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Abstract

As demand grows for complex tasks and high-performance
applications in edge computing, the deployment of large
models in federated learning has become increasingly ur-
gent, given their superior representational power and gen-
eralization capabilities. However, the resource constraints
and heterogeneity among clients present significant chal-
lenges to this deployment. To tackle these challenges, we
introduce HeteroTune, an innovative fine-tuning frame-
work tailored for model-heterogeneity federated learning
(MHFL). In particular, we propose a novel parameter-
efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) structure, called FedAdapter,
which employs a multi-branch cross-model aggregator to
enable efficient knowledge aggregation across diverse mod-
els. Benefiting from the lightweight FedAdapter, our ap-
proach significantly reduces both the computational and
communication overhead. Finally, our approach is simple
yet effective, making it applicable to a wide range of large
model fine-tuning tasks. Extensive experiments on computer
vision (CV) and natural language processing (NLP) tasks
demonstrate that our method achieves state-of-the-art re-
sults, seamlessly integrating efficiency and performance.

1. Introduction
In the era of big data, the increasing volume and com-
plexity of data have driven the development of large-scale
deep learning models [41]. Particularly, represented by pre-
trained Transformers [29], large models have achieved re-
markable progress in computer vision (CV), natural lan-
guage processing (NLP), and other fields. These models
have achieved outstanding performance in transfer learning
across a variety of downstream tasks, demonstrating strong
generalization abilities [3, 22]. However, in edge computing
[2, 25], such as the Internet of Things (IoT), large-scale data
transmission and data privacy concerns pose challenges to
the deployment of large models.

Federated Learning (FL) [20] has emerged as a promis-
ing solution to these challenges. It offers significant ad-
vantages in efficient communication and privacy protec-
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Figure 1. HeteroTune over heterogeneous devices.

tion by enabling decentralized model training without the
need to share sensitive data. Despite these advantages,
the conflict between the high-performance computing de-
mands of large models and the resource-constrained, het-
erogeneous nature of edge computing still needs to be ad-
dressed [21, 35]. On one hand, resource-constrained clients
struggle to handle the computation and transmission of
gradients for parameter-intensive large models. On the
other hand, the varying capabilities of client devices in-
troduce another layer of complexity, as more powerful de-
vices can handle larger models, while less capable devices
struggle to participate effectively in the training process
[18]. To address these challenges, an integrated approach
that combines parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) [11,
12] techniques with model-heterogeneity federated learn-
ing (MHFL) presents a promising solution. The advantage
of PEFT techniques in significantly reducing the computa-
tional overhead of finetuning large models can alleviate the
challenges posed by resource constraints on edge devices.
Furthermore, MHFL enables the deployment of models that
are appropriately scaled to match the varying resources of
different devices. This ensures that each device, regard-
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less of its computational capacity, can effectively contribute
to the overall model training process, leading to improved
model performance and efficiency.

Some existing works have already provided valuable in-
sights for the deployment of large models in FL [9, 36]. For
example, some studies have made basic integrations of Fe-
dAvg and PEFT techniques [1, 19], reducing computational
and communication overhead by training and transmitting
lightweight modules. Additionally, some works have ex-
plored heterogeneous model aggregation in FL [6, 15],
achieved through knowledge distillation or direct averag-
ing of selected parameters between different models. While
existing studies have made significant strides in exploring
PEFT for FL and MHFL, most methods are either limited to
homogeneous model settings or fail to consider the compu-
tational and communication efficiency needed for deploying
large models in FL. Overall, efficiently enabling federated
learning with large models, as well as aggregating hetero-
geneous large models, remains a significant challenge.

