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Few-Shot Class-Incremental Learning
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Abstract—Few-shot Class-Incremental Learning (FSCIL) ad-
dresses the challenges of evolving data distributions and the
difficulty of data acquisition in real-world scenarios. To counter-
act the catastrophic forgetting typically encountered in FSCIL,
knowledge distillation is employed as a way to maintain the
knowledge from learned data distribution. Recognizing the limi-
tations of generating discriminative feature representations in a
few-shot context, our approach incorporates structural informa-
tion between samples into knowledge distillation. This structural
information serves as a remedy for the low quality of features. Di-
verging from traditional structured distillation methods that com-
pute sample similarity, we introduce the Displacement Knowledge
Distillation (DKD) method. DKD utilizes displacement rather
than similarity between samples, incorporating both distance
and angular information to significantly enhance the informa-
tion density retained through knowledge distillation. Observing
performance disparities in feature distribution between base and
novel classes, we propose the Dual Distillation Network (DDNet).
This network applies traditional knowledge distillation to base
classes and DKD to novel classes, challenging the conventional
integration of novel classes with base classes. Additionally, we
implement an instance-aware sample selector during inference
to dynamically adjust dual branch weights, thereby leveraging
the complementary strengths of each approach. Extensive testing
on three benchmarks demonstrates that DDNet achieves state-of-
the-art results. Moreover, through rigorous experimentation and
comparison, we establish the robustness and general applicability
of our proposed DKD method.

Index Terms—Few-shot class-incremental learning, knowledge
distillation, structural metric, displacement distillation.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, deep learning has notably advanced the field
of computer vision, largely due to pre-training on extensive
datasets. However, in practical settings, data frequently occurs
as streams, necessitating that artificial intelligence systems
efficiently adapt to real-time data flows. Consequently, incre-
mental learning—particularly class-incremental learning (CIL)
[1]–[3]—has garnered growing interest. In these dynamic
environments, neural networks face the challenge of contin-
ually adapting to new tasks while preserving knowledge from
previous tasks. The interdependence of neural network param-
eters complicates the differentiation between new and exist-
ing knowledge, potentially leading to catastrophic forgetting,
marked by a disproportionate focus on newly introduced cat-
egories. While current CIL methods have proven effective in
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Figures a and b show two different structures

with Z as the center, and their principal values

are symmetric about the origin. Figures c and

d show how RKD and DKD measure these

two structures, respectively. The measure of

RKD is 1-dimensional, and the obtained

structure measure completely overlaps. DKD

measures structural information in the original

dimension, so it can effectively distinguish

between the two types of structures.
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Fig. 1. (a) and (b) respectively show two different structures with x1 as
the center, and are symmetric about the origin. (c) and (d) respectively show
how RKD and DKD measure these two structures. The measure of RKD is
1-dimensional, and the obtained structure measure completely overlaps. DKD
measures structural information in the original dimension so it can effectively
distinguish between the two types of structures.

scenarios rich in new data, real-world applications often grap-
ple with challenges such as data collection, annotation costs,
and privacy concerns. Therefore, few-shot class-incremental
learning (FSCIL) [4] has emerged as a critical research focus.
A prime example of this is in facial recognition systems, where
the ability to sequentially integrate and recognize new users,
each contributing minimal photographic data, epitomizes an
ideal FSCIL application scenario.

Knowledge distillation stands out as one of the most fre-
quently employed techniques in FSCIL, serving to transfer
knowledge by preserving similarities between student and
teacher outputs [5]. In CIL, the model from session τ -1 is
often utilized as the teacher model to oversee session τ ,
thereby aiding memory retention during incremental learning.
The majority of existing FSCIL methods rely on the logits of
the networks for knowledge distillation, a process categorized
as Individual Knowledge Distillation (IKD) according to [6],
which focuses exclusively on the similarity between student-
teacher pairs for individual samples. As highlighted by [7],
this approach may falter in the context of FSCIL, as the
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Fig. 2. (a) Performance differences between base and novel classes on
different methods. (b) The t-SNE visualization of features from base and
novel classes respectively. According to the settings of FSCIL, the base classes
have abundant training data and novel classes follow the few-shot setting, thus
causing a performance gap between base and novel classes.

teacher network may struggle to acquire accurate feature
representations due to insufficient data, thereby impeding the
student network from assimilating knowledge from previous
tasks during the knowledge distillation process.

