates as it acquires new knowl-
edge. A relevant challenge in CIL involves the stability-
plasticity trade-off [4], which refers to the balance be-
tween a model’s ability to preserve old knowledge and its
ability to adapt to new classes. Despite recent advance-
ments in CIL methods, their performance remains signif-
icantly lower compared to conventional machine learning
scenarios, especially in the face of an increasing number
of incremental tasks.

One of the most popular CIL techniques includes
regularization-based methods [5, 6], which use regular-
ization terms and typically involve storing a frozen copy
of the old model, imposing constraints on important
weights, or implementing knowledge distillation. An-
other category comprises parameter-isolation methods
[7], which modify or add network parameters or sub-
modules according to task-specific requirements in order
to adapt the network architecture during training to new
tasks. Replay-based methods [8] store or generate sam-
ples or representations from previous data to mitigate
catastrophic forgetting. Exemplar-based methods [9], a
subset of replay methods, specifically require a rehearsal
buffer to store a fixed number of samples from previous
classes. In contrast, class-prototype based methods are
exemplar-free methods that utilize a network for feature
extraction and memorize a set of representative proto-
types for each class, which are employed for classification
purposes [10]. Recently, pre-trained models (PTMs),
such as Vision Transformers (ViT) [11], have demon-
strated remarkable progress in generating strong repre-
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sentations, rendering them a good choice for CIL scenar-
ios [12]. The generalization capability of PTMs can be
combined with parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT)
techniques to tackle the different distribution in down-
stream tasks [13].
In this paper, we propose a class-prototype based in-

cremental learning framework, termed IncSAR, for SAR
target recognition. We argue that PTMs can be suc-
cessfully used in CIL for SAR target recognition reduc-
ing time requirements, enabling generalization to new
tasks and cross-domain adaptation. IncSAR utilizes a
pre-trained ViT and a custom-designed Convolutional
Neural Network (CNN), called SAR-CNN, as strong fea-
ture extractors, combining them in a late-fusion strat-
egy to take advantage of their complementary strengths.
A scale and shift method is employed for the PEFT of
the PTM to mitigate the distribution mismatch prob-
lem in the downstream dataset. An RPCA module is
employed for noise despeckling before CNN feature ex-
traction. The extracted features are randomly projected
in a higher-dimensional space to enhance the linear sep-
arability, and then they are utilized to extract the class
prototypes. A linear discriminant analysis (LDA) [14]
approach is used for the decorrelation of prototypes,
which are used for classification. The main contributions
of the proposed framework are summarized as follows:

• A late-fusion strategy is introduced, combining a
pre-trained ViT and a custom-designed CNN as net-
work backbones. A scale and shift method is em-
ployed for the PEFT of ViT model.

• IncSAR employs an exemplar-free prototype learn-
ing approach, without using a rehearsal buffer. A
Linear Discriminant Analysis (LDA) [14] approach
is employed to decorrelate the extracted class pro-
totypes.

• Robust Principal Component Analysis (RPCA) [15]
is effectively utilized for noise despeckling in SAR
imagery further enhancing the classification accu-
racy of IncSAR.

• Extensive experiments on the MSTAR dataset
demonstrate notable gains over state-of-the-art ap-
proaches, with average accuracy increasing from
98.05% to 99.63% and performance dropping rate
improving from 3.05% to 0.33%. The generalization
of IncSAR is also evaluated by combining multiple
classes from the OpenSAR-Ship dataset and a se-
ries of ablation studies attest to its robustness and
effectiveness.

2 Related work

Class incremental learning: CIL methods can be
broadly divided into [32]: regularization-based methods
(iCaRL [5], LUCIR [6], Foster [9]), parameter-isolation

based methods (DER [7]), replay-based methods (Fetril
[33]), and pre-trained methods [12]. Recent studies focus
heavily on pre-trained methods benefiting from the pow-
erful feature extraction capabilities of PTMs, and mainly
include prompt-based methods, class-prototype based
methods, and model-mixture based methods. Prompt-
based methods insert a small number of learnable pa-
rameters rather than fully fine-tuning the PTM’s weights
(L2P [34], Coda-prompt [35]). Class-prototype based
methods extract representative prototypes for each class
and utilize them for classification (Adam [36], RanPAC
[10], SLCA [37]). These methods can employ a frozen
PTM or be combined with PEFT techniques, and they
can also utilize prototype decorrelation techniques. The
main idea of model-mixture based methods involves en-
sembling or merging various fine-tuned PTMs into a
single model that integrates the representational capa-
bilities of multiple models (PROOF [38], SEED [39],
CoFiMA [40]). These methods are highly complemen-
tary and can combine different approaches, depending
on the priorities of the learning scenario.

