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Abstract

Domain adaptive object detection (DAOD) aims to generalize detectors trained on
an annotated source domain to an unlabelled target domain. As the visual-language
models (VLMs) can provide essential general knowledge on unseen images, freez-
ing the visual encoder and inserting a domain-agnostic adapter can learn domain-
invariant knowledge for DAOD. However, the domain-agnostic adapter is inevitably
biased to the source domain. It discards some beneficial knowledge discriminative
on the unlabelled domain, i.e.domain-specific knowledge of the target domain. To
solve the issue, we propose a novel Domain-Aware Adapter (DA-Ada) tailored for
the DAOD task. The key point is exploiting domain-specific knowledge between the
essential general knowledge and domain-invariant knowledge. DA-Ada consists of
the Domain-Invariant Adapter (DIA) for learning domain-invariant knowledge and
the Domain-Specific Adapter (DSA) for injecting the domain-specific knowledge
from the information discarded by the visual encoder. Comprehensive experiments
over multiple DAOD tasks show that DA-Ada can efficiently infer a domain-aware
visual encoder for boosting domain adaptive object detection. Our code is available
at https://github.com/Therock90421/DA-Ada

1 Introduction

Object detection [50, 49, 39, 12] have achieved remarkable performance, but suffer severe perfor-
mance drop when dealing with unseen data due to domain discrepancy. To alleviate this problem,
domain adaptive object detection (DAOD) [7] is explored to transfer a detector trained on the labelled
source domain to a unlabelled target domain. Traditional DAOD works [7, 66, 79, 63, 75, 35, 69, 25]
generate the domain-aligned feature via fine-tuning the backbone, as depicted in Fig. 1(a). Neverthe-
less, it is easily biased towards the source domain since a considerable number of parameters need to
be updated with the annotations only from the source domain.

Recently, applying prompt tuning [78, 77, 71] on visual-language models (VLMs) is widely used for
two reasons: 1) few parameters need to be learned; 2) VLMs trained on large-scale image-text pairs
can extract highly generalized features. Recent works [30, 55] have explored using prompt tuning to
generate the domain-aware detection head for DAOD. However, they all extract the visual feature
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Figure 1: (a) Traditional DAOD methods optimize the backbone adversarially. (b) Domain-agnostic
adapter is inserted into the frozen visual encoder to learn domain-invariant knowledge. (c) Domain-
aware adapter can simultaneously capture the domain-specific knowledge from the discarded feature.
(d) The mAP(%) comparison on the Cross-Weather Adaptation. Compared with original VLM,
domain-agnostic adapter brings significant improvement to the source domain but limited improve-
ment to the source domain, while domain-aware adapter brings significant improvement to both
source domain and target domain.

from the image with a frozen visual encoder, ignoring learning task-related knowledge and limiting
the improvement of visual features’ discriminative capabilities.

To inject the task-related knowledge into the visual encoder, some methods [24, 8, 5] insert an
adapter module into the frozen backbone. Formally, a adapter shared across domains can be straightly
introduced to learn the task-related knowledge with the annotations of source domain and domain-
aligned constraint, as shown in Fig. 1(b). However, this adapter is domain-agnostic and can only learn
domain-invariant knowledge between the two domains under the domain-aligned constraint. Besides,
the domain-invariant knowledge is inevitably biased to the source domain, since the annotations
are only from the source domain. As shown in Fig. 1(d), compared with the original VLM, the
domain-agnostic adapter brings significant improvement to the source domain, while the improvement
of the target domain is limited. Summarily, the bias of the domain-invariant knowledge learned from
domain-agnostic adapter limits the generalization to the unseen target domain.

Trained on large-scale data, the VLM provides essential general knowledge on unseen images, while
the learned domain-invariant knowledge biased to the source domain shows limited improvement
on the target domain. Consequently, when transferring essential general knowledge to the domain-
invariant knowledge, the domain-agnostic adapter discards some beneficial knowledge on the target
domain. Basically, it discards the domain-specific knowledge that distinguishes the target domain but
is different from the domain-invariant knowledge. In summary, adding a complementary adapter to
capture the target-specific knowledge from the discarded knowledge between the essential general
knowledge and domain-invariant knowledge is an effective way to boost the performance of the VLM
in DAOD task.

In this paper, we propose a novel Domain-aware Adapter (DA-Ada) to facilitate the visual encoder
learning the domain-specific knowledge along with the domain-invariant knowledge. Formally,
DA-Ada introduces a Domain-Invariant Adapter (DIA) and Domain-Specific Adapter (DSA) to
exploit domain-invariant and domain-specific knowledge, respectively, as shown in Fig. 1(c). The
DIA is attached to the block of the visual encoder in parallel and optimized by aligning the feature
distribution of two domains to learn domain-invariant knowledge. The DSA is fed with the difference
between the input and output of the block to recover the domain-specific knowledge discarded by the
DIA. Since the difference represents the feature discarded by the block, the discarded knowledge
between the essential general knowledge and domain-invariant knowledge is also hidden in the
difference. Hence, the DSA can regain the domain-specific knowledge from the difference adaptively
to improve the generalization ability on target domain, as shown in Fig. 1(d). Moreover, we propose
the Visual-guided Textual Adapter (VTA), embedding cross-domain information learned by DA-Ada
into textual encoder to enhance the discriminability of detection head. Overall, the proposed DA-Ada
can inject domain-invariant and domain-specific knowledge into VLM for DAOD.

We conduct evaluations on mainstream DAOD benchmarks: Cross-Weather (Cityscapes → Foggy
Cityscapes), Cross-Fov (KITTI → Cityscapes), Sim-to-Real (SIM10K → Cityscapes) and Cross-Style
(Pascal VOC → Clipart). Experimental results show that the proposed DA-Ada brings noticeable
improvement and outperforms state-of-the-art methods by a large margin. For example, DA-Ada
reaches 58.5% mAP on Cross-Weather, surpassing the state-of-the-art DA-Pro [30] by 2.7%.
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2 Related Work

Visual-Languague models Visual-language models (VLMs) [48, 31, 32] embed visual and text
modalities into a shared space, enabling cross-modal alignment. Pre-trained with an astonishing scale
of image-text pairs, they demonstrate comprehensive visual understanding. CLIP [48] simultaneously
trains a visual encoder and a textual encoder with 400 million image-text pairs, showing promising
performance on both the seen and unseen classes. Furthermore, [76, 19, 14, 59] distill the knowledge
from the visual encoder of CLIP into the detection backbone and transform the textual encoder into
detection head. Considering strong generalization, we apply RegionCLIP [76] as the detector.