In this case, Dong et al. [8] propose that FSCIL can be
facilitated through Relational Distillation Knowledge (RKD)
[6]. An Exemplar Relation Graph (ERG) is specifically con-
structed to establish “teacher-student” pairs, incorporating re-
lational information among samples. This approach ensures the
preservation of the topological structure during the knowledge
distillation process. However, RKD faces two problems during
distillation. Firstly, the coordinates of the samples in the
feature space are weakened. As shown in Fig. 1, as a low-
dimensional metric, RKD may yield the same measure for
samples with different structures, leading to imprecise struc-
tural modeling. Secondly, this relational distillation assesses
the similarity between the central sample and nearby samples
in each “teacher-student” pair. Strengthening feature coupling
between samples can undermine robustness against outliers,
as the increased coupling may actually heighten sensitivity
to anomalous data points. This issue is particularly critical
in FSCIL, where limited samples are insufficient to correct
biases introduced by outliers. To address these limitations, we
introduce the Displacement Knowledge Distillation (DKD)
approach, which offers a novel perspective on structural dis-
tillation within FSCIL. Specifically, given feature vectors of
any two samples, DKD computes the displacement vector
as their point-wise difference. Each dimension of this vector
signifies the disparity between the samples along that dimen-
sion, subsequently transformed into a probability distribution
through regularization. In DKD, each “teacher-student” pair is
distinct, preventing confusion, unlike RKD, where structural
changes can occur without affecting individual metrics, DKD
preserves structured modeling and avoids coupling features
between samples, thus addressing RKD’s robustness issues.

A common approach in FSCIL is to pre-train the model on
the base classes and then use the learned model to adapt to
novel classes during the FSCIL stage, typically using the same
distillation strategy. However, the significant gap between base
and novel classes makes it challenging to learn discriminative

features for the novel classes. As shown in Fig. 2, there is
a considerable performance gap between the base and novel
features learned in FSCIL, which is evident in the tighter intra-
class distribution of the base classes. Based on these observa-
tions, for the first time, we propose to divide base knowledge
and new knowledge using two knowledge distillation strategies
separately and design the Dual Distillation Network (DDNet)
framework. On the one hand, the base classes are well-learned
and can be represented by discriminative features, which
makes it feasible to preserve knowledge directly through the
output logits. On the other hand, distilling the output logits
from only a few-shot set of categories poses challenges in
learning effective features, as supported by empirical evidence.
By preserving the structural relationships between samples,
relational information can be utilized to improve knowledge
retention1. In doing so, we integrate a learnable, instance-
aware sample selector into DDNet, allowing the model to
distinguish between base and novel classes. By estimating
the base and novel classes within this framework, DDNet
can leverage knowledge from both distillation methods for
class prediction during the inference phase. Our contributions
include:

• We propose a Displacement Knowledge Distillation
(DKD) method for structural knowledge preservation,
which interprets the displacement between a sample pair
as a probability distribution and preserves the similarity
of this distribution between the teacher and student net-
works. This approach significantly enhances the retention
of novel knowledge.

• Based on observations of the impact of data scarcity
in FSCIL, we observe that the traditional approach of
merging novel classes into base classes is not suitable
for FSCIL. Therefore, we design a Dual Distillation Net-
work (DDNet) framework that preserves base knowledge
through IKD and novel knowledge through DKD. In the
inference stage, the knowledge from those two distillation
methods is aggregated via the proposed sample selector.

• We conducted extensive experiments on CIFAR-100,
miniImageNet, and CUB-200, and fully compared our ap-
proach with existing methods. Our approach has demon-
strated state-of-the-art performance across these three
benchmark datasets, underscoring its efficacy and poten-
tial for practical application.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Few-shot Class-incremental Learning

Few-shot learning (FSL) focuses on tackling machine learn-
ing challenges in environments where data availability is
limited. The current FSL methods mainly include the meta-
learning-based methods [9]–[14] and the metric-based meth-
ods [15]–[20]. Meta-learning provides good initialization pa-
rameters for FSL by learning on meta-tasks. Metric-based
methods try to find the most appropriate distance metric for

1In the context of DKD, the novel classes refer to the samples from sessions
1 to τ − 1, we name it pre-order dataset in Sec. III-A which is used for
model distillation. In contrast, session τ , which contains samples from the
incremental classes, does not participate in the knowledge distillation phase.
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FSL. At the same time, increasing number of researches focus
on open-world few-shot learning, such as noisy FSL [21],
cross-domain FSL [22], class-incremental FSL [4], to name
but a few, which lays a foundation for FSL to enter the
practical application.

