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ABSTRACT

Concept Bottleneck Models (CBMs) enhance model interpretability by introducing human-
understandable concepts within the architecture. However, existing CBMs assume static datasets,
limiting their ability to adapt to real-world, continuously evolving data streams. To address this, we
define a novel concept-incremental and class-incremental continual learning task for CBMs,
enabling models to accumulate new concepts and classes over time while retaining previously learned
knowledge. To achieve this, we propose CONceptual Continual Incremental Learning (CONCIL), a
framework that prevents catastrophic forgetting by reformulating concept and decision layer updates
as linear regression problems, thus eliminating the need for gradient-based updates. CONCIL requires
only recursive matrix operations, making it computationally efficient and suitable for real-time and
large-scale data applications. Experimental results demonstrate that CONCIL achieves “absolute
knowledge memory” and outperforms traditional CBM methods in concept- and class-incremental
settings, establishing a new benchmark for continual learning in CBMs.

1 Introduction

In recent years, deep learning has revolutionized a wide range of fields by achieving unprecedented performance in
various tasks [1, 2]. However, despite the remarkable advances in model accuracy and scalability, interpretability
remains a critical challenge. This has led to the rise of Explainable Artificial Intelligence (XAI), a field focused on
developing models whose decision-making processes are understandable to humans. Concept Bottleneck Models
(CBMs) have emerged as a promising approach within XAI. By embedding human-understandable concepts into the
model’s architecture, CBMs improve transparency, allowing users to interpret and intervene in the model’s reasoning
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Figure 1: Schematic illustration of the Concept-Incremental and Class-Incremental Continual Learning (CICIL) task
for CBMs. The figure depicts the sequential nature of the CICIL task, where each task t introduces new classes and
concepts. The training and testing datasets Dtrain

t and Dtest
t for each task contain input feature vectors x, concept vectors

c, and labels y. The cumulative concept set Cconcept
≤t expands over time, incorporating both previously learned and new

concepts.

[3]. This interpretability is crucial in high-stakes domains such as healthcare, autonomous systems, and finance, where
understanding the “why” behind a model’s decision can be as important as the decision itself [4].

Despite the progress in CBM research, there is a significant gap when it comes to their application in real-world
environments, where data is not static but continuously evolving. Most existing CBM studies assume static datasets [5],
but in practice, data is often collected and updated incrementally over time. This continuous data stream introduces
shifting distributions, new classes, and evolving concepts. To address this, models must not only learn from new data
but also retain previously acquired knowledge. This is where continual learning (CL) comes into play, a property that
allows models to adapt to new information without forgetting previously learned knowledge [6]. However, a major
challenge in traditional deep learning approaches is that learning new information often leads to catastrophic forgetting
of prior knowledge [7, 8, 9].

To date, no research has explored the integration of continual learning within CBM frameworks, especially in the context
of concept-incremental and class-incremental tasks [10]. This is a significant gap, as real-world data is inherently
dynamic, and any intelligent system must accommodate both the arrival of new classes and the evolution of concepts.
The need for such integration can be clearly illustrated with real-world examples. Consider a medical diagnostic system
using CBMs: as new diseases (classes) emerge and additional symptoms (concepts) are identified, the system must be
able to learn from these new developments while retaining knowledge of previously learned diseases and symptoms.
More importantly, new data will introduce new concepts, but it will also require the model to retain previously learned
concepts, even if the classes associated with them do not persist across learning phases. This scenario involves both
concept-incremental learning (where concepts accumulate over time) and class-incremental learning (where new
classes emerge but are not accumulated across phases), forming a complex learning task that has not been addressed in
the current CBM literature.

In this work, we define for the first time a concept-incremental and class-incremental continual learning task within
the CBM framework, a novel challenge that closely mirrors real-world data collection and labeling practices. In this
task, while new data at each phase introduces new classes, the concepts that the model must learn are cumulative—they
expand and build upon concepts learned in previous phases. Crucially, new data contains both new concepts and a
continuation of previously learned concepts, which the model must leverage to maintain its accuracy while adapting
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to evolving knowledge. This multi-phase, concept-incremental and class-incremental learning task is not only more
aligned with real-world data but also poses significant challenges for existing CBM models that have not been designed
to handle this kind of incremental learning.