Class incremental learning for SAR-ATR: Most
existing methods for CIL in SAR-ATR are exemplar-
based and rely on a bounded subset of past training
data. A weight correction method, named MEDIL, was
proposed in [16] that utilizes a hybrid loss function to
strike an optimal plasticity-stability trade-off. The CBe-
sIL approach [17] introduced a class-boundary selection
method using local geometry and statistics, along with
a resampling method for data distribution reconstruc-
tion. A major issue with replay methods concerns the
imbalance between old and new classes due to the lim-
ited amount of old class data stored in the rehearsal
buffer. Zhou et al. [18] proposed a bias-correction layer
to tackle the class imbalance problem. The process of
selecting exemplars is critical in data replay methods.
DCBES [20] utilized a greedy algorithm to select rep-
resentative exemplar samples based on their density in
the feature space. Tang et al. [22] proposed a method
named HPecIL, that combines replay and weight regu-
larization techniques. HPecIL preserved multiple opti-
mal models from old data, employing a pruning initial-
ization method to remove low-impact nodes of the neu-
ral network, and using class-balanced training batches to
address the distribution shift in the incremental tasks.
Hu et al. [23] proposed the addition of extra linear lay-
ers after the feature extractor of the network and be-
fore each incremental task to generate distilled labels.
The ICAC approach [25] was based on anchored class
data centers to promote tighter clustering within each
class and better separation between classes. ICAC in-
troduced separable learning to mitigate class imbalance,
a learning strategy that computes the loss functions for
old and new exemplars separately. MLAKDN [26] was
proposed as a method that combines classification and
feature-level knowledge distillation. Ren et al. [27] in-
troduced a dynamic feature embedding network and a
hybrid loss function to optimize the proposed method.
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Table 1: Summary of SAR-ATR incremental methods

Methods Regularization
Replay/ Parameter Feature

Dataset Year
Exemplars Isolation Extractor

MEDIL [16] ! ! - MSTAR, OpenSARShip 2023

CBesIL [17] ! - MSTAR 2020

Zhou et al. [18] ! ! ! ResNet-18 [19] MSTAR 2022

DCBES [20] ! CNN [21] MSTAR 2023

HPecIL [22] ! ! ! ResNet-18 MSTAR 2022

Hu et al. [23] ! ! Alexnet [24] MSTAR 2022

ICAC [25] ! ! CNN MSTAR, OpenSARShip 2022

MLAKDN [26] ! ! Resnet-18 MSTAR, SAMPLE 2023

DERDN [27] ! ! ODConv [28] MSTAR, SAMPLE 2024

SSF-IL [29] ! ResNet-18 MSTAR 2024

Pan et al. [30] ! ! ! ViT[11] MSTAR, CIFAR100 2023

CIL-MMI [31] ! ResNet-18 MSTAR 2024

Some recent works utilized PTMs as feature extractors.
Gao et al. [29] introduced a mechanism for enhancing
the linear separability of features, utilizing a Resnet-18.
Pan et al. [30] proposed employing a ViT combined with
a dynamic query navigation module, which was designed
to improve the plasticity of the model. An exemplar-free
based method, that does not retain any old-class sam-
ples was proposed by Li et al. [31], employing a mutual
information maximization method to avoid the distribu-
tion overlap among classes. A comprehensive summary
of the discussed SAR-ATR incremental methods is pre-
sented in Table 1.
While most studies utilize exemplars, our work in-

troduces an exemplar-free approach based on prototype
learning. Furthermore, while previous research has ex-
plored the usage of PTMs, we extend the literature by
proposing a late-fusion strategy. This leverages the ad-
vantages of combining general features extracted from
a PTM with specialized features derived by a custom-
designed CNN.