Class-incremental learning is a typical open-world task that
requires models to continuously learn new tasks and retain
knowledge of old tasks. Due to data collection constraints, la-
beling costs, and privacy concerns, few-shot class incremental
learning (FSCIL) is crucial for training models with limited
samples in real-world tasks [4]. The current FSCIL can be
divided into three categories: data-based methods, ensemble-
based methods and regularization-based methods.

• Data-based methods. Such methods primarily focus on
enhancing data utilization and typically require main-
taining a memory set to store selected samples for data
rehearsal. SPPR [23] designs a random episode selection
strategy to obtain pseudo-samples and be applied in data
rehearsal. S3C [24] points out that data scarcity is an
important cause of forgetting in FSCIL. MoBoo [25]
proposes a memory-augmented attention mechanism to
achieve an expandable representation space within a
fixed-size memory. In addition, some researches [26]–
[28] propose a paradigm to assist FSCIL by introducing
unlabeled data.

• Ensemble-based methods. Ensemble learning strives to
integrate models with different properties and prefer-
ences. BiDist [7] proposes a dual branch division method
by base classes and novel classes, which fully take into
account the over-fitting risk brought by inadequate train-
ing to base classes, so a fixed branch of base classes is
adopted to retain knowledge. ALFSCIL [29] utilizes ana-
logical learning to blend new and old classifiers and intro-
duces the MAT module to ensure compatibility between
new and old weights. MCNet [30] and BMC [31] com-
bine two networks to alleviate catastrophic forgetting. An-
other type of ensemble-method usually uses multi-modal
knowledge as guidance. For example, D’Alessandro et
al. [32] take label texts as guidance information to assist
feature embedding. Additionally, RBNL [33] observes
that the BN layer significantly impacts performance and
achieves good results by removing it.

• Regularization-based methods. Identifying task-specific
parameters within network parameters is a key concern
of regularization. WaRP [34] recognizes the parameters
which are most important to the old knowledge by
rotating the orthogonal space, thereby protecting the
base knowledge by freezing those parameters. From the
perspective of mitigating forgetting, LFD [35] identifies
the optimal optimization direction in the parameter space.
TOPIC [4] preserves the topology between prototypes
through a neural gas network. Further, ERL [8] defines
the topology more precisely and raises it from class-
level to instance-level. Zhang et al. [36] and Wang et
al. [37] study the impact of the relationships between
different classifiers on the memory capacity of the model.
FACT [38] implements a forward-compatible incremental

learning method by reserving virtual classes in advance.
MICS [39] demonstrates that leveraging base classes can
effectively guide the learning of novel classes, while the
soft labels derived from the Mixup method [40] offer
robust guidance within the framework of FSCIL.

B. Knowledge Distillation

Knowledge distillation is a model compression and acceler-
ation method in origin, but in recent years, it has been incorpo-
rated into many learning paradigms, enabling the capacity to
mitigate forgetting. The essence of knowledge distillation is in
the effective transfer of knowledge from the teacher network
to the student network. Hinton et al. propose that students
can learn from teacher network by imitation of teacher output
[5]. According to [41], knowledge distillation can be divided
into three parts for knowledge extraction. 1) In response-based
knowledge [5], [42]–[44], the output logit from the model is
directly taken as supervisory information and the differences
between students and teachers are measured by Kullback-
Leibler divergence. But this approach often relies heavily on
the classification head and lacks constraints on the middle
layers of deep networks. 2) Feature-based knowledge [45]–
[48] extract the feature maps of the middle layers instead
of the last layer to give the model cross-layer knowledge
transfer capability. 3) Relation-based knowledge [6], [49]–
[52] not only consider the differences between student-teacher
sample pairs, but also considers the structural relationship
between samples. Our method follows the setting of relational
distillation and proposes to model the structural relationship
through displacement.