Domain Adaptive Object Detection (DAOD) aims to adapt the object detector [50] trained on
the labelled source domain to the unlabelled target domain. Previous approaches can be broadly
divided into two orthogonal categories: feature alignment and semi-supervised learning. Feature
alignment [43, 73, 44, 70, 54, 15, 45, 29, 73] aims to align the feature distributions of the two
domains with domain discriminators [7], to generate domain-invariant knowledge in three levels:
image-level [7, 66, 63, 38], instance-level [74, 51] and category-level [60, 25, 36]. To prevent
knowledge unique to each domain from interfering with alignment, recent works [53, 2, 1, 63, 64]
propose multiple extractors[40, 38, 61, 65] and discriminators [67] to decouple the domain-invariant
and domain-specific knowledge. In parallel, semi-supervised learning strives to augment training
data with style transfer [41, 23, 10] and pseudo label [57, 37, 6, 11]. However, applying existing
DAOD method to VLM would overfit the model to the training data, compromising the generalization
of pre-trained models. To preserve the pre-trained knowledge, we opt to freeze the VLM and
devise a novel domain-aware adapter to facilitate cross-domain adaptation. Compared with existing
decoupling methods that only use domain-invariant features for detection, our method adopts a
decoupling-refusion strategy. It adaptively modify domain-invariant features with domain-specific
features to enhance the discriminability on the target domain.

Tuning method for VLM Adapting pre-trained VLM to downstream tasks via global finetuning
is prohibitively expensive and easily overfitted to training datasets. To solve this issue, prompt
tuning [78] replaces the hand-crafted prompts with the learnable tokens for the textual encoder.
Conditions like categories [77], human prior [71] and domain knowledge [30] are attached to
attain robust performance on new tasks. However, they freeze the visual encoder, preventing it
from learning cross-domain information for DAOD.In parallel, originated from Natural Language
Processing (NLP)[24, 47, 62, 82, 21], adapter tuning inserts learnable small layers into the visual
encoder so that the backbone can learn knowledge from new tasks. ViT-Adapter [8] and Conv-
Adapter [5] are proposed to efficiently transfer pre-trained knowledge to zero or few-shot visual tasks.
[17] integrates the adapter into the CLIP model, and [56] further analyzes the components to be
frozen or learnable. [46] combines self-supervised learning to enhance the ability to extract low-level
features. Recent [68] explore injecting task-related knowledge into segmentation model SAM [28].
However, tuning the adapter directly on both domains will bias it towards the source domain and fails
to distinguish domain-specific knowledge, leading to insufficient discrimination on the target domain.
In this paper, we propose a novel domain-aware adapter that explicitly learns both domain-invariant
and domain-specific knowledge to inject cross-domain information into the visual encoder.

3 Methodology

In this section, we present a novel Domain-aware Adapter (DA-Ada) tailored for DAOD. DA-Ada
employs adapter tuning to introduce both domain-specific and domain-invariant knowledge into
VLM. It is worth noting that the proposed method can be attached to any CNN-based detectors as a
plug-and-play module. Without loss of generality, we take vanilla Faster-RCNN [50] as an example.

3.1 Overview

Inspired by adapter tuning, we can custom learnable adapters to inject cross-domain information into
the visual encoder. Specifically, to enrich the extracted features with high domain generalization
capabilities, an ideal adapter should satisfy conditions from the following two aspects. First, it can
model the commonalities between the source and target domains, i.e.domain-invariant knowledge.
Second, it can adaptively supply the unique attributes of each domain, i.e.domain-specific knowledge.
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Figure 2: Overview of the proposed (a) DA-Ada for DAOD and the architecture of (b) the i-th
domain-aware adapter module (c) the visual-guided textual adapter.

In this perspective, we design an effective Domain-Aware Adapter (DA-Ada) consisting of a Domain-
Invariant Adapter (DIA) and a Domain-Specific Adapter (DSA). As shown in Fig. 2(a), given input
image x, we split the visual encoder into N blocks {Fi}Ni=1 by feature resolutions (N = 4 in ResNet).
Then we attach N blocks with DA-Ada modules {Ai}Ni=1 in Fig. 2(b):

h0 = S(x);hi = Ai(hi−1,Fi(hi−1)), (1)

where S denotes the stem layer. For the i-th DA-Ada module, we first feed the i-th block’s input
hi−1 into the i-th DIA module AI

i to extract the domain-invariant features hI
i . Then we attain the

domain-specific features hS
i from the subtraction of hi−1 and hI

i by the DSA module AS
i :

hI
i = AI

i (hi−1) + Fi(hi−1);h
S
i = AS

i (hi−1 − hI
i ). (2)

After that, we fuse hI
i ,h

S
i with spatial attention to output hi for i-th block:

hi = hI
i + hI

i · hS
i , (3)

where · denotes the element-wise Hadamard product. With N learnable adapters, we obtain visual
embedding v = hN for subsequent detection. As the visual embedding contains sufficient cross-
domain information, we propose the Visual-guided Textual Adapter (VTA), projecting the visual
embedding to the textual encoder to enhance the discriminability of the detection head. As shown
in Fig. 2(c), the visual-guided textual adapter uses the visual embedding vS ,vT to infer textual
embedding eS , eT on source and target domain, which is utilized for prediction. Overall, the
proposed DA-Ada can inject domain-invariant and domain-specific knowledge into VLM to improve
cross-domain generalization ability.

3.2 Domain-Invariant Adapter (DIA)

The DIA module is proposed to inject the domain-invariant knowledge into the visual encoder. As
shown in Fig. 2(b), it applies a bottleneck to learn multi-scale domain knowledge, and the output
distribution is aligned between domains for extracting domain-invariant knowledge. Specifically, for
the i-th block of the visual encoder, we first forward the input feature hi−1 ∈ Rb×c×h×w to the i-th
DIA and filter domain-irrelevant information with embedding block EI :

hE
i = EI(hi−1). (4)

After that, the embedding hE
i ∈ Rb×c×h×w is helpful for domain representation learning. Low

channel-dimensional features have less information redundancy and are more suitable for domain
adaptation than high-dimensional ones. Following this spirit, the embedding is encouraged to be
down-projected to a low channel-dimensional vector hL

i ∈ Rb×r×h×w to extract domain-invariant
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knowledge and filter redundant information. Formally, a down-projection CD is applied to reduce the
dimension to r:

hL
i = CD(hE

i ). (5)

Considering that the scale of objects varies between domains, we introduce M down-projectors
{CD

i }Mi=1 with different receptive fields, enabling it to capture various spatial features across multiple
scales. Specifically, the embedding hE

i = [hE
i,1,h

E
i,2, ...,h

E
i,M ] is first split up evenly in the channel

dimension. Then, each partition is resized to different resolutions and down-projected. Therefore, the
multi-scale version of Eq. (5) is expressed as:

hL
i = [CD

1 (hE
i,1),C

D
2 (hE

i,2)...,C
D
M (hE

i,M )]. (6)

Furthermore, the low-dimensional knowledge hL
i is encouraged to be mapped back to the original

dimensional feature space and supplemented to the pre-trained features. Typically, we apply the
dimension-raising function CU on hL

i to extract domain-invariant knowledge for the visual encoder.