3 Methodology

3.1 Background

CIL: Unlike the “traditional” machine learning setting,
where a model is trained on all classes with all train-
ing data available at once, in CIL a model sequentially
receives new training data with additional classes over
time. In a more detailed view, in a CIL scenario we
assume a sequence of T tasks and their corresponding
training sets Dt for t ∈ {1, 2, . . . , T }. A task refers
to a set of classes that are disjoint and do not over-
lap with the classes in other tasks. For each incremental
task t, the training set is defined as Dt = {(xi, yi)}

Nt

i=1
,

where Nt is the number of training samples in Dt, and
(xi, yi) is a training instance with its corresponding la-
bel. Here, yi ∈ Yt and Yt denotes the label space of task
t. We refer to D0 as the base task, and all other tasks

as incremental tasks. In typical CIL, it is assumed that
there are no overlapping classes between different tasks:
Yt ∩ Yt′ = ∅ for t 6= t′. During training on task Dt,
only data from this task is accessible; data from previ-
ous tasks is not available. We adopt an offline learning
setting, where we may process the training data multiple
times during the current task before moving to the next.
After each task, the trained model is evaluated over all
seen classes, represented by the set Yt =

⋃t

i=1
Yi. The

aim of CIL is to build a classification model that acquires
knowledge of all seen classes Yt and performs well not
only on the ongoing task but also in preserving its per-
formance on previous ones. Particularly, in exemplar-
based methods, limited access to old training samples is
allowed by storing a small subset of data from previous
tasks in a memory buffer, in contrast to exemplar-free
methods, which do not retain any previous data.

3.2 IncSAR framework

The proposed framework, called IncSAR, is inspired by
RanPAC [10], a class-prototype based method that takes
advantage of a PTM’s feature extraction capabilities.
The pipeline of IncSAR is demonstrated in Fig.1. A late-
fusion strategy is introduced, comprising two individual
branches that take advantage of two different backbones:
a pretrained ViT-B/16 model and a custom-designed
CNN model. The backbone networks are trained indi-
vidually during the base task, and then the weights are
frozen during incremental tasks. A filtering RPCA mod-
ule is employed before the CNN model. After the fea-
ture extraction, a random projection layer is employed,
and the projected features are utilized to compute the
class prototypes, while an LDA approach is employed to
decorrelate them. Finally, the logits of each branch are
integrated to derive the final prediction.
In a more detailed view, our proposed CNN that is

inspired by [41], denoted as SAR-CNN, constitutes a
simple yet effective model. SAR-CNN is trained from
scratch in the base task, and then its weights are frozen
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Figure 1: Illustration of IncSAR: A late-fusion approach is employed. The input image feeds a ViT-B/16 network
to extract features F1. The input image is passed through the filtering RPCA module, and the filtered output feeds
the proposed CNN to extract features F2. The backbone networks are trained only in the base task of CIL, and
then their weights are frozen. The extracted features F1, F2 are projected into a higher dimensional space using a
random projection layer with frozen weights W and an activation function φ, giving H1, H2 features respectively.
During incremental training, the matrices of the decorrelated class prototypes P1, P2 are continually updated for
each task. The logits L1, L2 are passed to a softmax layer S and an element-wise addition layer to derive the final
prediction ŷ.

during the incremental tasks. The input image X is fil-
tered by RPCA. The presence of speckle noise in SAR
images poses significant challenges, hindering precise
analysis and accurate classification. RPCA [15] has been
utilized in various applications in computer vision. Here,
RPCA is utilized as a pre-processing step to denoise
SAR images and improve the classification accuracy of
the SAR-CNN. Let X be a matrix with a dimension of
m × l, representing a noisy SAR image. RPCA defines
the problem of recovering a low-rank matrix X′ ∈ R

m×l,
which represents the filtered SAR image, from a cor-
rupted data matrix X ∈ R

m×l, assuming X = X′ +E,
where E ∈ R

m×l is a sparse error matrix. It is shown
that under certain conditions, the matrix X′ can be ex-
actly recovered by the optimization problem:

min
X′,E

‖X′‖∗ + λ‖E‖1 (1)

Here ‖X′‖∗ represents the nuclear norm of matrix X′,
‖E‖1 the ℓ1-norm of matrix E and λ is a tuning pa-
rameter that balances the two terms. We implement
the algorithm proposed by Lin et al. [42], which utilizes
the techniques of augmented Lagrange multipliers [43]
to solve the RPCA problem.