In this paper, we introduce HeteroTune to enable effi-
cient training of large models and facilitate effective aggre-
gation of heterogeneous models, as shown in Figure 1. Our
proposed FedAdapter structure comprises two components,
the local-adapter and share-adapter, which serve to preserve
local knowledge and facilitate knowledge sharing, respec-
tively, thereby enabling the aggregation of heterogeneous
models. Additionally, we introduce a multi-branch cross-
model aggregation module that effectively integrates local
adapters with shared adapters. Leveraging the benefits of
multi-branch architectures, each client’s local training pro-
cess not only updates its own model parameters with lo-
cal data but also allows it to gain knowledge from different
models through the share-adapters. Finally, to enhance the
generalization ability and cross-domain knowledge transfer
capabilities, we employ model regularization techniques. In
a word, our framework demonstrates significant advantages
in two key aspects. On one hand, both the training and com-
munication processes involve only the lightweight adapter
module, while the majority of parameters remain frozen, en-
suring maximal system efficiency. On the other hand, with
the novel aggregation strategy for heterogeneous models,
our approach enables each client to fully leverage its own
capabilities and significantly enhancing the model’s perfor-
mance. Our main contributions are as follows:
• We propose a novel federated learning framework that

supports efficient fine-tuning of pre-trained models and
aggregation of heterogeneous models, facilitating the ap-
plication of large models in edge computing scenarios.

• We enhance the adapter module and design a cross-model
aggregator that improves training and communication ef-
ficiency while enabling knowledge sharing across differ-
ent models. Our method is also highly generalizable,
making it applicable to a wide range of fine-tuning tasks.

• We conduct extensive experiments in federated learning
scenarios to demonstrate the effectiveness of our method,
including multiple datasets from both CV and NLP tasks.

2. Related Work
2.1. PEFT for Federated Learning

With the rapid development of large models, PEFT tech-
niques are receiving increasing attention from researchers.
To reduce communication overhead and computational re-
sources, some existing work has explored the application
of PEFT in FL. Some works [5, 16, 19] achieve fine-tuning
of the CLIP [24] model by adjusting and communicating a
limited number of learnable parameters. Yang et al. [39]
explores the fine-tuning of diffusion [10] models for gen-
erative tasks in FL. On the other hand, some studies have
expanded the applications of PEFT to endow lightweight
modules with knowledge extraction and injection capabili-
ties, enabling more diverse functionalities. Wu et al. [37]
achieves knowledge decoupling and extraction in person-
alized federated learning through low-rank decomposition
of parameters. FedDAT [4] employes an adapter strat-
egy to implement PEFT for multimodal foundation models
while addressing the challenges posed by data heterogene-
ity. Overall, PEFT has become highly popular in federated
learning, not only due to its efficiency but also because of
the potential it demonstrates in terms of performance.

2.2. Model-Heterogeneity Federated Learning

In recent years, to address the challenges faced by FL in
real-world deployments, increasing attention has been di-
rected toward MHFL. HeteroFL [6] is a pioneer in explor-
ing MHFL, achieving the aggregation of models of different
sizes into a global model by aggregating the overlapping pa-
rameters. Subsequently, InclusiveFL [18] addresses the pa-
rameter mismatch issue in HeteroFL by reducing the num-
ber of model layers to obtain local models, and proposes
an layer-wise aggregation strategy. ScaleFL [13] adaptively
scales down the deep neural network model along width and
depth dimensions by leveraging early exits to find the best-
fit models for heterogeneous clients. MH-pFLID [38] pro-
poses a lightweight messenger model as a carrier of knowl-
edge and designs a novel communication strategy for in-
teraction between the messenger model and local models.
pFedLoRA [40] design a homogeneous small adapter to fa-
cilitate federated client’s heterogeneous local model train-
ing, based on LoRA tuning. This work shares some simi-
larities with ours, but the key difference is our fundamen-
tally distinct goals: pFedLoRA aims for personalized feder-
ated learning, while our focus is on training a unified global
model. Unlike pFedLoRA’s simple averaging of low-rank
matrices, our method demonstrates clear performance ad-
vantages thanks to the inherent benefits of the adapter and
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Figure 2. Illustration of HeteroTune: we insert the FedAdapter module into each block of the model to enable efficient training and
communication, and to support MHFL. During aggregation, local-adapters undergo grouped homogeneous aggregation, while all share-
adapters of the corresponding block are aggregated to facilitate knowledge sharing.

our innovative improvements. In addition, some studies
have leveraged knowledge distillation frameworks to enable
the aggregation of heterogeneous models [15, 17, 32]. How-
ever, these methods introduce significant additional compu-
tational overhead and are limited by the reliance on public
datasets, which restricts their applicability in deployments.