AI
i (hi−1) = CU (hL

i ), (7)

where AI
i (hi−1) ∈ Rb×c×h×w is output of the i-th DIA, and will be summed with FI

i (hi−1) to attain
domain-invariant feature hI

i in Eq. (2). To ensure DIA learning domain-invariant knowledge, the hI
i

is expected to be well aligned between the two domains. Therefore, N domain discriminator {Di}Ni=1

is attached to each hI
i to calculate adversarial loss Ldia. We will introduce this loss in Sec.3.5.

With the combination of dimensional reduction-increase processes and the constraints of detection
and adversarial loss, the DIA can extract domain-invariant features while reducing redundant features.

3.3 Domain-Specific Adapter (DSA)

Adapted with DIA, the essential general knowledge of the frozen VLM is transferred to domain-
invariant knowledge. However, the knowledge learned only through the DIA is biased towards
the source domain and appears less discriminative on the target domain. Considering the high
generalization of essential general knowledge of the frozen VLM, we attribute this problem to the fact
that the DIA discards some domain-specific knowledge that is highly generalizable on the unlabelled
target domain. Since the difference between the input and output of the block denotes the discarded
feature, the discarded domain-specific knowledge is also hidden in the difference. To this end, we
propose the DSA module to recover domain-specific knowledge from the difference.

After the DIA injects the domain-invariant knowledge into the visual encoder, the domain-specific
knowledge unique to the target domain is discarded by the output hI

i . Therefore, we first obtain the
feature hD

i discarded by the visual encoder block from the difference of the input hi−1 and hI
i :

hD
i = ES(hi−1 − hI

i ), (8)

where ES is similar with the embedding block EI . As domain-specific knowledge is hidden in the
discarded difference hD

i , a bottleneck architecture is employed for adaptive knowledge extraction:

hL′
i = CD ′

(hD
i ), (9)

hS
i = AS

i (hi−1 − hI
i ) = CU ′

(hL′
i), (10)

where CD ′
,CU ′ follow the same configurations as CD,CU to perceive multi-scale domain-specific

knowledge in bottleneck manner.

Generally speaking, domain-invariant knowledge dominates the process of transferring essential
general knowledge of the VLM, while domain-specific knowledge fine-tunes this process based
on the characteristics of each domain. To this end, it is a more reasonable way to adaptively
supplement domain-specific knowledge with the extracted hS

i through pixel-level attention rather
than straightforward addition. Therefore, the injection of the whole DA-Ada is written as Eq. (3).

3.4 Visual-guided Textual Adapter (VTA)

With the domain-aware adapter to inject domain-invariant and domain-specific knowledge, the
extracted visual feature shows rich discriminability, which can also be used to improve detection
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Figure 3: Comparison between (a) DA-Pro and (b) Visual-guided textual adapter.

head. Therefore, we introduce the VTA to exploit the cross-domain information contained in the
visual features to enhance the textual encoder.

In order to fully exploit the domain-invariant and domain-specific knowledge extracted by the DA-
Ada module, we equip two learnable components for VTA: the domain-invariant textual adapter P
(DITA) and the domain-specific textual adapter PS ,PT (DSTA) shown in Fig. 2(c). The DITA is
shared across domains to encode visual domain-invariant knowledge into the input of the textual
encoder, optimized by a domain discriminator DP . The DSTA is tailored to further supplement
domain-specific knowledge for the source domain S and the target domain T . In practice, the
structure of DITA and DSTA is a 3-layer MLP with a hidden dimension of 512, projecting visual
embeddings into 8 tokens for the textual encoder. Formally, the VTA embeds visual information into
the textual embedding,

eSi = T(P(vS),PS(vS), ci); e
T
i = T(P(vT ),PT (vT ), ci), (11)

where vS ,vT , i and ci denote the visual embedding from domain S, T , the i-th class and its textual
description. T denotes the textual encoder. eSi and eTi is the textual-level classifier embedding of i-th
class from the source and target domains, respectively.

Our proposed VTA introduces discriminative visual features into the textual encoder, alleviating
the problem of insufficient adaptation in plain textual tuning. Existing methods [30] only tune
learnable textual descriptions for detection head, as shown in Fig. 3(a). However, textual descrip-
tions are insufficient to describe certain inter-domain differences, e.g., differences in fields of view,
leading to a limited ability to learn cross-domain information. Different from them, VTA analyses
domain-invariant and domain-specific knowledge from visual features, inferring an image-conditional
detection head with high discriminability, as shown in Fig. 3(b).

3.5 Optimization Objective

We aim to insert the DA-Ada into the visual encoder to learn cross-domain information and further
tune the prompt for discriminative textual representation with image conditions. On the one hand, we
introduce domain adversarial loss to the DIA and DITA to guide the learning of domain-invariant
information. Formally, we obtain the output features hI,S

i ,hI,T
i for the source image xs and the

target image xt of each DIA, and minimize the adversarial loss:

Ldia = −
N∑
i=1

[Exs ||Di(h
I,S
i )||22 + Ext ||Di(h

I,T
i )− 1||22]. (12)

And the domain-shared DITA is expected to be aligned between domains:
Ldita = −[Exs ||DP (vS)||22 + Ext ||DP (vT )− 1||22], (13)

where vS ,vT denotes the source and target visual embedding.

On the other hand, we learn task-related domain-specific knowledge in a semi-supervised manner. For
the source image, we calculate the cross-entropy for each visual embedding vS with its annotations
y. For the target vT , we first obtain the prediction via the hand-crafted prompt "A photo of [class]"
and filter out high-confidence pseudo labels y′, then minimize the cross-entropy as well:

Ldet = Lce(v
S × eS , y) + Lce(v

T × eT , y′), (14)

where × denotes Matrix multiplication.

Meanwhile, to decouple domain-invariant and domain-specific knowledge, we maximize the distribu-
tion discrepancy between DIA and DSA.
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Table 1: Comparison (%) with existing methods on Cross-Weather Cityscapes→Foggy Cityscapes (C→F),
Cross-Fov KITTI→Cityscapes (K→C) and Sim-to-Real adaptation SIM10K→Cityscapes (S→C). * denotes
CLIP [48]-based methods.