The input layer takes the filtered image X′, with an
input size of 70x70 and is followed by a sequence of 4
convolutional layers, each one followed by a max pooling
layer. The activation function for each layer is a ReLU
function. The kernel sizes are 7 × 7, 5 × 5, 3 × 3, 3 ×
3 and the numbers of kernels are 16, 32, 64, and 128

respectively. Finally, a dropout layer and a dense layer
are applied.

(a) Original image (b) Filtered Image

Figure 2: An example of RPCA filtering, employed in
MSTAR dataset. On the left, the original SAR image
is depicted. On the right, the output of the filtering
module is shown.

The pre-trained ViT-B/16 model is fine-tuned exclu-
sively on the base task, and its weights are frozen during
the incremental tasks. We employ a scale and shift (SSF)
method, which was proposed by Lian et al. [44], to ad-
just the extracted features to match the distribution of
the downstream dataset. This method appends an extra
SSF layer after each operation layer of the ViT model.
Let xin be the output of an operation layer with a di-
mension of d. The modulated output xo is computed
by:

xo = γ ⊗ xin + δ (2)
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where ⊗ is an element-wise multiplication operator and
γ, δ ∈ R

d are the scale and shift factors.
During each incremental task, the features F are ex-

tracted individually from each branch. An extra layer,
followed by a non-linear function φ, is employed after
feature extraction to randomly project the features into
a higher-dimensional space M. The projected features H
are given by:

H = φ(F⊤W) (3)

This feature transformation is employed to enhance lin-
ear separability, and its weights W are frozen and gener-
ated randomly only once before the incremental training.
Additionally, a variation of linear discriminant analysis
(LDA) for continual learning [14] is employed to remove
correlations between class prototypes [10]. The Gram
Matrix G of features H is extracted in an iterative man-
ner:

G =

T
∑

t=1

Nt
∑

n=1

Ht,n ⊗Ht,n, (4)

The concatenated matrix C of class prototypes is given
by:

C =
T
∑

t=1

Nt
∑

n=1

Ht,n ⊗ yt,n (5)

where ⊗ is the outer product, T is the number of incre-
mental tasks and Nt is the number of training samples
in each task. The weights P represent the decorrelated
class prototypes:

P = (G+ λI)−1C (6)

where λ is the ridge regression parameter. Parameter
λ is updated after each task and is optimized by ran-
domly dividing the training data for that task using an
80:20 ratio and selecting the value of λ that minimizes
the mean square error between targets and the set of
predictions. The logits L are computed by:

L = HtestP (7)

where Htest refers to the encoded features of a test sam-
ple after the random projection layer.
The predictions of each model are integrated to obtain

the final decision. A softmax layer S is applied on top of
the logits of each model to get the probabilities and an
element-wise addition layer to make the final prediction
ŷ:

ŷ = argmax
c∈Yt

(

S(Lc
1
) + S(Lc

2
)

)

(8)

where L1, L2 are the logits of SAR-CNN and the logits
of ViT respectively, calculated for each class c to select
the maximum result for the final prediction.

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental settings

Datasets. To evaluate IncSAR for classifying SAR
images, we initially employ the MSTAR dataset [45].