2.3. Discussion

We would like to highlight our advantages compared to re-
lated works: (1) The starting point of our work is both novel
and highly practical, as it addresses two key challenges
in deploying large models in real-world environments: re-
source constraints and resource heterogeneity. (2) Our ap-
proach fully leverages the advantages of pre-trained models
in transfer learning and designs the novel FedAdapter archi-
tecture that unifies the PEFT and MHFL techniques, pro-
viding a comprehensive and efficient FL system solution.
(3) Our approach is generalizable and compatible, making
it applicable to a wide range of fine-tuning tasks.

3. Method
3.1. Problem Setup

Consider a federated learning system of K clients, each
client trains a local model wk using its private dataset
Dk = {(xi

k, y
i
k)}

Nk
i=1, where Nk denotes the size of the kth

local dataset, and (xi
k, y

i
k) represents the inputs and labels,

respectively. Typically, after E epochs of local training, all
clients send the gradients of their local model updates to the
central server. Subsequently, the global model w is obtained
through aggregation by the central server. And our objective
is to develop a global model with generalized performance,
which can be formulated as follows:

min
w

f(w) =

K∑
k=1

|Dk|
D

fk(w), (1)

where |Dk| and D represent the size of the private dataset of
the kth client and the total size of all private datasets across
all clients, respectively. In Equation 1, fk(w) is the kth

client’s local loss function, measuring the local empirical
risk over its dataset:

fk(w) =
1

|Dk|

|Dk|∑
i=1

L(w;xi, yi), (2)

where (xi, yi) is the training sample, L(w;xi, yi) is the loss
function measuring the difference between the predicted
values and the ground truth labels.

Model heterogeneity is a crucial characteristic of our
work. In our framework, the computational and commu-
nication capabilities of each client are heterogeneous. To
address this issue, our core idea is to assign models of dif-
ferent sizes to clients with different computing capabilities,
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Figure 3. Workflow of FedAdapter: The local-adapter performs
down- and up-projection for coarse-grained model adjustments,
while the share-adapter carries cross-model complementary in-
formation. The multi-branch cross-model aggregator enables the
share-adapter to facilitate knowledge sharing across models.

bigger models for strong clients and smaller models for
weak clients. Currently, many models come with multiple
variants, offering different model sizes and architectures to
meet various requirements and application scenarios. These
variants modify the model’s depth, width, or both, as seen in
popular models like ViT [27], GPT [23], and LLaMA [28]
series. Our method takes both of these factors into account,
which is often overlooked in many existing studies. This
approach enables us to maximize the preservation of the
model’s expressive and generalization capabilities, which is
central to our proposed MHFL scheme.

3.2. HeteroTune

An overview of HeteroTune is shown in Figure 2. Assum-
ing that all clients can be divided into M disjoint groups
based on the type of their local models, in other words,
there are M different model sizes in the entire FL system.
To reduce training and communication overhead, we in-
sert FedAdapter into each block to enable fine-tuning of the
large model. After local training, each client only transfers
the adapter to the central server for aggregation. During
aggregation, heterogeneous local-adapters are grouped for
aggregation, while share-adapters are aggregated together
to facilitate knowledge sharing. For the detailed process of
the entire algorithm, please refer to Algorithm 1.

Architecture of FedAdapter. An adapter typically in-
tegrates a down-projection matrix, an up-projection matrix,
and an intermediate nonlinear activation operation within
the original model. This structure provides a lightweight ap-
proach to incorporating new features and knowledge while
keeping most of the model parameters frozen, enabling ef-
ficient fine-tuning and adaptive extension. For an input
x ∈ Rn×m, the adapters are integrated with a residual con-

Algorithm 1 Framework of HeteroTune

Initialization: Based on the clients’ capabilities, initialize
M types of models {w1, w2...wM} for K clients .