C→F K→C S→ C

Methods Person Rider Car Truck Bus Train Motor Bicycle mAP mAP mAP

DA-Faster [7] 29.2 40.4 43.4 19.7 38.3 28.5 23.7 32.7 32.0 41.9 38.2
SIGMA++ [36] 46.4 45.1 61.0 32.1 52.2 44.6 34.8 39.9 44.5 49.5 57.7

CIGAR [42] 46.1 47.3 62.1 27.8 56.6 44.3 33.7 41.3 44.9 48.5 58.5
CSDA [16] 46.6 46.3 63.1 28.1 56.3 53.7 33.1 39.1 45.8 48.6 57.8

HT [11] 52.1 55.8 67.5 32.7 55.9 49.1 40.1 50.3 50.4 60.3 65.5
D2-UDA [81] 46.9 53.3 64.5 38.9 61.0 48.5 42.6 54.2 50.6 60.3 58.1

AT [37] 56.3 51.9 64.2 38.5 45.5 55.1 54.3 35.0 50.9 - -
NSA-UDA [80] 50.3 60.1 67.7 37.4 57.4 46.9 47.3 54.3 52.7 55.6 56.3
DA-Pro [30]* 55.4 62.9 70.9 40.3 63.4 54.0 42.3 58.0 55.9 61.4 62.9

DA-Ada(Ours)* 57.8 65.1 71.3 43.1 64.0 58.6 48.8 58.7 58.5 66.7 67.3

Table 2: Comparison (%) with existing methods on Cross-Style adaptation task Pascal VOC→Clipart. * denotes
CLIP [48]-based methods.

Methods A
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mAP

UaDAN [20] 35.0 73.7 41.0 24.4 21.3 69.8 53.5 2.3 34.2 61.2 31.0 29.5 47.9 63.6 62.2 61.3 13.9 7.6 48.6 23.9 40.2
FGRR [4] 30.8 52.1 35.1 32.4 42.2 62.8 42.6 21.4 42.8 58.6 33.5 20.8 37.2 81.4 66.2 50.3 21.5 29.3 58.2 47.0 43.3
UMT [10] 39.6 59.1 32.4 35.0 45.1 61.9 48.4 7.5 46.0 67.6 21.4 29.5 48.2 75.9 70.5 56.7 25.9 28.9 39.4 43.6 44.1

SIGMA [35] 40.1 55.4 37.4 31.1 54.9 54.3 46.6 23.0 44.7 65.6 23.0 22.0 42.8 55.6 67.2 55.2 32.9 40.8 45.0 58.6 44.5
TIA [75] 42.2 66.0 36.9 37.3 43.7 71.8 49.7 18.2 44.9 58.9 18.2 29.1 40.7 87.8 67.4 49.7 27.4 27.8 57.1 50.6 46.3

SIGMA++ [36] 36.3 54.6 40.1 31.6 58.0 60.4 46.2 33.6 44.4 66.2 25.7 25.3 44.4 58.8 64.8 55.4 36.2 38.6 54.1 59.3 46.7
CMT [58] 39.8 56.3 38.7 39.7 60.4 35.0 56.0 7.1 60.1 60.4 35.8 28.1 67.8 84.5 80.1 55.5 20.3 32.8 42.3 38.2 47.0

DA-Ada(Ours)* 42.3 75.1 48.9 45.9 49.0 71.8 55.6 15.4 50.7 56.6 19.9 20.6 61.3 80.7 73.0 29.2 37.5 21.5 52.5 52.9 48.0

Ldec =

N∑
i=1

[Exs,xt
max[0, cos(hI

i ,h
I
i · hS

i )− β]], (15)

where cos(a,b) = |a⊤·b|
||a||22||b||22

is absolute value of cosine distance, β is a threshold.

With the help of domain classifiers, DIA and DITA are encouraged to contain more domain-invariant
knowledge. By minimizing Ldec, the gap between DIA and DSA will be enlarged, which promotes
DSA to extract more domain-specific knowledge. Overall, the optimization objective is:

L = Ldet + λdiaLdia + λditaLdita + λdecLdec + Lreg, (16)

where Lreg is the regression loss, and λdia, λdita, λdec are balance ratios.

4 Experiment

4.1 Datasets and Implementation

We evaluate our method on four benchmarks: Cross-Weather(Cityscapes [9]→Foggy Cityscapes [52]),
Cross-Fov(KITTI [18]→Cityscapes), Sim-to-Real(SIM10k [27]→Cityscapes) and Cross-Style(Pascal
VOC [13]→Clipart [26]). Following [30], we adapt RegionCLIP(ResNet-50 [22]) with Faster-RCNN
architecture as the baseline detector. We detail the datasets and implementation in Sec. 6.1and 6.3 of
the Appendix.

4.2 Comparison to SOTA methods

We present representative state-of-the-art DAOD approaches for comparison, including feature
alignment and semi-supervised learning methods.

Cross-Weather Adaptation Scenario Table 1 (C→F) illustrates that the proposed DA-Ada surpasses
SOTA DA-Pro [30] by a remarkable margin of 2.6%, achieving the highest mAP over eight classes of
58.5%. Compared with existing methods, DA-Ada significantly improves seven categories (i.e. person,
rider, car, truck, bus, train, and bicycle) ranging from 0.4% to 5.3%. The superior performance shows
the remarkable effectiveness of the DA-Ada in the cross-domain generalization ability.
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Table 3: Comparison (%) of domain-aware
adapter with standard adapter.

Adapter Source-only Domain-agnostic Domain-aware
Cross-Weather 50.4 53.8 57.1

Cross-FoV 57.9 63.2 65.8
Sim-to-Real 58.4 62.4 65.3
Cross-Style 38.3 44.0 46.4

Table 4: Ablation studies (%) of domain-aware adapter
on Cross-Weather adaptation.

DIA Ldia DSA Ldec mAP Gains
52.6 -

✓ 53.8 +1.2
✓ ✓ 54.8 +2.2
✓ ✓ ✓ 56.2 +3.6
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 57.1 +4.5

Table 5: Ablation (%) on insertion site of domain-
aware adapter on Cross-Weather adaptation.

Block 1 Block 2 Block 3 Block 4 mAP

✓ 53.6
✓ 54.0

✓ 54.6
✓ 55.1
✓ ✓ 56.9
✓ ✓ ✓ 57.7
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 58.5

Table 6: Ablation (%) on input and injection operation of
domain-aware adapter on Cross-Weather adaptation.

Input of DIA Input of DSA Injection Operation mAP

Fi(hi−1) 52.6
hi−1 hI

i = Fi(hi−1) + Ai(hi−1) 54.8
hi−1 Fi(hi−1) hI

i + hS
i 55.2

hi−1 hi−1 - Fi(hi−1) hI
i + hS

i 56.2
hi−1 hi−1 - hI

i hI
i + hS

i 56.7
hi−1 hi−1 - hI

i Cross-Attention(hI
i , hS

i , hS
i ) 57.0

hi−1 hi−1 - hI
i hI

i + hI
i · hS

i 57.1

Table 7: Ablation (%) on Bottleneck dimension of
domain-aware adapter. * denotes input dimension.

Bottleneck Dimension mAP
DA-Ada 1 DA-Ada 2 DA-Ada 3 DA-Ada 4

16 64 128 256 55.9
32 128 256 512 57.1
48 192 384 768 56.8

64* 256* 512* 1024* 56.6

Table 8: Comparison (%) of VTA with plain textual
tuning methods.