Given the lack of solutions for this novel task, we propose the first continual learning framework for CBMs, specifically
designed to address the unique challenges of concept-incremental and class-incremental learning. Our approach
operates under realistic constraints: at each phase, only the current phase’s data and the model weights from the previous
phase are available, reflecting the data privacy and storage limitations often found in real-world settings. Traditional
approaches to continual learning either involve retraining the model on all historical data (which is computationally
expensive and may violate privacy regulations) or fine-tuning on new data only [11] (which risks catastrophic forgetting
[12]). In contrast, our framework leverages analytic learning principles [13] to reformulate the updates in the CBM’s
concept and decision layers as a series of linear regression problems. This eliminates the need for gradient-based updates
and effectively addresses catastrophic forgetting, ensuring that the model retains prior knowledge while adapting to new
concepts and classes.

To achieve this, we introduce CONceptual Continual Incremental Learning (CONCIL), a framework that utilizes
lightweight recursive matrix operations for model updates. This approach is computationally efficient and scalable,
making it suitable for real-time applications and large-scale data processing. We prove theoretically that this method
achieves "absolute knowledge memory," meaning the model behaves as though it had been trained on a centralized,
comprehensive dataset, thus fully retaining the knowledge from previous phases. Through extensive empirical validation,
we demonstrate that CONCIL outperforms traditional CBM methods in both concept-incremental and class-incremental
settings.

The key contributions of this paper are as follows: (i) We define and address the concept-incremental and class-
incremental continual learning task within the CBM framework, a novel challenge that reflects real-world data evolution.
(ii) We propose a continual learning framework for CBMs that eliminates gradient-based updates and effectively retains
prior knowledge without catastrophic forgetting. (iiii) We introduce CONCIL, a framework based on recursive matrix
operations, which is computationally efficient and scalable for real-time and large-scale applications. (iv) We provide a
comprehensive theoretical and empirical evaluation of the proposed framework, demonstrating its effectiveness in the
context of continual learning tasks within CBMs.

2 Related Work

Concept Bottleneck Models (CBMs) are a class of XAI techniques that enhance model interpretability by using
human-understandable concepts as intermediate representations within neural network architectures. CBMs encompass
several variants that advance different aspects of interpretability and functionality. Original CBMs [14] aim to increase
transparency by embedding concept-based layers within model architectures, while Interactive CBMs [15] improve
predictive accuracy in interactive settings by selectively learning concepts. Further extensions, such as Post-hoc CBMs
(PCBMs) [16] and Label-free CBMs [17], allow for the application of interpretability in pre-trained models and support
unsupervised learning without explicit concept annotations. While these approaches contribute to interpretability,
existing CBMs predominantly assume static datasets, limiting their applicability in real-world environments where data
arrives in a continuous, dynamic stream with evolving concepts and classes. To address this critical limitation, our work
is the first to define a continual learning paradigm specifically for CBMs, designed to handle scenarios that require
both concept-incremental and class-incremental learning. This new paradigm enables CBMs to adapt to continuously
evolving data environments, marking a significant departure from prior static data assumptions.

Class-Incremental Learning (CIL) has gained attention in recent years as a means to address catastrophic forgetting in
models trained on incrementally arriving data [18, 19, 20]. CIL methods are typically divided into two main categories:
replay-based and exemplar-free approaches. Replay-based methods, such as iCaRL [21] and ER [22], retain a subset of
previously seen samples to replay during incremental training, thereby preserving prior knowledge. However, these
methods often require storage of historical data, which can introduce privacy concerns and impose storage constraints.
In contrast, exemplar-free approaches [19, 23, 24] aim to preserve prior knowledge through regularization or knowledge
distillation without retaining past samples, though these methods often perform less effectively than replay-based
methods. Both categories primarily rely on gradient-based updates, which can still lead to forgetting previously learned
information when new data is introduced. Distinctly, our framework employs a gradient-free, analytic learning approach
tailored to CBMs, effectively addressing catastrophic forgetting while ensuring computational efficiency.