ClientUpdate
1: Receiving {Ai

loc, Asha} from server to initialize local
model wi

2: Aloc, Asha ← localtrain(wi)
3: Send {Aloc, Asha} to server

ServerUpdate
4: for round r = 1 to R do
5: for client k = 1 to K in parallel do
6: ▶ Receive adapters from clients
7: Aloc k, Asha k ← ClientUpdate(k)
8: end for
9: // Homogeneous aggregation

10: ▶ Grouped aggregation of local-adapters
11: for model type i in {1, 2...M} do
12: Ai

loc ← FedAvg({Aloc k|Aloc k ∈ wi, k ∈ {1, 2...K}})
13: end for
14: // Knowledge sharing
15: ▶ Aggregation of all share-adapters
16: Asha ← FedAvg({Asha k|k ∈ {1, 2...K}})
17: // Update models
18: Update wi using pair {Ai

loc, Asha}
19: end for

nection, resulting in the final transformation:

x→ x+ h(xA)B, (3)

where h(·) is a nonlinear activation function, and A ∈
Rm×r and B ∈ Rr×m represent the up-projection matrix
and down-projection matrix, respectively.

To enable heterogeneous model aggregation, we improve
the original adapter structure and propose FedAdapter,
which consists of the local-adapter and share-adapter.
Specifically, the local-adapter is customized for each model,
serving a similar function to the original adapter in making
coarse-grained adjustments to the model. We use W d

loc ∈
Rm×r and Wu

loc ∈ Rr×mto represent the down-projection
and up-projection matrices of the local-adapter, respec-
tively. The local-adapter aggregates only within homoge-
neous models, while the share-adapter facilitates knowl-
edge sharing across heterogeneous models to further en-
hance the model’s expressiveness and generalization. To
facilitate aggregation, we project the local-adapters of all
models to the same dimension, and set the parameter matrix
of the share-adapter to be square. We use Ws d ∈ Rr×rand
Ws u ∈ Rr×r to represent the two parameter matrices in
the share-adapter, which are close to W d

loc and Wu
loc, re-

spectively. As shown by the grid-patterned square matrices
in Figure 3, the share-adapter is positioned adjacent to the
nonlinear activation at both ends.
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Subspace Tuning. From the perspective of parameter
matrices, the adapter matrix ∆W introduces an expanded
subspace and combines the basis of this subspace with that
of the original weight matrix W , expanding into a new
space. The optimal matrix W ∗ exists within the subspace
spanned by W +∆W , denoted as span(W +∆W ). In our
method, the expanded subspace consists of two parts, as il-
lustration in Figure 4. One part is the local-adapter,denoted
as ∆Wloc, which is primarily responsible for fine-tuning
specific models and participates in grouped homogeneous
aggregation. The other part is share-adapter as a knowledge
carrier, integrating subspaces from different models to fa-
cilitate cross-model knowledge sharing. We use ∆W i

locto
represent the weight matrix of the share-adapter for the ith

model. The share-adapters of the M models jointly adjust
the weight matrix M towards the optimal direction W ∗,
which can be formulated as:

W ∗ = W +∆Wloc +

M∑
i=1

∆W i
sha (4)

Training Process. The workflow of the multi-branch
designed FedAdapter is shown in Figure 3. Each branch
can capture the feature patterns of different models, en-
abling flexible feature sharing and complementarity. Dur-
ing training, the local-adapter and the share-adapter corre-
sponding to its own model are trainable, while the other
M − 1 shared-adapters corresponding to different models
are frozen. Additionally, we add a learnable parameter to
each share-adapter branch in the cross-model aggregator.
Combined with the learnable parameters, which allow for
adaptive parameter optimization, our design effectively in-

local-adapter share-adapter

Training :

Interface :