III. METHOD

A. Problem Formulation

In FSCIL, training set appears in the form of task sequence,
and the data stream can be referred to as:{D0,D1, · · · ,Dτ},
where Dτ = {(xi, yi)} is the training set for session τ and yi
belongs to the class set Cτ . The training sets from different
sessions do not share classes, and the test set in the τ -th session
contains all previous classes, i.e. C0 ∩ C1 · · · ∩ Cτ = ∅ and
Ctest = C0 ∪ C1 · · · ∪ Cτ . When learning the task in session
τ , the model can only access to Dτ and Dm, where Dm

represents a memory set that stores instances from previous
tasks for data replay. To clearly distinguish between base
classes and novel classes, during the current session τ , the pre-
order dataset Dp is defined as Dp = {D1, · · · ,Dτ−1}. In such
a method, different knowledge distillation operations need
to be performed on instances from D0 and Dp respectively
to alleviate catastrophic forgetting. Followed by the setting
from [4], the model is trained with sufficient instances at the
first session, i.e., τ = 0. When τ > 0, few-shot learning
is performed according to the N -way K-shot setting, which
means that each task contains only N different categories, and
each category has only K samples.

B. Network Overview

We start by giving an overview of the proposed method.
In common practice, FSCIL consists of two phases: standard
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Fig. 3. The framework of the DDNet and the illustration of DKD. We employs IKD to preserve the base knowledge and the proposed DKD method to protect
the novel knowledge through the structural relationship. Logits from different sessions are integrated into a final prediction through the sample selector.

supervised learning for base classes and class-incremental
learning for novel classes. In the first phase, the model is
trained with sufficient training sample from D0, thereby having
a strong representation power for base classes. Given a sample
x, the feature extractor of the model in session 0 is defined as
f0
ϕ(x) ∈ Rd, whose output is the d-dimensional feature vector.

After the initial session, f0
ϕ(·) is frozen and saved as the base

model. In the second phase, a.k.a., incremental learning with
a limited sample stage, the model from the previous session is
fine-tuned using the current training set Dτ and the memory
set Dm, forming fτϕ (·) in session τ , where τ > 0.

The proposed DDNet employs IKD for the base classes and
DKD, proposed in this paper, for the new classes. To determine
whether a sample belongs to the base or novel classes, we
design a sample selector, gτψ(x) ∈ R2, for a given sample
x. This selector enables DDNet to effectively differentiate
between base and novel classes during testing.

Let the output logits of fτϕ (·) and gτψ(·) be denoted as zτf
and zτg , respectively. The prediction zpred for a sample x is
then obtained by weighting zτf and z0

f according to the output
zτg from the sample selector:

zpred = zτg(0) · zτf + zτg(1) · z0
f . (1)

Further details on the distillation process and the sample
selector will be introduced in Sec. III-C and Sec. III-D.

C. Knowledge Preserving in FSCIL

Followed by [6], we divide knowledge distillation methods
into three categories: IKD, RKD, and DKD, where IKD
directly measures the logit while RKD and DKD measure
the structural information. The key of our proposed DDNet
is to select suitable knowledge distillation methods according
to different feature distributions. Base classes are considered to
have a superior feature representation because it has been fully
and completely pre-trained. In order to avoid the catastrophic
forgetting of the base knowledge caused by the overfitting of
the novel few-shot classes, the best method is to maintain the
output logits of base prediction directly. We take the logits z0

f

as teacher and zτf as student, then the IKD can be formulated
as:

LIKD = E(x,y)∼Dm∩D0KD(zτf ||z0
f ), (2)

where KD(·) represents the conventional knowledge distilla-
tion function which will be described in Sec. IV. The logits
are obtained by the prototypical classification :

zτf = σ
(
[pτ1 ,p

τ
2 , · · · ,pτN ]

⊤ · fτϕ (x)
)
, (3)

where σ(·) represents the softmax function. The class proto-
type is computed as the mean value of all sample features
belonging to that class, given by the following equation:

pτc =
1

nc

∑
xi∈Dτ ,yi=c

fτϕ (xi), (4)

where nc represents the number of instances of class c.
By employing IKD to retain the knowledge of base classes,
the optimal features obtained by pre-training can be retained
directly, which is conducive to preserving the classification
performance of base classes.

However, the empirical study [53] has suggested that the
IKD is not an optimal solution to distill novel classes, as
representation capabilities learned from few samples are weak.
Instead, continuously adjusting the feature space for improved
embedding is more effective, making it preferable to preserve
instance relations rather than just retaining output logits. As
depicted in Fig. 4, the current research e.g. RKD represents
structures as a matrix where each row corresponds to a
local structure centered on a specific sample. This approach
establishes structural relationships, but also loses a significant
amount of information, such as the direction relationships
between samples. Consequently, this modeling approach is
imprecise and poses challenges for the efficient retention of
knowledge.