While prior research has advanced interpretability in CBMs and mitigated forgetting in CIL, no existing work has
combined these approaches to address the unique challenge of continual learning in CBMs. Our work uniquely defines
the task of concept-incremental and class-incremental continual learning for CBMs and provides a tailored solution
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to address this task, filling a critical gap in XAI research. This approach enables CBMs to adapt to evolving data
without sacrificing prior knowledge, establishing a new benchmark for interpretable models in dynamic environments.

3 Task Definition

We formally define the Concept-Incremental and Class-Incremental Continual Learning (CICIL) task for CBMs (See
Figure 1). The learning process consists of T sequential tasks, where each task t ∈ 1, . . . , T introduces new classes
and contains both previously learned concepts and new concepts unique to the current task. For each task t, let
Dtrain

t = (xi, ci, yi)
Nt

i=1 and Dtest
t = (xj , cj , yj)

Mt

j=1 denote the training and testing datasets, respectively, where xi ∈ Rd

represents the input feature vector, ci ∈ RLt is the concept vector, and yi ∈ Ct is the label associated with task t. Here,
Ct is the set of classes specific to task t, and the classes across tasks are disjoint, i.e., Ct ∩ Ct′ = ∅ for t′ ̸= t.

Each task t involves a set of concepts Cconcept
t = c1, . . . , cLt , which includes a subset of previously learned concepts

as well as new concepts unique to the current task. Consequently, at task t, the cumulative concept set is represented
by Cconcept

≤t =
⋃t

k=1 C
concept
k , ensuring that the model must learn and retain previously encountered concepts while

integrating new ones. This setting requires CBMs not only to incrementally learn new classes in each task but also to
expand their concept representations over time.

The CBM model in this setting consists of two primary components: (1) a concept extractor g : Rd → RLt that maps
the input feature space to the concept space, and (2) a classifier f : RL≤t → R that maps the accumulated concept
space to the class label space for task t. For a given input x, the predicted concept vector at task t is given by ĉ = g(x),
and the predicted label is ŷ = f(g(x)).

Objective in Concept- and Class-Incremental Learning. At each task t, the objective is to learn parameters
Θt = [θg, θf ] for [g, f ], using both the new dataset Dtrain

t and the parameters from the previous task, Θt−1. The updated
model parameters Θt must satisfy two critical properties:

(i) Stability: The model must retain its ability to accurately predict concepts and classes learned in previous tasks
1, . . . , t− 1, ensuring that accumulated knowledge is preserved and reducing the risk of catastrophic forgetting.

(ii) Plasticity: The model must adapt to new concepts and classes introduced in the current task t. This requires the
concept extractor g to recognize and represent new concepts while enabling the classifier f to distinguish new classes
without interference from prior learning.

The model is constrained to access only the current task’s data Dtrain
t and the parameters from the previous task Θt−1,

aligning with real-world scenarios where retaining all prior data may be impractical due to privacy or storage limitations.

The simultaneous increment of concepts and classes results in an increment of the output dimension for θg (this seems
to be similar to common incremental continuous learning for classes), as well as an increment of both the input and
output dimensions for θf . This is a daunting task, so much so that we would argue that current deep learning approaches
struggle to solve it. So we turned to machine learning for inspiration.

4 Method

This section details the proposed continual learning framework, CONceptual Continual Incremental Learning
(CONCIL), designed for CBMs. CONCIL enables concept- and class-incremental learning through a recursive
analytic approach, preserving historical knowledge without relying on prior data samples.

4.1 Model Architecture and Notation

Following the task definition, we extend the conventional CBM structure from x → c → y to x → z → c → y,
representing an intermediate feature representation z extracted by a backbone network. Formally:

x ∈ Rd denotes the input data, z = g1(x; Θg1) ∈ Rdz represents the feature vector extracted by the backbone network
g1 with parameters Θg1 , c = g2(z; Θg2) ∈ RLt denotes the human-interpretable concept vector obtained via a concept
mapping function g2 with parameters Θg2 , y = f(c; Θf ) ∈ Ryt is the final output predicted by a classifier f with
parameters Θf .