Methods C→F Gains K→C Gains

Hand-crafted Prompt [76] 52.6 - 59.5 -
COOP [78] 53.5 +0.9 60.7 +1.2
DA-Pro [30] 55.1 +2.5 61.4 +1.9
VTA(Ours) 55.8 +3.2 62.9 +3.4

Cross-FOV Adaptation Scenario Table 1 (K→C) indicates a noticeable 5.3% improvement on the
SOTA DA-Pro [30] by the DA-Ada. As K→C adaptation faces more complicated shape confusion
than C→F, it requests higher discriminability of the model. Therefore, the considerable enhancement
validates that the DA-Ada can efficiently learn robust visual encoder.

Sim-to-Real Adaptation Scenario We report the experimental results on SIM10k → Cityscapes
benchmark in Table 1 (S→C). The proposed DA-Ada achieves the best results of 67.3% mAP,
outperforming the previous best entry HT [11] 65.5% with 1.8%. The performance of DA-Ada is
superior in the difficult adaptation task, which further demonstrates that our strategy is robust not
only in appearance but also in more complex semantics adaptation tasks.

Cross-Style Adaptation Scenario Additionally, we assess DA-Ada on the more challenging Cross-
Style adaptation, where the semantic hierarchy has a broader domain gap. DA-Ada peaks with 48.0%,
outperforming all the SOTA methods presented in Table 2, demonstrating that injecting cross-domain
information into the visual encoder could benefit the adaptation. Especially, DA-Ada exceeds all the
compared methods on six categories (aeroplane, bike, bird, boat, bus, and sheep), which verifies the
method is effective under challenging domain shifts and in multi-class problem scenarios.

4.3 Ablation Studies

Standard Adapter vs. Domain-aware Adapter We first compare the performance of the domain-
aware adapter with existing adapters, including source-only adapter and domain-agnostic adapter. As
shown in Table 3, while the domain-agnostic adapter surpasses the source-only version by 3.4% ∼
5.7% on four benchmarks, applying the domain-aware adapter further improves 2.4% ∼ 3.3%
mAP. We further explored the reasons for this advantage, shown in Fig 1(d). Compared with oracle,
the domain-agnostic adapter reaches similar performance on the source domain, but suffers severe
performance drop of 3.7% on the target domain, indicating that it is biased towards the source domain.
While improving the source domain with 0.4%, our method reaches the oracle on the target domain.
The superioir performance indicates the domain-aware adapter not only aligns domain-invariant
knowledge more accurately, but also utilizes domain-specific knowledge to improve the detector’s
discriminative ability on the target domain.

Ablation for Domain-aware Adapter We conduct comprehensive ablation studies on each com-
ponent of the proposed method in Table 4. Only introducing DIA to the backbone attains an mAP
of 53.8%, and optimizing each DIA with an independent discriminator Ldia increases 1.0%. This
indicates that learning domain-invariant adapters transfer task-related source knowledge to the target
domain. Moreover, the DSA boosts the DIA by 1.4% and 2.3% with the help of Ldec, showing that
learning domain-specific knowledge improves the discrimination of the target detection head.
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Table 9: Ablation studies (%) of VTA
on Cross-Weather adaptation.

DITA Ldita DSTA mAP Gains

57.1 -
✓ 57.6 +0.5
✓ ✓ 57.9 +0.8
✓ ✓ ✓ 58.5 +1.4

Table 10: Comparison (%) of computational efficiency on Cross-
Weather adaptation

Method Backbone Param (M) Learnable Param (M) mAP Abs. Gains

DSS [63] 29.812 29.812 40.9 +4.2
CSDA [16] 33.645 33.645 45.3 +6.9

AT [37] 39.225 18.723 50.9 +7.9
DA-Pro [30] 34.834 0.008 55.9 +3.3

DA-Ada(Ours) 36.620 1.794 58.5 +8.0

Insertion Site We explicitly study the insertion site of DA-Ada, as shown in Table 5. When single
adapter is applied, inserting the DA-Ada in the shallow block achieves better performance, e.g.DA-
Ada with block 1 obtain 55.1%, surpassing all other insertion sites with block 2/3/4. And increasing
the number of DA-Ada from 1 to 4 leads to steady improvements of 1.8%, 0.8%, 0.8% respectively.

Input and Injection Operation We analyze different input features and injection operations of
DIA/DSA in Table 6. Directly inserting DIA into the visual encoder and directly adding to the output
of each block attains 2.2% improvement, showing the effectiveness of learning domain-invariant
knowledge. However, there is limited performance gain in sending the output Fi(hi−1) to DSA. It
indicates that domain-specific knowledge is ignored during feature extraction of the visual encoder.
To this end, inputting hi−1 − Fi(hi−1) to DSA receives 56.2%, exhibiting that the DSA can regain
the domain-specific knowledge from the difference. As hI

i = AI
i (hi−1) + Fi(hi−1) is updated to

be domain-invariant, hi−1 - (hI
i ) removes domain-invariant parts and appears to be domain-specific.

Therefore, we forward it to DSA and gain an improvement of 0.5%, demonstrating the efficacy
of learning domain-specific knowledge. Additionally, we substitute cross-attention and pixel-level
attention for the direct addition, and gains highest mAP of 57.0% and 57.1%. It reveals that domain-
specific knowledge describes intra-domain properties and is more suitable for refining the extracted
features. For efficiency, we adopt the simpler pixel-level attention as the fusion function.

Bottleneck Dimension We also conduct an ablation study in Table 7 to explore the optimal bottleneck
dimension of the DA-Ada. As the dimension increases, the performance peaks 57.1% when the
bottleneck dimension is 1/2 of the input and then appears to decline. We conclude that appropriate
dimensional reduction can filter redundant features while extracting task knowledge.

Textual Tuning vs. Visual-guided Textual Adapter We compare the visual-guided textual adapter
against existing methods, as shown in Table 8. Guided by visual conditions, VTA outperforms SOTA
plain textual tuning methods by margins of 0.7% and 1.5% in two scenarios. Notably, VTA excels in
the challenging Cross-FoV adaptation, suggesting that the visual modality effectively supplements
the limitations of the textual encoder in describing domain attributes.

Ablation for Visual-guided Textual Adapter As shown in Table 9, learning DITA attains an mAP of
57.6%, and by introducing an additional adversarial loss, it achieves 57.9%. Moreover, with DSTA
generating prompts for each domain, it exhibits a full adaptation performance of 58.5%. This shows
that embedding image conditions into textual encoder can promote cross-domain detection.