Table 2: Configuration of MSTAR Dataset

Class Class name
Training set Testing set

Depression Number Depression Number

0 BTR60 17◦ 256 15◦ 195
1 T72 17◦ 232 15◦ 196
2 2S1 17◦ 299 15◦ 274
3 T62 17◦ 299 15◦ 273
4 ZIL131 17◦ 299 15◦ 274
5 ZSU234 17◦ 299 15◦ 274
6 BRDM2 17◦ 298 15◦ 274
7 D7 17◦ 299 15◦ 274
8 BMP2 17◦ 233 15◦ 195
9 BTR70 17◦ 233 15◦ 196

MSTAR is a publicly available benchmark dataset of
SAR images that contains 10 ground mobile targets, as
shown in Table 2. SAR images are acquired at two differ-
ent angles of depression, i.e., 15° and 17°. Images at 17°
are used for training, and images at 15° are used for test-
ing. The OpenSARShip [46] dataset is also employed in
the conducted experiments for generalization purposes,
as done in [22]. OpenSARShip contains 11,346 SAR ship
chips, integrated with automatic identification system
(AIS) messages. The dataset covers 17 AIS types col-
lected from 41 Sentinel-1 SAR images. Three ship types
are selected, i.e., bulk carrier, container ship, and tanker,
under the VV polarization mode. We randomly select
300 samples from each class and split them into training
and test sets with an 80:20 ratio. These datasets were
selected due to their prevalent use in related literature,
as can be seen in Table 1 1.

Evaluation Protocol. A suite of evaluation metrics
is employed to assess the performance of IncSAR. Top-1
accuracy in the tth task is denoted as At. The accu-
racy in the last incremental task, denoted as AL, is a
suitable metric to measure the overall accuracy among
all classes. The average incremental accuracy Ā takes
into consideration the overall accuracy scores along all
incremental tasks: Ā = 1

T

∑T

t=0
At. Also, we utilize the

performance dropping rate PD = A0 −AL and the per-
formance dropping rate per task PDt = A0 −At, where
A0 denotes accuracy in the base task and At accuracy in
the tth incremental task. PD is an established metric in
the literature, that tries to quantify how much forgetting
takes place in the overall procedure.

Training Details. Experiments are implemented us-
ing the PyTorch [47] framework and PILOT [48], a pre-
trained model-based continual learning toolbox. Two
different data augmentation approaches are employed
for each backbone. For ViT-B/16, the original images
are simply padded to a size of 224 × 224. For SAR-
CNN, the training images are filtered by RPCA fol-
lowed by common transformations, such as cropping to
32× 32, resizing to 70× 70, and random horizontal flip-
ping. The targets in the MSTAR and OpenSARShip
datasets are centered in the middle of the image, al-
lowing cropping to discard unwanted noise peripheral
to the target. The SAR-CNN branch is trained for 30
epochs and the ViT/B-16 branch for 10 epochs, both us-
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ing a learning rate of 0.01, a weight decay of 0.0005, and
stochastic gradient descent optimizer with a momentum
of 0.9. The dimension of random projection is set to
M = 10000. To facilitate the replication of our results
and ensure the transparency of our research, we provide
the source code used in our experiments to the reviewers,
as supplementary material.

Table 3: Comparison with prior works across each in-
cremental task on the MSTAR dataset. The base incre-
mental task consists of 4 classes, and each incremental
task consists of 1 class.

Method
Accuracy in each task (%)

PD ↓ Ā ↑
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

iCaRL [5] 70.90 72.85 73.49 76.48 58.95 55.94 52.66 18.24 65.89

adam adapter [36] 89.13 88.70 87.01 86.65 84.71 80.62 76.99 12.14 84.83

adam ssf [36] 93.07 94.55 92.40 91.02 90.02 85.64 80.95 12.12 89.66

adam vpt deep [36] 80.81 80.86 77.66 79.09 77.97 72.99 70.23 10.58 77.08

MEMO [49] 91.36 93.40 93.61 92.90 91.64 88.83 85.15 6.21 90.98

RanPAC [10] 98.61 98.68 98.12 98.35 97.49 94.93 94.23 4.38 97.20

FOSTER [9] 63.54 84.90 71.27 69.72 67.65 61.01 59.42 4.12 68.21

DualPrompt [50] 85.50 66.17 53.97 45.57 39.43 36.03 33.73 51.77 51.48

CODA-Prompt [35] 27.19 21.04 21.80 16.82 15.63 14.27 13.11 14.08 18.55

Pan et al. [30] 98.49 - - - - - 74.65 - -

ICAC [25] 99.49 98.04 96.76 95.65 94.83 93.42 91.76 4.66 96.65

IncSAR (Proposed) 99.89 99.83 99.80 99.15 98.82 98.74 99.38 0.51 99.37

4.2 Competing methods

The proposed IncSAR framework is compared with
state-of-the-art incremental learning methods that use
PTMs, as well as with state-of-the-art CIL algorithms
designed specifically for SAR-ATR recognition. Two
main incremental setups consistent with the literature
were employed for the evaluation of the proposed frame-
work.