At each learning phase t in a continual learning scenario, the model receives a new dataset Dt = {(xi, ci, yi)}Nt
i=1,

where previously unseen concepts and classes will appear. Over multiple phases, this incremental addition of knowledge
requires the model to learn new information while retaining what was learned in earlier phases.
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Figure 2: Schematic Overview of CONCIL Framework.

4.2 Base Training and Feature Expansion

In the initial training phase (base training), we train the backbone g1, concept layer g2, and classifier f jointly on the
first dataset D0 using standard backpropagation (BP). This produces initial parameter estimates Θ(0)

g1 , Θ(0)
g2 , and Θ

(0)
f .

For an input x, the initial model output is:

y = f(g2(z; Θ
(0)
g2 ); Θ

(0)
f ), (1)

where

z = g1(x; Θ
(0)
g1 ). (2)

After this phase, the backbone parameters Θ(0)
g1 are frozen as Θg1 . To enhance the feature space, we introduce a Feature

Expansion (FE) transformation that maps the extracted feature z to a higher-dimensional space z∗. This expanded
bfeature representation z∗ facilitates analytic learning by enlarging the parameter space, essential for robust concept
separation in subsequent phases.

The expanded feature z∗ is defined as:

z∗ = ϕ(z;Wfe) = σ(zWfe), (3)

where Wfe ∈ Rdz×dz∗ is the expansion matrix initialized with values from a normal distribution, and σ is a nonlinear
activation function ReLU.

4.3 Non-Recursive Solution for Concept-Incremental Learning

With the expanded feature representation z∗, we formulate the concept mapping problem as a linear regression from z∗

to c using a closed-form analytic solution. For each phase t, the objective is to learn a mapping matrix W
(t)
c ∈ Rdz∗×dLt

that minimizes the following regularized loss:

arg min
W

(t)
c

∥Ct − Z∗
t W

(t)
c ∥2F + λ1∥W (t)

c ∥2F , (4)
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where Ct ∈ RNt×dLt is the matrix of concept labels in phase t, Z∗
t ∈ RNt×dz∗ is the expanded feature matrix at phase

t, and λ1 is a regularization parameter. This formulation leads to the closed-form solution:

Ŵ (t)
c = (Z∗T

t Z
∗
t + λ1I)

−1Z∗T
t Ct. (5)

4.4 Feature Expansion after Concept Mapping

We define the concept of network prediction in this phase as Ĉt = Z∗
t W

(t)
c ∈ RNt×Lt . To enhance the concept

space, we introduce a Feature Expansion (FE) transformation that maps the extracted feature Ĉt ∈ RNt×R
d
Ĉt

∗
to

a higher-dimensional space Ĉ∗
t , too. This expanded concept space representation Ĉ∗

t facilitates analytic learning by
enlarging the parameter space.

The expanded concept Ĉt
∗

is defined as:

Ĉ∗
t = ϕ(Ĉt;W

′
fe) = σ(ĈtW

′
fe), (6)

where W ′
fe ∈ RdLt × RdĈt

∗ is the expansion matrix initialized with values from a normal distribution, and σ is a
nonlinear activation function ReLU. It is important to emphasize that the weights of the initialization here change
(incrementally) both the input dimension and the output dimension in each phase, due to the increment of the concept
space before unexpanded.

4.5 Non-Recursive Solution for Class-Incremental Learning

With the expanded concept representation Ĉ∗
t , we formulate the concept mapping problem as a linear regression

from Ĉ∗
t to y using a closed-form analytic solution, too. For each phase t, the objective is to learn a mapping matrix

W
(t)
y ∈ Rd

Ĉ∗
t
×dyt that minimizes the following regularized loss:

arg min
W

(t)
y

∥Yt − Ĉ∗
t W

(t)
y ∥2F + λ2∥W (t)

y ∥2F , (7)

where Yt ∈ RNt×dyt is the matrix of concept labels in phase t, Ĉ∗
t ∈ RNt×d

Ĉ∗
t is the expanded concept matrix at phase

t, and λ2 is a regularization parameter. This formulation leads to the closed-form solution:

Ŵ (t)
y = (Ĉ∗

t

T
Ĉ∗

t + λ2I)
−1Ĉ∗

t

T
Yt. (8)

4.6 Conversion to Recursive Form

To make this solution efficient in a continual learning setting, we convert the non-recursive formulation into a recursive
update form. This recursive transformation allows the model to update parameters incrementally with only the current
phase’s data, eliminating the need to retain all prior data.