Figure 5. Unlike the structure used in training, the weight matrices
of the local-adapter and share-adapter are fused during inference.

tegrates information from multiple source models, ensuring
enhanced performance and generalization capability of the
global model. Therefore, based on Equation 3, the transfor-
mation of FedAdapter becomes:

x→ x+ h(xW d
loc

∑
W i

s d)
∑

W i
s uW

u
loc. (5)

Interface Process. During inference, we fuse the weight
matrices of the local-adapter and share-adapter within
FedAdapter. Although the local-adapter and share-adapter
are separated during training, we can fuse the linear opera-
tion matrices during inference to obtain a simplified expres-
sion, as illustrated in Figure 5. Thus, we can easily derive
the simplified formula:

A′ = W d
loc

∑
W i

s d, B
′ =

∑
W i

s uW
u
loc,

x→ x+ h(xA′)B′.
(6)

This fusion is mathematically equivalent to the original
structure used during training, allowing for a further reduc-
tion in parameter count and ensuring efficiency.

Regularization. Given the share-adapter’s role in cross-
model knowledge sharing, applying regularization to this
component is particularly advantageous. Regularization en-
hances the consistency and generalization of shared param-
eters, promoting robust aggregation across heterogeneous
models. By constraining the share-adapter, we prevent
overfitting to specific model characteristics, ensuring that
the shared knowledge remains stable and broadly applica-
ble. This approach not only improves the stability of cross-
model aggregation but also enhances the share-adapter’s ca-
pacity to capture generalizable features, effectively balanc-
ing global generalization with the adaptability required in
model-heterogeneity federated learning.

3.3. Analysis

In this section, we analyze HeteroTune in terms of several
key factors in FL, including computational and communi-



cation overhead, privacy protection, and performance.
Computational and communication overhead. Dur-

ing the training process, we freeze the majority of the
network’s weights, leaving only the parameters within
the FedAdapter trainable, which include the local-adapter,
the corresponding share-adapter, and M scalar parame-
ters. During the aggregation process, we maintain the ef-
ficiency of the algorithm without introducing additional
computational overhead from operations such as knowledge
distillation. Overall, our algorithm is highly efficient in
terms of computational overhead. Furthermore, in terms of
communication, each client and server only transmits the
lightweight FedAdapter module. Compared to sending the
entire local model (like in FedAvg), this approach signifi-
cantly reduces communication costs.

Privacy protection. Only the lightweight adapter mod-
ule is transmitted between the client and the server, while
local data remains undisclosed. Therefore, HeteroTune pro-
vides strong privacy protection.

Performance. We claim that HeteroTune has an ad-
vantage in performance. Firstly, thanks to the learnable
parameters designed within the multi-branch structure, we
ensure that the model’s worst performance is equivalent to
that of model-homogeneous federated learning, namely Fe-
dAvg. Secondly, in FedAdapter, we map the general fea-
tures extracted by the pre-trained large model into a unified
feature space, thereby achieving the aggregation of hetero-
geneous information. Thus, HeteroTune achieves improve-
ments while ensuring a lower bound on model performance,
demonstrating its robustness and effectiveness.

4. Experiments
In this section, we validate HeteroTune on various datasets
across CV and NLP tasks, comparing it with original base-
lines and other MHFL algorithms.

4.1. Experiment Setup

Datasets. For CV tasks, we conducted validation on four
image classification datasets: CIFAR-10 [14], CIFAR-100
[14], Caltech-101 [7], and Caltech-256 [8]. They are manu-
ally partitioned into a Non-IID distribution using the Dirich-
let distribution function. CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 are
widely used image classification datasets containing small,
32x32 color images. Caltech-101 and Caltech-256 feature
higher-resolution images of various objects, providing more
diversity and complexity. For NLP tasks, we selected three
tasks from the GLUE [30] benchmark for validation: SST-
2 [26], CoLA [34] and QQP [33]. These are widely used
datasets that, from semantic and linguistic perspectives, can
assess a model’s NLP capabilities.