Computational Efficiency As shown in Table 10, employing VLM yields a similar parameter scale
while achieving a peak mAP of 58.5%. This indicates that the superior performance of DA-Ada does
not arise from an increase in parameters. Furthermore, DA-Ada achieves the highest absolute gain of
+8.0% with the training of only 1.794M parameters, demonstrating remarkable efficiency.

4.4 Detection Visualization

In Fig. 4, we present the comparison of the ground truth boxes (a) and the detection boxes of SOTA
DA-Pro [30](c) and our methods (b)(d) on the target domain. (a.1)(b.1)(c.1)(d.1) are zoomed from
the same region of images (a)(b)(c)(d) for a better view. Fig. 4(a.1) presents eight objects in the
cropped region: 6 overlapped cars and a rider with a bicycle. The baseline model only detects two
clear cars in Fig. 4(b.1). Failing to describe domain information, like weather conditions, it misses
other objects hidden in the fog. In Fig. 4(c), the DA-Pro distinguishes the rider and the bicycle and
improves 9.3% mAP with the domain-adaptive prompt. However, it ignores one car on the left of
Fig. 4(c.1), suffering limited generalization ability due to insufficient domain representation learning
in the visual encoder. Our proposed DA-Ada correctly detects the missing car (labelled in green)
in the cropped region Fig. 4(d.1). By injecting cross-domain information into the visual encoder,
the DA-Ada enables the model to detect more confidently on two bicycles (83%, 98%) and one
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Figure 4: Detection comparison on the Cross-Weather adaptation scenario. We visualize the ground
truth (a), the detection boxes of SOTA DA-Pro [30](c) and our methods (b)(d). mAP: mean Average
Precision on the example image

Figure 5: Feature comparison on the Cross-Weather adaptation scenario. We visualize (a) the target
image and the output feature of (b) traditional adapter, (b) domain-invariant adapter (DIA), (c)
domain-specific adapter (DSA) and (d) domain-aware adapter (DA-Ada).

person (91%), compared with DA-Pro’s (79%, 95%) and (89%). These comparison results reveal the
effectiveness of DA-Ada.

4.5 Feature Visualization

In Fig. 5, we visualize the output features of the traditional adapter, the domain-invariant adapter
(DIA), domain-specific adapter (DSA) and the domain-aware adapter (DA-Ada). We sample image
(a) a car and a person in the fog from Foggy Cityscapes. The traditional adapter (b) roughly extracts
the outline of the car. However, affected by target domain attributes, such as fog, background areas
are also highlighted in (b), and the person is not salient. DIA (C) mainly focuses on the object area
and extracts domain-shared task information. DSA (d) mainly focuses on factors related to domain
attributes besides the objects, such as foggy areas. By combining DIA with DSA, DA-Ada (e) extracts
the car and person while reducing the interference of fog in the background. Compared with (b),
objects are more salient in (e), indicating the effectiveness of DA-Ada.

5 Conclusion
In this paper, we propose a novel Domain-Aware Adapter (DA-Ada) for DAOD. As a small learnable
attachment, it transfers highly generalized knowledge the visual-language model provides to cross-
domain information for DAOD. Precisely, it consists of a Domain-Invariant Adapter (DIA) for
learning domain-invariant knowledge and a Domain-Specific Adapter (DSA) for recovering the
domain-specific knowledge from information discarded by the visual encoder. Extensive experiments
over multiple DAOD tasks validate the effectiveness of DA-Ada in inferring a discriminative detector.
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6 Appendix

6.1 Datasets

Cross-Weather Cityscapes [9] contains diverse street scenes captured by a mobile camera in daylight.
The regular partition consists of 2,975 training and 500 validation images annotated with eight classes.
Foggy Cityscapes [52] simulates three distinct densities of fog on Cityscapes, containing 8,925
training images and 1,500 validation images. A standard configuration for cross-weather adaptation
is to take the training set of Cityscapes as the source domain and the training set of foggy Cityscapes
as the target domain, evaluating cross-weather adaptation performance on the 1500-sized validation
set in all eight categories.

Cross-FoV KITTI [18] is a crucial dataset for self-driving that includes 7,481 photos annotated with
cars. Collected by driving in rural areas and on highways, it provides data with a different Field of
View (FoV). To fairly compare with other methods, we migrate KITTI to Cityscapes solely on the car
category.

Sim-to-Real The synthetic dataset SIM10k [27] has 10,000 photos from the Grand Theft Auto V
video game with labelled bounding boxes in the class car. We follow existing works to perform this
sim-to-real adaptation and report the performance on the class car.

Cross-Style Pascal VOC [13] is a widely-used real-world dataset containing 2007 and 2012 subsets,
annotated with 20 classes. Clipart [26] is collected from the website with 1000 comical images,
providing bounding box annotations with same classes as Pascal VOC. Following the mainstream
splitting, we use Pascal VOC 2007 and 2012 train-val split with a total of 16,551 images as the source
domain and all Clipart images as the target domain.

6.2 Implementation Details

Following [30], we adapt RegionCLIP(ResNet-50 [22]) with a domain classifier [7] as the baseline.
We use the Faster-RCNN [50] as the detector with the default configurations. Following [7], one
batch of source images with ground truth and one batch of target domain images are forwarded to
the proposed DA-Ada in each iteration to calculate the detection, adversarial and decoupling loss.
The hyperparameter λdia, λdita, λdec is set to 0.1, 1.0 and 0.1, respectively. We set the batch size of
each domain to 8 and use the SGD optimizer with a warm-up learning rate. Mean Average Precision
(mAP) with a threshold of 0.5 is taken as the evaluation metric. All experiments are deployed on 8
Tesla V100 GPUs.

6.3 Comparison to SOTA methods

We present representative state-of-the-art DAOD approaches for comparison, including feature
alignment and semi-supervised learning methods.

Cross-Weather Adaptation Scenario Table 11 (C→F) illustrates that the proposed DA-Ada sur-
passes SOTA DA-Pro [30] by a remarkable margin of 2.6%, achieving the highest mAP over eight
classes of 58.5%. Compared with existing methods, our method significantly improves seven cate-
gories (i.e. person, rider, car, truck, bus, train, and bicycle) ranging from 0.4% to 5.3%. Compared
with the SOTA decoupling method D2-UDA [81], the DA-Ada attains an improvement of 7.9%
and promotes 3.0 ∼ 10.9% on all categories. The superior performance shows modifying domain-
invariant knowledge with domain-specific knowledge could enhance the discriminative capability on
the target domain.

Cross-FOV Adaptation Scenario Table 11 (K→C) indicates a noticeable 5.3% improvement on
SOTA DA-Pro [30] by the DA-Ada, reaching an astounding peak of 66.7% mAP. As K→C adaptation
faces more complicated shape confusion than C→F, it requests higher discriminability of the model.
Therefore, the considerable enhancement validates that the proposed method can efficiently improve
the discriminability of the visual encoder in new scenarios.