Let Rc
(t) =

(∑t
i=0 Z

∗T
i Z∗

i + λ1I
)−1

denote the regularized inverse correlation matrix for concept mapping at

phase t. Using the matrix inversion lemma (Woodbury formula), we derive the recursive update for Rc
(t). The

matrix inversion lemma states that for invertible matrices Ac ∈ RdAc×dAc , Uc ∈ RdAc×dUc , Cc ∈ RdUc×dCc , and
Vc ∈ RdCc×dAc , we have:

(Ac + UcCcVc)
−1 = A−1

c −A−1
c Uc(C

−1
c + VcA

−1
c Uc)

−1VcA
−1
c . (9)

In our context, we set Ac =
∑t−1

i=0 Z
∗T
i Z

∗
i + λ1I . Thus, we can express the recursive form as:

Rc
(t) =

(
t∑

i=0

Z∗T
i Z

∗
i + λ1I

)−1

= Rc
(t−1) −Rc

(t−1)Z∗T
t

(
I + Z∗

t Rc
(t−1)Z∗T

t

)−1

Z∗
t Rc

(t−1). (10)
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Similarly, for Ry
(t) =

(∑t
i=0 Ĉ

∗
t

T
Ĉ∗

t + λ2I
)−1

which denote the regularized inverse correlation matrix for class
mapping at phase t, we alse can express the recursive form as:

Ry
(t) =

(
t∑

i=0

Ĉ∗
t

T
Ĉ∗

t + λ2I

)−1

= Ry
(t−1) −Ry

(t−1)Ĉ∗
t

T
(
I + Ĉ∗

t Ry
(t−1)Ĉ∗

t

T
)−1

Ĉ∗
t Ry

(t−1). (11)

This derivation provides an efficient method for updating the inverse correlation matrix, allowing us to utilize the current
phase data without recalculating the entire cumulative sum. For the detailed theoretical derivation of this recursive
update, please refer to Appendix A.

Figure 3: Visualization of Concept and Class Accuracy Across Phases for Baseline and CONCIL. The first and third
rows show the results for the Baseline model on the CUB and AwA datasets, respectively. The second and fourth rows
display the results for the CONCIL model on the CUB and AwA datasets, respectively. Each column represents a phase
setting.

4.7 Recursive Update for Weights

Similarly, we can express the recursive update for the concept layer and classifier weights W (t)
c and W

(t)
y in terms of

the previous phase’s weights W (t−1)
c and W

(t−1)
y and the current phase data. Given the recursive form of Rc

(t) and
Ry

(t), the concept layer weight update can be formulated as:

W (t)
c =

[
W (t−1)

c −Rc
(t)Z∗T

t Z
∗
tW

(t−1)
c Rc

(t)Z∗T
t Ct

]
, (12)

and the classifier weight update can be formulated as:

W (t)
y =

[
W (t−1)

y −Ry
(t)Ĉ∗

t

T
Ĉ∗

t W
(t−1)
y Ry

(t)Ĉ∗
t

T
Yt

]
, (13)
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This recursive form ensures that the concept layer weights W (t)
c and classifier weights W (t)

y at phase t incorporate

information from both the current phase data (Z∗
t
T , Ct

T ), (Ĉ∗
t

T
, Yt

T ) and the accumulated knowledge from all
previous phases.

4.8 Properties of the Recursive Framework

The recursive update framework provides several key advantages:

(i) Absolute Knowledge Retention: By maintaining the recursive update form, the model preserves prior knowledge
without requiring access to historical data, achieving results equivalent to joint training across all phases.

(ii) Privacy Protection: Since the recursive update relies only on the current phase data and the correlation matrix
Rc,Ry, it does not require storage of previous phase data, inherently preserving data privacy.

(iii) Computational Efficiency: The recursive framework significantly reduces the computational load by avoiding
redundant recalculations, making it suitable for real-time continual learning scenarios.