Models. In the CV tasks, we selected a series of ViT
[27] variant models for experiments, including: ViT-tiny,
ViT-small, ViT-base and ViT-large. The parameter count

of these four variants increases sequentially, with ViT-tiny,
ViT-small, and ViT-base all having a depth of 12 layers, dif-
fering only in width. ViT-large, however, has an increased
depth of 24 layers, along with further increased width. For
NLP tasks, we select the latest LLaMA [28] series mod-
els that can run on edge computing devices: LLaMA3.2-1B
and 3B, which perfectly align with the deployment scenario
of our algorithm.

Baselines. We compare our proposed HeteroTune with
the following original baselines:

• AllLarge: an ideal experimental setup represents the
highest performance achievable under the current task
and conditions. Specifically, we disregarded the lim-
itations of heterogeneous client resources; for the CV
task, we deployed the ViT-large model on each client,
and for the NLP task, we deployed the LLaMA3.2-3B
model on each client.

• AllSmall: the most conservative solution in a heteroge-
neous environment, constrained by the bottleneck ef-
fect, is to deploy the smallest model across all clients.

• Homo-training: an original baseline , which does not
consider heterogeneous model aggregation, involves
assigning each client a model that matches its capac-
ity, with aggregation operations performed only among
homogeneous models.

Comparison method. In order to prove the effective-
ness of our method, we compare HeteroTune with the ex-
isting MHFL methods: FedMD [15], FedDF [17], FlexiFed
[31] and pFedLoRA [40]. FedMD and FedDF are hetero-
geneous model aggregation methods based on a knowledge
distillation framework. To implement these two methods,
we extracted 20% of the training set as a public dataset
for the distillation operation. FlexiFed approaches aggre-
gation from the model structure perspective, identifying
the largest common parts between models for aggregation.
pFedLoRA uses LoRA decomposition to obtain homomor-
phic low-rank matrices, facilitating heterogeneous model
aggregation while also improving training and communi-
cation efficiency.

Evaluation Protocols. In the experiment, we set the
number of clients to 100 and record the accuracy of the
global model on the validation set each time. To more re-
alistically simulate the data distribution in real-world en-
vironments, we introduced a Non-IID (Non-Independent
Identically Distribution) setting in the image classification
task. Specifically, a Dirichlet distribution function, com-
monly used in federated learning experiments, is applied to
partition the dataset, creating noticeable differences in both
the categories and quantities of local data for each client.
We set the proportions for different types of models: in the
CV task, there are four models with a ratio of 3:3:2:2; in the
NLP task, the two types of models each account for half.
By default, we report the Matthew’s correlation for CoLA



Method CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 Caltech-101 Caltech-256
Smallest Largest Avg Smallest Largest Avg Smallest Largest Avg Smallest Largest Avg

AllSmall - - 62.25 - - 54.77 - - 73.58 - - 59.81
AllLarge - - 80.76 - - 62.27 - - 88.74 - - 70.85

Homo-Training 60.64 74.29 66.14 52.50 58.43 54.26 70.42 79.31 74.80 55.37 64.13 61.79
FedDF 66.26 72.82 68.57 55.10 60.70 57.16 72.03 79.55 75.11 58.56 63.61 61.32
FedMD 64.66 73.02 67.86 54.18 57.36 56.34 74.93 78.79 76.56 55.79 66.10 62.17
FlexiFed 52.46 66.22 61.36 49.67 55.37 52.80 66.23 68.79 68.03 52.42 58.35 56.07

pFedLoRA 63.23 75.82 69.73 54.27 60.36 57.59 74.37 78.99 77.63 54.12 64.46 60.32
HeteroTune 65.17 79.09 72.15 56.21 61.30 58.77 76.24 86.31 82.53 61.22 66.70 64.79

Table 1. The comparison results of our method with the baseline and existing methods using ViT series models on CV tasks under Dirichlet
non-IID with α = 0.1. The performance of the smallest and largest models among the heterogeneous models is presented, along with the
averaged accuracy results of all models. Our HeteroTune, highlighted in bold, achieves the best performance.