In the first setup, denoted as B4Inc1, the base task
comprises 4 classes, while each incremental task con-
sists of a single class. The class order is shown in Table
2, following the same order as in [30]. The results are
shown in Table 3. Nine CIL state-of-the-art methods
were employed together with two state-of-the-art meth-
ods from the field of SAR-ATR, namely, iCaRL, 3 vari-
ations of ADAM, MEMO, RanPAC, FOSTER, Dual-
Prompt, Coda-Prompt, ICAC, and a method proposed
by Pan et al. [30]. The PILOT [48] toolbox is used
to test the state-of-the-art methods in a standardized
manner.

FOSTER, iCaRL, DualPrompt, and CODA-Prompt
perform poorly in accurately classifying SAR image ve-
hicles of the MSTAR dataset. The proposed IncSAR
achieves an average accuracy of 99.37%, demonstrat-
ing very strong performance in classifying SAR im-
ages, and outperforming the state-of-the-art RanPAC
method, which yields an accuracy of 97.2%. IncSAR also
surpasses the state-of-the-art ICAC approach by 7.62%
in terms of AL and by 2.74% in terms of Ā. IncSAR
demonstrates a noteworthy percentage improvement of
87.62% regarding PD, attaining 0.51% and outperform-
ing FOSTER, which yields a PD of 4.12%. ICAC is lag-
ging behind IncSAR and FOSTER with a PD of 4.66%.
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Figure 3: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on
MSTAR dataset. Classification accuracy At and perfor-
mance drop PDt of each incremental task t are depicted.

Table 4: Comparison with state-of-the-art in each in-
cremental task on the MSTAR dataset. The classes are
equally divided into five tasks, with each task consisting
of two classes.

Method
Accuracy in each task (%)

PD ↓ Ā ↑
0 1 2 3 4

Hu et al. [23] 99.60 87.96 84.60 83.89 84.60 15.00 88.13

SSF-IL [29] - - - - - - 98.05

MLAKDN [26] 99.64 99.82 98.98 96.87 94.50 5.14 97.96

DERDN [27] 99.63 99.05 97.71 95.48 93.70 5.93 97.11

HPecIL [22] 99.45 98.83 98.79 96.70 96.16 3.26 97.92

Zhou et al. [18] - - - - - - 97.73

RanPAC [10] 98.18 98.51 96.45 95.15 95.13 3.05 96.68

IncSAR (Proposed) 100 99.89 99.57 99.04 99.67 0.33 99.63

In the second setup, denoted as B2Inc2, all incremen-
tal tasks are equally split, each consisting of two classes.
The same class order is employed, as in [22, 27, 26]. Re-
sults are shown in Table 4. All methods in the base
task demonstrate very accurate results achieving over
99%. As tasks increase sequentially, catastrophic for-
getting occurs, leading to performance drops, as shown
in Fig. 3. However, IncSAR exhibits robust perfor-
mance over all incremental tasks, showcasing the low-
est PD compared to the state of the art. Experimental
results attest to the remarkable ability of IncSAR to re-
sist catastrophic forgetting achieving a PD of 0.33% and
outperforming RanPAC, which attains a PD of 3.05%.
IncSAR surpasses MLAKDN by 5.62% in AL and by
4.81% in PD. IncSAR yield an improvement of 3.65%
regarding AL and 89.87% regarding PD, when compared
to HPecIL. IncSAR outperforms its competitors result-
ing in an average accuracy of 99.63%. It should also
be noted that IncSAR does not use exemplars, unlike
HPecIL, MLAKDN, and DERDN. This makes it an even
more challenging scenario, as it lacks direct access to
past data, unlike exemplar-based methods, which pre-
serve and replay stored samples to mitigate catastrophic
forgetting.