We propose that the displacement between any pair of
samples can be utilized as guidance while distillation. By
calculating the KL-divergence between the teacher and student
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Fig. 4. The illustration of differences between (a) IKD, (b) RKD, and (c) DKD. IKD directly computes the KL-divergence of teacher and student’s output
and thus cannot model the relationship between samples. RKD measures the relation of a sample pair via similarity, and the loss is the sum of KL-divergence
of every row of the similarity matrix. DKD preserves all the structural information by making differences between samples and times the number of “teacher-
student” pairs by N − 1. Evidently, RKD leads to coupling between samples, whereas DKD completely avoids such relationships.

distributions, the DKD method effectively retains knowledge
of novel classes. The DKD loss is formulated as follows:

LDKD = E(x,y)∼Dm∩DpDKD(zτfi||zτ−1
fi ). (5)

DKD(zτfi||zτ−1
fi ) =

1

N − 1

∑
j ̸=i

KD
(
zτfi − zτfj∥zτ−1

fi − zτ−1
fj

)
, (6)

where zτfj denotes the logit of sample xj .
By differentiating the features, DKD eliminates interference

from the actual sample values on structural relationships. The
displacement vector fully retains all structural information
between sample pairs, including both direction and distance,
whereas RKD captures only one of these aspects. Additionally,
since both the structure measure and sample features reside in
Rd space, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the
real structure and the structure metric, avoiding “misclassifi-
cation” of the structure. DKD treats each pair of samples as a
distinct “teacher-student” pair, thereby effectively eliminating
any coupling relationships between samples.

Through the combined use of IKD and DKD, the distillation
loss function of our DDNet during knowledge retention is:

Lkd = w1 · LIKD + w2 · LDKD, (7)

in which w1 and w2 represent the weight of IKD and DKD
loss, respectively. The standard Cross-Entropy loss function is
also used as the target:

Lcls = E(x,y)∼Dm∪DτCE(zτf , y). (8)

The loss function used to update the feature extractor fτϕ (·)
is the sum of the classification loss and the distillation loss:

Lf = Lcls + Lkd. (9)

D. Sample Selector

The motivation of the sample selector is to mitigate the
performance drop of base classes caused by catastrophic for-
getting. Although knowledge distillation is adopted, forgetting

is inevitable in incremental learning, but f0
ϕ(·) can retain

all knowledge of base classes completely without subsequent
incremental learning. Therefore, it is an effective approach
to merge the outputs of fτϕ (·) and f0

ϕ(·). By strategically
leveraging this performance divergence, our model effectively
orchestrates the knowledge transfer, ensuring that the incre-
mental learning system retains vital information from base
classes and swiftly adapts to the nuances of the novel classes.

To adapt to the preferences of inputs by fτϕ (·) and f0
ϕ(·),

the sample selector is designed to partition novel and base
classes into two distinct clusters. The samples of the same
class naturally share semantic similarity, however, samples in
the novel or base cluster do not have this property, which
is the key problem that makes the base-novel selector less
effective. We consider that the key to the problem is to specify
a decision surface by introducing prior knowledge and forcing
gτψ(·) to fit the decision boundary. By utilizing triplet loss
to minimize the distance between the nearest pair of points
in two clusters, novel and base classes can be effectively
aggregated. This approach allows for the determination of
an appropriate decision boundary by measuring the boundary
distance between the two clusters. In order to clearly define
the optimization process, we formulate the internal structure
of sample selector given a sample x:

gτψ(x) := [pτnovel,p
τ
base]

⊤ · wτψ(x), (10)

where wτψ(·) outputs the d-dimensional feature vector and
shares shallow parameters with fτϕ (·). Besides, pτnovel and
pτbase represent prototypes for the novel and base cluster
respectively, and is formulated by the momentum manner:

pτbase = α
1

nb

yi∈C0∑
xi∈Dτ∪Dm

wτψ(xi) + (1− α)pτ−1
base ,

pτnovel = α
1

nn

yi /∈C0∑
xi∈Dτ∪Dm

wτψ(xi) + (1− α)pτ−1
novel,

(11)

where α is the momentum weight which regulates the stability
of the sample selector during incremental learning.
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Then, the triplet loss is formulated as follows:

Ltrip = E(xi,yi)Dm∪Dτ

yj∈C0,yk /∈C0∑
j,k

[
∥wτψ(xi)− wτψ(xj)∥2

− ∥wτψ(xi)− wτψ(xk)∥2 + γ
]
,

(12)

where γ is the margin in triplet loss.
Due to the lack of natural semantic similarity among class

clusters, prototypes may overlap. It is essential to incorporate
Binary Cross-Entropy loss to enhance class differentiation:

Lbincls = E(x,y)∼DτCE(zτg , I(y ∈ C0)).

zτg = σ
(
gτψ(x)

)
,

(13)

Therefore, the total loss function of the sample selector can
be expressed as:

Lg = β1 · Ltrip + β2 · Lbincls, (14)

where β1 and β2 are flexible weight parameters of different
loss functions. In the DDNet, the feature extractor fτϕ and
sample selector gτψ are optimized separately using the losses
Lf and Lg , respectively.

IV. ANALYSIS ON DISPLACEMENT DISTILLATION

A. Unified Definition on IKD, RKD and DKD

This section delineates a unified framework for categorizing
and defining diverse knowledge distillation paradigms. Sup-
pose the output logits of the teacher and student network for
samples in the same batch are given by:

Zs = [zs1, z
s
2, . . . ,z

s
N ] ,Zt =

[
zt1, z

t
2, . . . ,z

t
N

]
. (15)

IKD solely assesses the congruence between the student
and teacher output logits for corresponding samples. For IKD,
the knowledge distillation loss is formulated by the “teacher-
student” pair, which can be formulated as:

LIKD

(
Zs,Zt

)
=

1

N

∑
i

KD
(
zsi∥zti

)
, (16)

where KD(·) is the function of knowledge distillation. For
a pair of “teacher-student” vectors vt and vs, the KD(·)
function usually adopts KL-divergence:

KD
(
vs∥vt

)
=

∑
k

v̂tk log

(
v̂sk
v̂tk

)
, (17)

in which

v̂sk =
exp (vsk)∑
j exp

(
vsj
) , v̂tk =

exp (vtk)∑
j exp

(
vtj
) . (18)

RKD computes the low-dimension relationship between
samples. There are different forms in RKD and we define
RKD as inner product here for the sake of discussion.2 The
definition of RKD is:

LRKD

(
Zs,Zt

)
=

1

N

∑
i

KD
(
hsi∥h

t
i

)
, (19)

2Euclidean distance and cosine similarity are used in the original RKD
method [6]. Similar conclusions can also be reached for other forms of RKD.

in which, hsi = σ
(
Zs⊤ · zsi

)
, hti = σ

(
Zt⊤ · zti

)
, represent-

ing the similarity between logits.
In contrast, DKD has a more accurate description of the

relationship between samples. The definition of DKD is:

LDKD

(
Zs,Zt

)
=

1

N

∑
i

1

N − 1

∑
j ̸=i

KD
(
zsi − zsj∥zti − ztj

)
.

(20)
The displacement relationship, calculated in DKD, as a

point-wise information, enhances the information density dur-
ing the distillation process.

B. The Property of Displacement Distillation

When analyzing DKD specifically, we compare and analyze
different distillation methods by evaluating the gradients. For
KD (vs∥vt), the gradient is formulated as followed:

∂KD (vs∥vt)
∂vs

=
∑
j

v̂tj v̂
s − v̂t, (21)

where v̂tj is the j-th dimension in the vector v̂t.
According to Eq. (21), the gradient of IKD can be formu-

lated as:

∇zs
N
LIKD

(
Zs,Zt

)
=

1

N
[
∑
k

ẑtNkẑ
s
N − ẑtN ]. (22)

In this context, we compute the gradient with respect to
the last sample zsN in the batch. Due to symmetry, similar
conclusions apply to other samples. In Eq. (22), ẑtN and ẑsN
are vectors and ẑtNk is the k-th dimension of ẑsN . We can
find that the gradient direction for a sample zsN is a linear
combination of the outputs from teacher and student networks.

pre-sequence

post-sequence

∇𝒵𝑁
𝑠 ℒDKD 𝒁𝑠, 𝒁𝑡

𝒵4
𝑠

𝒵1
𝑠 𝒵2

𝑠

𝒵3
𝑠

𝒵𝑁
𝑠

𝒵𝒯𝑥𝑥

∇

Fig. 5. The illustration of the gradient of DKD. The red part represents the
pre-sequence relation, and the blue is the post-sequence. Our proposed DKD
includes bidirectional structural information of “teacher-student” pairs.