5 Experiments and Results

5.1 Datasets and Backbone

This section outlines the datasets and the backbone architecture employed in our experiments. Our study focuses
on evaluating the effectiveness of our proposed method on two well-known benchmark datasets: the Caltech-UCSD
Birds-200-2011 (CUB) [25] and the Animals with Attributes (AwA) [26] datasets.

CUB Dataset. The Caltech-UCSD Birds-200-2011 (CUB) dataset [25] is tailored for the task of bird classification,
featuring 11,788 images representing 200 distinct species. Accompanying these images are 312 binary attributes, which
provide rich, high-level semantic descriptions of the birds.

AwA Dataset. The AwA dataset consists of 37,322 images from 50 animal categories, each annotated with 85 binary
attributes. We divided the dataset into training and testing sets, with an equal distribution of images per class, resulting
in 18,652 training images and 18,670 testing images. No modifications were made to the binary attributes, preserving
the original annotations for both training and evaluation.

Backbone Architecture. To serve as the foundation for our experiments, we utilized a pre-trained ResNet50 model as
the backbone.

5.2 Setting

To evaluate the performance of our proposed Concept-Incremental and Class-Incremental Continual Learning (CICIL)
task framework, we designed a series of experiments on the CUB and AwA datasets, adapting them to fit the concept-
incremental and class-incremental continual learning paradigm. The experimental setup is structured into multiple
phases, each corresponding to a learning task with a progressively increasing number of classes and concepts.

Phase-wise Data Splitting and Access Control. For both the CUB and AwA datasets, the initial phase (Phase 1) is
defined such that only the first n% of the total classes and the first m% of the concepts associated with these classes are
accessible for training. Specifically, in Phase 1, the model is trained on a subset of the data, which includes the earliest
n% of the classes and the corresponding m% of the concepts. This initial setup allows the model to establish a baseline
understanding of the problem domain before being exposed to new information.

Subsequent phases are designed to incrementally introduce new classes and concepts. From Phase 2 onwards, each
phase incorporates an additional 1−n%

p−1 of the remaining classes and an additional 1−m%
p−1 of the concepts, where p

denotes the total number of phases. This gradual increase ensures that the model is challenged with learning new
information while maintaining the stability of previously acquired knowledge. It is important to note that for each
phase, the model has access only to the current phase’s data and the parameters from the immediately preceding
phase, simulating realistic constraints where storing and revisiting all past data might not be feasible due to practical
considerations such as privacy and storage limitations.

In our experiments, we set n = 50, m = 50, and p = [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9].
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Figure 4: Performance Comparison of Baseline and CONCIL Models on CUB and AwA Datasets. The first row shows
the average concept accuracy (left) and average class accuracy (right) for the Baseline and CONCIL models on the
CUB and AwA datasets. The second row displays the average concept forget rate (left) and average class forget rate
(right) for both models on the same datasets. Each plot visualizes the metrics across different phases, highlighting the
superior performance and lower forgetting rates of the CONCIL model compared to the Baseline model.

5.3 Metrics

To comprehensively evaluate the performance of our CICIL task framework, we propose four key metrics that measure
both the accuracy and the stability of the model across different phases. The Average Concept Accuracy (Aconcept(t))
and Average Class Accuracy (Aclass(t)) measure the mean accuracy of concept and class predictions, respectively,
across all tasks up to the current phase t:

Aconcept(t) =
1

t

t∑
k=1

Accuracy(Dtest
k , c), (14)

Aclass(t) =
1

t

t∑
k=1

Accuracy(Dtest
k , y). (15)

The Average Concept Forgetting Rate (Fconcept(t)) and Average Class Forgetting Rate (Fclass(t)) measure the mean
rate at which the model forgets previously learned concepts and classes, respectively, across all tasks up to the current
phase t:

Fconcept(t) =
1

t− 1

t−1∑
k=1

(
max
1≤j<t

Accuracy(Dtest
k , c)− Accuracy(Dtest

k , c)t

)
, (16)
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Table 1: Comparison of Model Performance Across Phases: Concept and Class Accuracy, and Average Forgetting
Rates for CUB and AwA Datasets. Higher accuracy and lower forgetting rates indicate better performance.