4.3 Evaluation of generalization ability

For the evaluation of the generalization ability of Inc-
SAR, three classes from OpenSarShip are added in the
last incremental tasks, as done in [22]. The setup and
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Table 5: Results in cross-dataset testing. Three classes of the OpenSarShip dataset are added in the last incremental
tasks to evaluate the generalization ability of IncSAR.

Accuracy in each task (%)

PD ↓ Ā ↑
Method

ZIL131/D7 BTR70/T72 BMP2/BRDM2 T62/BTR60 2S1/ZSU234 Bulk Carrier/Container Tanker

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

iCaRL [5] 99.27 99.25 93.40 92.32 93.88 90.62 89.99 9.28 94.10

ECIL [22] 99.45 98.82 98.54 95.31 93.65 94.20 89.34 10.11 95.61
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Figure 4: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods for
testing the generalization ability of the proposed frame-
work.

experimental results are listed in Table 5. The accuracy
in each task and the performance dropping for various
state-of-the-art methods are depicted in Fig. 4. Despite
the different distribution and varying sizes of targets in
the OpenSarShip dataset, IncSAR outperforms its com-
petitors, attaining an average accuracy of 98.97%, while
HPecIL is lagging behind deriving an accuracy of 97.1%.
IncSAR is also the top performing approach in the last
incremental task, demonstrating a noteworthy accuracy
of 96.1%, while HPecIL and ECIL+ yielded 94.07% and
92.26%, respectively. The proposed IncSAR demon-
strates superior results in all incremental tasks compared
to state-of-the-art methods and the iCaRL one, which
acts as a baseline. IncSAR derives a value of 3.9 regard-
ing PD, outperforming HPecIL, which attains a value of
5.38. The rest of the methods demonstrate higher values
reaching a PD of 10.11 for the ECIL method. Compared
to HPecIL, IncSAR improves by 2.15% in AL and by
27.51% in PD. These results attest to the remarkable ef-
ficacy of IncSAR in handling the cross-dataset challenges
posed by the OpenSARShip dataset.

4.4 Ablation studies

4.4.1 Contribution analysis of IncSAR modules

The proposed IncSAR framework benefits from multi-
ple modules, including RPCA, SSF adaptation of ViT,
and late-fusion of the individual SAR-CNN and ViT
branches. To explore the contribution of these mod-
ules, a series of experiments were conducted and the
results are shown in Table 6. The ablation experiments

were conducted on the MSTAR dataset using the B4Inc1
setup. First, we assess the performance of ViT-B/16
as a network backbone without PEFT, where the mod-
els’ weights remain frozen throughout the training pro-
cess. This serves as a baseline to understand the capa-
bilities of the pre-trained ViT-B/16 model without any
fine-tuning, achieving 95.34% in terms of AL. When
ViT-B/16 is adapted with the SSF technique, the model
improves AL by 1.98%, showing that if there is suffi-
cient data in the base task, adapting the PTM to the
downstream dataset can be effective. We demonstrate
the improvement achieved by RPCA filtering, when us-
ing the proposed SAR-CNN architecture as a backbone,
where IncSAR attains an average accuracy of 98.37%
compared to the resulting accuracy without employing
the RPCA module. This indicates that RPCA enhances
SAR-CNN’s ability to provide more distinguishable fea-
tures, leading to better class separability. Finally, the
late-fusion strategy remarkably enhances the detection
ability of IncSAR, resulting in an average accuracy of
99.37%. This indicates that combining the specialized
features produced by the SAR-CNN with the more gen-
eral features derived by the pre-trained ViT leads to a
significant increase in performance.

Table 6: Ablation studies on multiple components of
IncSAR on MSTAR dataset.