and accuracy for the other tasks.
Implementation Details. For the CV task, all our ViT

models run on a workstation equipped with four NVIDIA
RTX 3090 GPUs using the PyTorch framework. In the
hyperparameter settings, we use the SGD optimizer with
a learning rate of 0.01, a batch size of 128, and set each
client’s local training rounds to 20. The pre-trained parame-
ters for ViT are sourced from the timm (PyTorchImageMod-
els) library. For the NLP task, we used an NVIDIA A100
80GB GPU, set the learning rate to 1e-5, and the batch size
to 32. The pre-trained weights for the LLaMA models are
sourced from Hugging Face, and we keep the dataset and
other architecture configuration consistent with those pro-
vided in the official code.

4.2. Comparison Result

Effectiveness. Results of non-IID setting on CV tasks and
results on NLP tasks are shown in Table 1 and 3 respec-
tively. We observe that across all tasks, AllLarge deliv-
ers the best overall performance, suggesting that training
a large global model using data from all clients can yield
optimal results. However, in real-world scenarios, due to
the heterogeneity of client devices in edge computing, de-
ploying the largest model on all clients is impractical. In
contrast, the results of AllSmall are usually the lowest, as it
is the most conservative approach and does not effectively
utilize the capabilities of the clients. For Homo-Training,
training different types of clients separately leads to subop-
timal results: the performance of smaller models is worse
than AllSmall, and the performance of larger models is
worse than AllLarge. This strategy creates another form of
data-silos, which is clearly not what we want.

For all other approaches that can be implemented across
heterogeneous devices, our proposed approach HeteroTune
achieves the best performance. This demonstrates that in-
volving more clients is effective, and our proposed method
successfully serves to aggregate knowledge from different
clients. The distillation-based methods, FedMD and FedDF,
show some improvement over the baselines, however, the

results are not ideal. A possible reason is that in the large
model, the parameter count is several times, even ten times,
greater than that of the small model, resulting in a substan-
tial capacity gap between the teacher and student models,
which hinders effective distillation. Notably, we find that
FlexiFed even performs worse than the baselines, indicat-
ing that simply aggregating the largest overlapping parts of
the models is only suitable for small models and does not
work well for larger models. The generalization of pFed-
LoRA is not ideal: it outperforms the baseline in certain
cases but falls short in others. This indicates that adjusting
only the fully-connected layers of the model is insufficient
for enabling the model to capture more diverse features.

Models Baseline (M)↓ Ours (M)↓ Ratio (%) ↑
ViT-tiny 5.51 2.74 50.27

ViT-small 21.64 7.21 66.73
ViT-base 85.75 11.26 86.87
ViT-large 305.57 29.17 90.45

LLaMA-1B 1236.58 50.33 95.93
LLaMA-3B 3212.75 117.44 96.34

Table 2. Comparison of local training parameter counts and com-
munication overhead between our method and baseline.

Efficiency. To demonstrate the efficiency of our method
in local training and communication, we present the quan-
titative results in Table 2. Specifically, we calculate the
number of parameters that need to be adjusted during local
training for each model, which also represents the amount
of data required for transmission during communication.
Additionally, we calculate the ratio of parameter reduction
achieved by our method for each model. It can be ob-
served that our method significantly reduces both training
and communication overhead, and this reduction becomes
more pronounced as the model size increases. For the ViT
series models, the overhead can be reduced by 50% to 90%,
while for the large language model LLaMA, the reduction
can exceed 95%. In contrast, for other MHFL methods,
the efficiency of each algorithm varies greatly. FedMD and



Method SST-2 CoLA QQP
Smallest Largest Avg Smallest Largest Avg Smallest Largest Avg