Metric Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 Phase 6 Phase 7 Phase 8 Phase 9 Average

Average Concept Accuracy ↑ (CUB)

Baseline 0.7357 0.7286 0.7046 0.6930 0.6760 0.6638 0.6647 0.6502 0.6896
CONCIL 0.8233 0.8220 0.8200 0.8207 0.8205 0.8202 0.8203 0.8204 0.8209

Average Class Accuracy ↑ (CUB)

Baseline 0.6119 0.4297 0.3305 0.2692 0.2263 0.1950 0.1723 0.1513 0.2983
CONCIL 0.6287 0.6216 0.6163 0.6064 0.6090 0.6118 0.6079 0.6043 0.6133

Average Concept Accuracy ↑ (AwA)

Baseline 0.9262 0.8709 0.8364 0.8095 0.7866 0.7747 0.7592 0.7488 0.8140
CONCIL 0.9708 0.9699 0.9704 0.9701 0.9699 0.9703 0.9704 0.9702 0.9703

Average Class Accuracy ↑ (AwA)

Baseline 0.7601 0.5036 0.3888 0.3149 0.2644 0.2283 0.2010 0.1794 0.3550
CONCIL 0.8739 0.8675 0.8647 0.8624 0.8580 0.8616 0.8561 0.8550 0.8624

Average Concept Forget Rate ↓ (CUB)

Baseline -0.0490 -0.0347 -0.0109 -0.0032 0.0159 0.0032 0.0006 0.0122 -0.0082
CONCIL -0.0008 -0.0006 -0.0008 -0.0003 0.0003 -0.0006 -0.0003 -0.0004 -0.0004

Average Class Forget Rate ↓ (CUB)

Baseline 0.8101 0.7922 0.8000 0.8168 0.8254 0.8279 0.8407 0.8093 0.8153
CONCIL 0.1239 0.0610 0.0847 0.0948 0.0843 0.0938 0.0945 0.0978 0.0919

Average Concept Forget Rate ↓ (AwA)

Baseline 0.2158 0.3588 0.2530 0.2502 0.2554 0.2635 0.3470 0.2685 0.2765
CONCIL 0.0073 0.0048 0.0043 0.0036 0.0034 0.0032 0.0038 0.0033 0.0042

Average Class Forget Rate ↓ (AwA)

Baseline 0.9239 0.9273 0.9503 0.9519 0.9559 0.9619 0.9607 0.8603 0.9365
CONCIL 0.1704 0.1045 0.0943 0.0808 0.0791 0.0692 0.1449 0.0803 0.1029

Fclass(t) =
1

t− 1

t−1∑
k=1

(
max
1≤j<t

Accuracy(Dtest
k , y)− Accuracy(Dtest

k , y)t

)
. (17)

These metrics provide a balanced evaluation of the model’s ability to learn new information while retaining previously
acquired knowledge.

5.4 Setup

We configured the experimental setup with the following parameters and techniques. We set λ1 = 500 , λ2 = 1,
dz∗ = 25000, and dĈt

∗ = 25000. The initial learning rate was set to 1× 10−4, and a weight decay of 5× 10−5 was
applied to prevent overfitting. An exponential learning rate scheduler with a decay factor (γ) of 0.95 was used to enhance
the model’s generalization ability. The concept loss, crucial for aligning learned features with human-interpretable
concepts, was weighted by a factor of 0.5 to balance the primary task loss. During the baseline training phase and
each phase of the CICIL task framework, the datasets were augmented with random color jittering, random horizontal
flipping, and random cropping to a resolution of 256 pixels, following the guidelines established by Koh et al. [14] with
minor adjustments to the resolution. For inference, images were center-cropped and resized to 256 pixels to ensure
consistency with the training input size. Each phase of the CICIL task framework was trained for a single epoch,
reflecting the nature of the task as a linear fitting problem, while the baseline model was trained for 50 epochs per phase,
consistent with the original CBM setup. All experiments were conducted on an A800 GPU to provide the necessary
computational power for efficient processing.