Sim-to-Real Adaptation Scenario We report the experimental results on SIM10k → Cityscapes
benchmark in Table 11 (S→C). The proposed DA-Ada achieves the best results of 67.3% mAP,
outperforming the previous best entry HT [11] 65.5% with 1.8%. The performance of DA-Ada is
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Table 11: Comparison (%) with existing methods on Cross-Weather adaptation Cityscapes→Foggy
Cityscapes (C→F), Cross-Fov adaptation KITTI→Cityscapes (K→C) and Sim-to-Real adaptation
SIM10K→Cityscapes (S→C).

C→F K→C S→ C

Methods Person Rider Car Truck Bus Train Motor Bicycle mAP mAP mAP

DA-Faster [7] 29.2 40.4 43.4 19.7 38.3 28.5 23.7 32.7 32.0 41.9 38.2
VDD [66] 33.4 44.0 51.7 33.9 52.0 34.7 34.2 36.8 40.0 - -
DSS [63] 42.9 51.2 53.6 33.6 49.2 18.9 36.2 41.8 40.9 42.7 44.5

MeGA [60] 37.7 49.0 52.4 25.4 49.2 46.9 34.5 39.0 41.8 43.0 44.8
SCAN [34] 41.7 43.9 57.3 28.7 48.6 48.7 31.0 37.3 42.1 45.8 52.6

TIA [75] 52.1 38.1 49.7 37.7 34.8 46.3 48.6 31.1 42.3 44.0 -
DDF [40] 37.6 45.5 56.1 30.7 50.4 47.0 31.1 39.8 42.3 46.0 44.3

SIGMA [35] 44.0 43.9 60.3 31.6 50.4 51.5 31.7 40.6 44.2 45.8 53.7
SIGMA++ [36] 46.4 45.1 61.0 32.1 52.2 44.6 34.8 39.9 44.5 49.5 57.7

CIGAR [42] 46.1 47.3 62.1 27.8 56.6 44.3 33.7 41.3 44.9 48.5 58.5
SAD [79] 38.3 47.2 58.8 34.9 57.7 48.3 35.7 42.0 45.2 - 49.2

OADA [72] 47.8 46.5 62.9 32.1 48.5 50.9 34.3 39.8 45.4 47.8 59.2
CSDA [16] 46.6 46.3 63.1 28.1 56.3 53.7 33.1 39.1 45.8 48.6 57.8

HT [11] 52.1 55.8 67.5 32.7 55.9 49.1 40.1 50.3 50.4 60.3 65.5
D2-UDA [81] 46.9 53.3 64.5 38.9 61.0 48.5 42.6 54.2 50.6 60.3 58.1

AT [37] 56.3 51.9 64.2 38.5 45.5 55.1 54.3 35.0 50.9 - -
NSA-UDA [80] 50.3 60.1 67.7 37.4 57.4 46.9 47.3 54.3 52.7 55.6 56.3

DA-Pro [30] 55.4 62.9 70.9 40.3 63.4 54.0 42.3 58.0 55.9 61.4 62.9

DA-Ada(Ours) 57.8 65.1 71.3 43.1 64.0 58.6 48.8 58.7 58.5(±0.2) 66.7(±0.3) 67.3(±0.2)

Table 12: Comparison (%) with existing methods on Cross-Style adaptation task Pascal VOC→Clipart
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UaDAN [20] 35.0 73.7 41.0 24.4 21.3 69.8 53.5 2.3 34.2 61.2 31.0 29.5 47.9 63.6 62.2 61.3 13.9 7.6 48.6 23.9 40.2
TFD [61] 27.9 64.8 28.4 29.5 25.7 64.2 47.7 13.5 47.5 50.9 50.8 21.3 33.9 60.2 65.6 42.5 15.1 40.5 45.5 48.6 41.2
DBGL [3] 28.5 52.3 34.3 32.8 38.6 66.4 38.2 25.3 39.9 47.4 23.9 17.9 38.9 78.3 61.2 51.7 26.2 28.9 56.8 44.5 41.6
IIPD [65] 41.5 52.7 34.5 28.1 43.7 58.5 41.8 15.3 40.1 54.4 26.7 28.5 37.7 75.4 63.7 48.7 16.5 30.8 54.5 48.7 42.1
FGRR [4] 30.8 52.1 35.1 32.4 42.2 62.8 42.6 21.4 42.8 58.6 33.5 20.8 37.2 81.4 66.2 50.3 21.5 29.3 58.2 47.0 43.3
UMT [10] 39.6 59.1 32.4 35.0 45.1 61.9 48.4 7.5 46.0 67.6 21.4 29.5 48.2 75.9 70.5 56.7 25.9 28.9 39.4 43.6 44.1

SIGMA [35] 40.1 55.4 37.4 31.1 54.9 54.3 46.6 23.0 44.7 65.6 23.0 22.0 42.8 55.6 67.2 55.2 32.9 40.8 45.0 58.6 44.5
ATMT [33] 37.5 63.4 37.9 29.8 45.1 62.7 41.2 19.5 43.7 57.4 22.9 25.3 39.6 87.1 70.9 50.6 29.1 32.2 58.4 50.5 45.2
CIGAR [42] 35.2 55.0 39.2 30.7 60.1 58.1 46.9 31.8 47.0 61.0 21.8 26.7 44.6 52.4 68.5 54.4 31.3 38.8 56.5 63.5 46.2

TIA [75] 42.2 66.0 36.9 37.3 43.7 71.8 49.7 18.2 44.9 58.9 18.2 29.1 40.7 87.8 67.4 49.7 27.4 27.8 57.1 50.6 46.3
SIGMA++ [36] 36.3 54.6 40.1 31.6 58.0 60.4 46.2 33.6 44.4 66.2 25.7 25.3 44.4 58.8 64.8 55.4 36.2 38.6 54.1 59.3 46.7

CMT [58] 39.8 56.3 38.7 39.7 60.4 35.0 56.0 7.1 60.1 60.4 35.8 28.1 67.8 84.5 80.1 55.5 20.3 32.8 42.3 38.2 47.0

DA-Ada(Ours) 42.3 75.1 48.9 45.9 49.0 71.8 55.6 15.4 50.7 56.6 19.9 20.6 61.3 80.7 73.0 29.2 37.5 21.5 52.5 52.9 48.0(±0.1)

superior in the difficult adaptation task, which further demonstrates that our strategy is robust not
only in appearance but also in more complex semantics adaptation tasks.

Cross-Style Adaptation Scenario Additionally, we assess DA-Ada on the more challenging Cross-
Style adaptation, where the semantic hierarchy has a broader domain gap. DA-Ada peaks with
48.0%, outperforming all the SOTA methods presented in Table 12. It demonstrates that injecting
cross-domain information into the visual encoder could benefit the adaptation. Especially, DA-Ada
exceeds all the compared methods on six categories (aeroplane, bike, bird, boat, bus, and sheep),
which verifies the method is effective under challenging domain shifts and in multi-class problem
scenarios.