AllSmall - - 92.16 - - 66.85 - - 88.50
AllLarge - - 95.71 - - 83.74 - - 92.07

Homo-Training 91.74 93.67 92.70 63.47 79.26 71.36 83.28 91.06 87.17
FedDF 92.35 94.40 93.37 69.21 75.16 72.18 86.36 89.31 87.84
FedMD 91.55 93.94 92.74 68.39 75.13 71.76 86.34 88.33 87.33
FlexiFed 87.52 91.68 89.59 58.10 65.71 61.90 81.65 85.92 83.78

pFedLoRA 92.06 92.98 92.52 69.31 76.70 73.00 87.83 90.14 88.98
HeteroTune 93.54 94.44 93.99 74.58 82.36 79.85 89.03 91.84 90.44

Table 3. The comparison results of our method with the baseline and existing methods using LLaMA series models on GLUE datasets for
NLP tasks. The performance of the smallest and largest models among the heterogeneous models is presented, along with the averaged
accuracy results of all models. Our HeteroTune, highlighted in bold, achieves the best performance.

FedDF, as two distillation-based methods, introduce sub-
stantial additional computational overhead. Moreover, the
communication cost of FedMD is directly proportional to
the size of the dataset rather than the model, which poses
significant limitations in real-world, large-scale data scenar-
ios. FedDF and FlexiFed have communication costs com-
parable to the baselines, while pFedLoRA introduces the
LoRA fine-tuning mechanism, resulting in communication
and computational overhead comparable to our method.

CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 Caltech-101 Caltech-256
w/o LW&Reg 68.58 54.86 85.14 61.82

w/o LW 69.57 55.13 85.70 62.34
w/o Reg 71.31 57.29 87.51 64.06

HeteroTune 72.15 58.77 88.31 64.79

Table 4. Ablation experiments in the Non-IID data distribution
scenario, where LW stands for learnable weight and Reg stands
for regularization.

4.3. Ablation Study

Effect of Components. To validate the effectiveness of
the proposed module, we conducted ablation experiments
on the learnable parameters and parameter regularization in
FedAdapter. We present the average results on four datasets
in the Non-IID data distribution scenario. As shown in
Table 4, both modules have improved the model’s perfor-
mance to some extent. In particular, the impact of learnable
weights on performance improvement is crucial, which is
consistent with our expectations and validates the previous
subspace tuning theory.

Robustness. Considering the high dynamic character-
istics in real-world federated learning scenarios, we vali-
date the robustness of the algorithm by varying the ratios
of different models. As shown in Table 5, in addition to
the default 3:3:2:2 ratio, which is a relatively balanced con-
figuration, we also conduct experiments in scenarios where
the proportion of small models and large models is higher.

3:3:2:2 6:2:1:1 1:1:2:6
AllSmall 62.25 62.25 62.25
AllLarge 80.76 80.76 80.76

Homo-Training 66.14 63.38 73.27
FedDF 68.57 65.54 71.20
FedMD 67.86 64.67 69.83
FlexiFed 61.36 58.99 67.80

pFedLoRA 69.73 66.42 73.48
HeteroTune 72.15 69.71 76.94

Table 5. The average results of different model ratios in a dynamic
environment on the CIFAR-10 dataset.

An obvious conclusion can be drawn from the experimen-
tal results: as the proportion of large models increases, the
average accuracy also increases. Additionally, compared to
other methods, our HeteroTune outperforms in various sce-
narios, demonstrating excellent robustness and significant
potential for practical applications.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce HeteroTune, a framework that
leverages the benefits of pre-trained models while incorpo-
rating efficient and scalable federated learning techniques,
aiming to bridge the gap between the computational de-
mands of large models and the practical constraints of edge
computing environments. Building on the adapter concept,
we introduce FedAdapter, which not only maintains strong
compatibility to support a wide range of network architec-
tures but also enables efficient fine-tuning of large models
and aggregation of heterogeneous models. Finally, we con-
duct experiments on a diverse set of datasets across CV and
NLP tasks. The results demonstrate that our algorithm not
only outperforms existing methods in terms of accuracy but
also significantly reduces computational and communica-
tion costs. Additionally, it exhibits strong robustness in dy-
namic environments.
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