5.5 Experimental Results and Analysis

The results presented in Table 1 clearly demonstrate the superiority of our proposed method, CONCIL, over the baseline
model on both the CUB and AwA datasets. Specifically, for average concept accuracy, CONCIL outperforms the
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baseline by 19% on the CUB dataset and 19.2% on the AwA dataset. This consistent improvement across different
datasets underscores the robustness and generalizability of CONCIL.

For average class accuracy, the performance gap is even more pronounced. On the CUB dataset, CONCIL achieves an
improvement of 31.5% points over the baseline, while on the AwA dataset, this improvement is even more significant at
50.7% points. These substantial gains in class accuracy highlight the effectiveness of CONCIL in handling complex
classification tasks.

Moreover, CONCIL significantly reduces the forgetting rate, a critical metric in continual learning. The average class
forgetting rate decreases by 88.7% on the CUB dataset and 89% on the AwA dataset. This remarkable reduction in
forgetting rate indicates that CONCIL not only excels in learning new concepts but also effectively retains previously
learned information, thereby addressing one of the primary challenges in continual learning.

To gain a more intuitive understanding of these performance differences, Figure 4 provides a visual comparison of the
baseline and CONCIL models. As the number of training steps increases, the average accuracy of the baseline model
drops significantly, while the average forgetting rate gradually increases. This trend is particularly evident in the later
phases of training, where the baseline model’s performance deteriorates markedly.

In contrast, the CONCIL model maintains a relatively stable level of performance throughout the training process.
It consistently achieves higher average accuracy and exhibits a much lower forgetting rate compared to the baseline.
This stability and consistency in performance across different phases highlight the superior capabilities of CONCIL in
managing the trade-off between learning new tasks and retaining old knowledge.

Furthermore, the visualizations in Figure 3 offer additional insights into the performance dynamics of both models
across different phases. It is evident that CONCIL consistently outperforms the baseline in both concept and class
accuracy, maintaining high levels of performance even as the complexity of the tasks increases.

6 Conclusion

In conclusion, the introduction of CONceptual Continual Incremental Learning (CONCIL) marks a significant step and
the first step forward in the field of Continual Learning for Concept Bottleneck Models (CBMs). By reformulating
concept and decision layer updates as linear regression problems, CONCIL not only mitigates the risk of catastrophic
forgetting but also offers a computationally efficient solution suitable for real-time and large-scale data applications.
The experimental results validate the effectiveness of CONCIL in achieving "absolute knowledge memory" and
outperforming traditional CBM methods in both concept- and class-incremental settings. This work sets a new
benchmark for continual learning in CBMs, paving the way for more adaptive and interpretable AI systems capable of
handling the dynamic nature of real-world data. However, future research should focus on enhancing the model’s ability
to manage non-linear relationships, improving its robustness to sudden changes in data distribution, and optimizing
computational efficiency for even larger-scale applications.
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A Theoretical Derivation of Recursive Update

In this appendix, we detail the theoretical derivation of the recursive update for the regularized inverse correlation
matrix Rc

(t).

The matrix inversion lemma (Woodbury formula) provides the foundation for transforming the non-recursive solution
into a recursive one. It states that for any invertible matrix Ac, and matrices Uc, Cc, and Vc as defined above, we have:

(Ac + UcCcVc)
−1 = A−1

c −A−1
c Uc(C

−1
c + VcA

−1
c Uc)

−1VcA
−1
c . (18)

Applying this to our problem, we let:

Ac =

t−1∑
i=0

Z∗T
i Z

∗
i + λ1I, (19)

which leads to:

Rc
(t) = (Ac + Z∗

tZ
∗T
t )

−1. (20)

By applying the lemma, we find:

Rc
(t) = A−1

c −A−1
c Z∗

t(I + Z∗T
t A

−1
c Z∗

t)
−1Z∗T

t A
−1
c . (21)

Recognizing A−1
c as Rc

(t−1), we can derive the recursive form:

Rc
(t) = Rc

(t−1) −Rc
(t−1)Z∗T

t (I + Z∗
tRc

(t−1)Z∗T
t )

−1Z∗
tRc

(t−1). (22)

This shows how to update the correlation matrix recursively based solely on the current phase data, thus maintaining
computational efficiency while ensuring absolute knowledge retention.
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