Model SSF RPCA Fusion Ā AL

ViT-B/16 x x x 98.67 95.34
ViT-B/16 X x x 98.86 97.32
SAR-CNN x x x 96.10 95.26
SAR-CNN x X x 98.37 98.23
ViT-B/16 + SAR-CNN X X X 99.37 99.38

4.4.2 Comparative analysis of backbone net-

works

The detection ability of SAR-CNN within the Inc-
SAR framework is evaluated, comparing its perfor-
mance against a variety of pre-trained backbone net-
works. Table 7 demonstrates the comparison of the pro-
posed SAR-CNN employing DenseNet-121 [51], ResNet-
18 [19], ResNet-101 [19], VGG-19 [52], and CLIP-ViT-
L/14 [53] on the MSTAR dataset under the B2Inc2
setup. The experiments utilize the IncSAR framework,
as described in Section 3, with the ViT branch remain-
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ing consistent, while different networks are tested in
the second branch of IncSAR. It is observed that freez-
ing the weights demonstrated better performance com-
pared to fine-tuning them during the base task. SAR-
CNN is a lightweight network, that shows remarkable
memory efficiency with only 140k parameters, outper-
forming the rest of the backbones that require much
higher memory budgets. When compared to ResNet-
101, SAR-CNN leads to a performance improvement by
5.17% in terms of average accuracy and by 4.91% in
terms of performance drop. SAR-CNN demonstrates
a performance improvement of 4.81% regarding aver-
age accuracy compared to CLIP-ViT-L/14, most likely
due to the significant gap in the MSTAR’s data distri-
bution. DenseNet-121 achieves the second-best perfor-
mance yielding 98.24% in terms of Ā and 2.35% in terms
of PD, while comprises 7M parameters. VGG-19 is lag-
ging behind SAR-CNN and DenseNet-121, yielding an
Ā of 98.03% and a PD of 3.46%.

Table 7: Comparative analysis of different backbone net-
works in IncSAR framework.

Network Params Ā PD AL

DenseNet-121 [51] 7M 98.24 2.35 97.65
ResNet-18 [19] 11M 92.67 10.06 89.94
ResNet-101 [19] 44M 94.46 5.24 94.76
VGG-19 [52] 140M 98.03 3.46 96.54
CLIP-ViT-L/14 [53] 303M 94.82 7.67 92.33
SAR-CNN 140K 99.63 0.33 99.67

4.4.3 IncSAR evaluation on limited data sce-

narios

Subsets of the MSTAR dataset are randomly selected to
assess the detection ability of the proposed framework
under various reduced training data scenarios. Specif-
ically, three different scenatios are tested, employing
80%, 50%, and 20% of the initial training data. When
50% of the initial training data are employed, IncSAR
yields an average accuracy of 98.64%, outperforming
state-of-the-art MLAKDN and HPECIL methods, which
attain 97.96% and 97.92%, respectively. In the challeng-
ing scenario of retaining only 20% of samples, IncSAR
demonstrates a noteworthy performance of 96.24% in
terms of average accuracy, which is slightly lower than
MLAKDN by 1.72%. These results underscore IncSAR’s
efficiency in detecting SAR images with limited train-
ing data, highlighting its capability to generalize well in
real-world scenarios. Experimental results are shown in
Table 8.

5 Conclusion

A novel incremental learning framework for SAR tar-
get recognition has been proposed based on exemplar-
free prototype learning. RPCA is utilized to filter the

Table 8: Ablation study of the IncSAR framework under
training in different portions of the MSTAR dataset.

Method Size (%)
Accuracy in each task (%)

PD ↓ Ā ↑
0 1 2 3 4

IncSAR

100 100 99.89 99.57 99.04 99.67 0.33 99.63

80 100 99.89 97.87 97.55 97.40 2.60 98.52

50 100 99.89 98.58 97.18 97.57 2.43 98.64

20 99.82 99.47 95.74 92.38 93.81 6.01 96.24

MLAKDN [26] 100 99.64 99.82 98.98 96.87 94.50 5.14 97.96

HPecIL [22] 100 99.45 98.83 98.79 96.70 96.16 3.26 97.92

speckle noise of SAR images, and a random projection
layer is used for better linear separability of features.
A late-fusion strategy is employed, utilizing a ViT net-
work backbone to extract more generalized features and
the designed SAR-CNN for more specialized features.
IncSAR achieves a noteworthy balance between stabil-
ity and plasticity and demonstrates remarkable perfor-
mance on the MSTAR and OpenSarShip datasets, out-
performing state-of-the-art approaches. A series of ex-
periments have also been conducted to evaluate the per-
formance of the proposed modules and attest to the ro-
bustness and the generalization ability of the proposed
framework.
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