6.4 Sensitivity on Ldia

Table 13: Sensitivity to hyper-parameters of initialization of λdia.
Cityscapes→ FoggyCityscapes

λdia 0.01 0.05 0.1 0.5 1.0 10.0

mAP 57.1 57.8 58.5 58.1 58.0 53.4

To select hyper-parameters for the adversarial loss in DIA, we perform experiments of dif-
ferent choices of the weight value λdia. We conduct the experiment on DA-Ada on

16



Cityscapes→FoggyCityscapes adaptation scenarios, as shown in Table 13. Initialized with 0.01, the
DIA suffers from insufficient learning of domain-invariant knowledge, only attaining 57.1% mAP.
When initialized with 0.05 ∼ 1.0, the performance of DA-Ada is similar and achieves the best of
58.5% with λdia = 1.0. Increasing the λdia to 10.0 sufferers significant performance degradation.
We attribute this to the model focusing too much on alignment rather than detection.

6.5 Sensitivity on λdita

Table 14: Sensitivity to hyper-parameters of initialization of Ldita.
Cityscapes→ FoggyCityscapes

λdita 0.1 0.5 1.0 5.0 10.0

mAP 58.1 58.2 58.5 57.9 56.9

We also explicitly study the sensitivity of weight value λdita for the adversarial loss in visual-guided
domain prompt, as shown in Table 14. As the weight value increases, the performance peaks with
λdita = 1.0 and then appears to decline. Since the hand-crafted token "A photo of [CLASS]" provides
a solid prior, the learnable prompt is better initialized in the early stages of training. Therefore, the
proposed model is more robust to the λdita compared to λdia.

6.6 Sensitivity on λdec

Table 15: Sensitivity to hyper-parameters of initialization of Ldec.
Cityscapes→ FoggyCityscapes

λdec 0.01 0.05 0.1 0.5 1.0

mAP 57.5 57.9 58.5 58.3 58.4

We also evaluate the sensitivity of weight value λdec for the decouple loss between DIA and DSA, as
shown in Table 15. As the weight value increases, the performance rises rapidly until λdec = 1.0 and
then declines smoothly. Ldec decouples domain-invariant and domain-specific knowledge by driving
DIA to be orthogonal to the features extracted by DSA. Therefore, applying the decoupling loss with
the same scale as the adversarial loss can optimize the goal relatively stably.

6.7 Ablation for Multi-scale Down-projector CD

Table 16: Ablation for Different Resolution in Multi-scale Down-projector CD.
Cityscapes→ FoggyCityscapes

Resolutions
mAP

1 1
2

1
4

1
8

1
16

✓ 57.6
✓ ✓ 57.8
✓ ✓ ✓ 58.3
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 58.5
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 58.2

Table 16 shows the impact of the different resolutions in multi-scale down-projector CD. The
results indicate that while introducing various resolutions contributes to modeling multi-scale domain
knowledge, inappropriate receptive fields may harm feature extraction performance. Concretely,
we observed that the mAP on the target domain (Foggy Cityscapes) peaks when the number of
down-projectors M is set to 4, and the scaling ratios are {1, 1

2 ,
1
4 ,

1
8}, respectively. And further

applying 1
16 to CD results in slightly performance degradation. These experiments suggest that
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applying a single convolution or introducing excessive distinct resolutions is unsuitable for learning
domain knowledge, and the choice of resolution requires consideration of the difference in scale
between the source and target domains.

6.8 Image or Instance-level Visual-guided Textual Adapter?

We explore whether to apply the visual-guided textual adapter at the image or instance levels. In
DITA and DSTA, we replace the proposal embedding with the entire image as visual input, and it
achieves 57.8%, suffering a performance drop of 0.7%. This indicates that instance-level alignment
avoids the influence of background on learning domain knowledge in the foreground.

6.9 Evaluation on multiple Baselines

Table 17: Results of multiple Baselines on C→F adaptation.
Baseline w/o DA-Ada with DA-Ada Gains

DSS 40.9 48.1 +7.2
CLIP+Faster-RCNN 42.8 52.6 +9.8

To properly evaluate the method, we introduce Da-Ada to two weaker baselines in 17. We inject DA-
Ada into DSS and attain 7.2% improvement on mAP, showing great efficiency in feature-alignment
methods. For further validation, we first adapt the classification model CLIP to Faster-RCNN to build
a vanilla VLM detector with 42.8% mAP. Then we freeze the backbone and attach DA-Ada to the
detector, achieving 52.6% mAP with an improvement of 9.8%. Experiments show that even with
weak baselines, the proposed DA-Ada shows competitiveness to SOTA methods.

6.10 Performance and Computational Overhead

Table 18: Comparison on performance and computational overhead on C→F adaptation.
Method mAP Inference time(s)/iter Training time(s)/iter Total iter Mem usg.(MB)

Global Fine-tune 53.6 0.40 2.67 25000 12977
DA-Pro 54.6 0.40 1.47 1000 4034
DA-Ada 58.5 0.42 1.61 2500 6046

To verify the effectiveness of DA-Ada, we compare the performance and computational overhead
with global fine-tune and DA-Pro on C→F adaptation. We initial the three methods with the same
VLM backbone. Global fine-tuning has the largest time and memory overhead but only achieves the
lowest performance, indicating the limitations of traditional DAOD methods in optimizing VLM.
Compared with global fine-tuning, DA-Pro significantly reduces time and memory overhead while
improving performance. Furthermore, DA-Ada significantly improves mAP with 4.9% while only
using 6% of the time and 47% of the memory, showing great efficiency in adapting cross-domain
information to VLM.

6.11 Failure Cases

We provide some examples of failure cases on the Cross-Weather adaptation scenario in Fig 6. We
visualize the ground truth (a)(b) and the detection boxes of DA-Ada (c)(d). In (c.1), DA-Ada misses
the car with its headlights on in the fog. Since the source data Cityscapes is collected on sunny days,
few cars turned on their lights in the training set. Therefore, DA-Ada missed such out-of-distribution
data. In (d.1), DA-Ada misses the bicycle and person blocked by other foreground objects. Since
occlusion causes great damage to semantics, this type of missed detection is widely seen in object
detection methods.

6.12 Limitation

Though effective, the proposed DA-Ada is specially designed for the domain adaptive object detection
task, where a labelled source domain and a unlabelled target domain are needed. Currently, the

18



Figure 6: Examples of failure cases on the Cross-Weather adaptation scenario. We visualize the
ground truth (a)(b) and the detection boxes of DA-Ada (c)(d). (a.1)(b.1)(c.1)(d.1) are zoomed from
corresponding region for better view.

method cannot deal with the setting of multiple source domains or no target domain. We plan to
resolve these problems in our future research.
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