Similarly, for DKD, the gradient with respect to zsN can
also be obtained, and the results are as follows:

∇zs
N
LDKD

(
Zs,Zt

)
=

1

N(N − 1)

∂

∂qsj

[∑
j ̸=N

KD
(
qsj∥qtj

)
+

∑
j ̸=N

KD
(
−qsj∥−qtj

)]
,

(23)

where we define q
s(t)
j = z

s(t)
N − z

s(t)
j . The color in Eq. (23)

represents different structural relationships shown in Fig. 5.
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As DKD is a bidirectional measure of displacement, it has
different gradient expressions when z

s(t)
N is used as a pre-

sequence node and a post-sequence node. As shown in the red
and blue parts of Eq. (23) and Fig. 5, when z

s(t)
N serves as a

pre-sequence node (i.e. zs(t)N −z
s(t)
j ), the gradient involves the

displacement vector from z
s(t)
N to all other samples, resulting

in N−1 terms. When z
s(t)
N is the post-order node (i.e. zs(t)j −

z
s(t)
N ), there is only one displacement vector from each z

s(t)
j

node to z
s(t)
N , also resulting in N − 1 term.

As Eq. (23) shows, DKD can be formulated as the KL-
divergence of N(N−1) pairs of qs(t)j vectors, in the sense that
we create a set of vectors {qs(t)j }j ̸=N by taking the difference
of {zs(t)N −z

s(t)
j }j ̸=N . The property of DKD is actually a spa-

tial transformation. The feature vector in the original space Rd
is mapped to the difference space Dd, and the coordinates of
each sample in Dd no longer reflect the real information of the
sample, but represent the relative relationship of a sample pair.
Therefore, it can also be considered that the difference space
Dd represents the structural information between samples in a
mini-batch. From a spatial metric analysis perspective, RKD
reduces the dimensionality by mapping samples from Rd to
R1, resulting in substantial information loss. In contrast, DKD
preserves the original dimensional information, preventing
spatial information loss.

Compared to IKD and RKD, DKD involves more “teacher-
student” pairs. Both IKD and RKD only compute N pairs,
whereas DKD computes N(N − 1) pairs (considering the
opposite direction as the same pair), thereby enhancing the
efficiency of data utilization. In this regard, the proposed DKD
can be understood as a way of data augmentation via the
original data instead of the existing solution using pseudo-
samples, which may interrupt the original data distribution.

C. Robustness Analyses

When compared with RKD, DKD avoids the high coupling
between samples, thus improving the robustness. Building on
the analyses above, we compute the gradient of RKD with
respect to the last sample zsN as follows:

∇zs
N
LRKD

(
Zs,Zt

)
=

1

N

∑
j

(
∂hsj
∂zsN

)⊤

· ∇hs
j
LRKD

(
Zs,Zt

)
=

1

N

∑
j

(
∂hsj
∂zsN

)⊤

· ∇hs
j
LIKD

(
Hs,Ht

)
,

(24)

in which, hsj is the j-th row in Hs:

Hs =
[
hs⊤1 ,hs⊤2 , . . . ,hs⊤N

]
. (25)

Further, the gradient can be formulated as follows:

∇hs
j
LIKD

(
Hs,Ht

)
=

∑
k

ĥtikĥ
s

i − ĥ
t

i. (26)

We should note that the process of computing the similar-
ity matrices Hs and Ht involves pairwise combinations of

samples within the mini-batch. Therefore, the presence of an
outlier can contaminate each term in the gradient of LRKD.

Suppose the outlier is zsN , according to Eq. (23), there are
N − 1 polluted terms in the gradient of DKD. The DKD
gradient contains a total of N(N−1) terms, meaning that 1/N
of the ”teacher-student” pairs are affected by the outlier during
knowledge distillation, in contrast to 100% in RKD. Therefore,
in parallel computations involving multiple samples, our DKD
method can significantly minimize the impact of outliers on
the results.

Based on theoretical analyses, this kind of outlier error
is an inherent defect of any distillation method based on
similarity. Meanwhile, DKD can overcome this defect well, as
displacement is an origin-to-dimension structural information.
At the same time, we employ outliers to attack DKD in Sec. V,
and the experimental result also shows that our method has
even better robustness than current state-of-the-art methods.

V. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets and Implementation Details

According to the common experimental settings, we conduct
experiments on CIFAR-100 [59], miniImageNet [10], and
CUB-200 [60] datasets. We follow the dataset split given
by [4] like most other methods to ensure a fair comparison.
Besides, the backbone is kept the same as the compared
methods. The details are listed below.

• CIFAR-100 contains 100 categories, each containing 500
training samples and 100 testing samples, and the size of
each picture is 32 × 32. CIFAR-100 takes 60 classes as
base classes (i.e., D0) and the remaining 40 classes are
split by a 5-way 5-shot manner, resulting 8 incremental
learning sessions (τ = 8).

• miniImageNet contains 100 categories sampled from
ImageNet-1K [61]. Each category contains 500 training
samples and 100 testing samples with a size of 84 × 84.
Similar to CIFAR-100, miniImageNet adopts the same
category split with 60 classes as base classes and 40 as
novel in a 5-way 5-shot manner (τ = 8).

• CUB-200 is a fine-grained bird classification dataset
containing 200 different bird species. For CUB-200, 100
classes are selected as base classes, and the remaining
100 classes are novel. The 10-way 5-shot manner is
conducted, resulting 10 incremental learning sessions
(τ = 10).

Our approach is implemented by the Pytorch framework.
We use ResNet-18 [62] for CUB-200 and miniImageNet, and
ResNet-20 [62] for CIFAR-100 as the backbone network. We
set the initial learning rate as 0.1 with cosine annealing, batch
size as 64, training epoch as 200, and SGD as the optimizer
on three datasets. For CIFAR-100 and miniImageNet, ω1 and
ω2 are set as 50 identically and for CUB-200 as 30 and 50.
β1 and β2 are set as 0.2 and 0.8, respectively. The momentum
weight α equals 0.9 and the margin γ in the triplet loss is
specified as 1. Following [7], for CUB-200, the model is
initialized with the ImageNet-1K pre-trained parameters while
for CIFAR-100 and miniImageNet the model is trained from
scratch. Building upon insights gleaned from [7], [30], the last
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TABLE I
COMPARISONS TO STATE-OF-THE-ART FSCIL METHODS ON CIFAR-100, miniIMAGENET, AND CUB-200. DATA COMES FROM THEIR PAPER EXCEPT †

IS CONDUCTED THROUGH THE PUBLICLY AVAILABLE CODE FROM [7] IN ORDER TO CONDUCT A FAIR COMPARISON. “M” REPRESENTS THE NUMBER OF
INSTANCES SELECTED FOR DATA REPLAY IN EACH CLASS. BOLD TEXTS: THE BEST RESULTS, UNDERLINE TEXTS: THE SECOND-BEST RESULTS.

Methods
CIFAR-100 miniImageNet CUB-200 Average

Acc0 Accτ KR ↑ AD ↓ Acc0 Accτ KR ↑ AD ↓ Acc0 Accτ KR ↑ AD ↓ KR ↑ AD ↓

TOPIC [4] 64.10 15.85 24.73 48.25 61.31 24.42 39.83 36.89 68.68 26.26 38.24 42.42 34.26 42.52
EEIL [54] 64.10 29.37 45.82 34.73 61.31 19.58 31.94 41.73 68.68 22.11 32.19 46.57 36.65 41.01
FACT [38] 78.83 51.84 65.76 26.99 75.32 48.51 64.41 26.81 78.91 55.96 70.92 22.95 67.03 25.58
CEC [36] 73.07 49.14 67.25 23.93 72.00 47.63 66.15 24.37 75.85 52.28 68.93 23.57 67.44 23.96
ERL++ [8] 73.63 48.32 65.63 25.31 61.79 40.88 66.16 20.91 73.52 52.28 71.11 21.24 67.63 22.49
MetaFSCIL [55] 74.50 49.97 67.07 24.53 72.04 49.19 68.28 22.85 75.90 52.64 69.35 23.26 68.24 23.55
ALFSCIL [29] 80.75 55.17 68.32 25.58 81.27 53.31 65.60 27.96 79.79 59.30 74.32 20.49 69.41 24.68
F2M [56] 64.71 44.67 69.03 20.04 67.28 44.65 66.36 22.63 81.07 60.26 74.33 20.81 69.91 21.16
FCIL [57] 77.12 52.02 67.45 25.10 76.34 52.76 69.11 23.58 78.70 58.48 74.31 20.22 70.29 22.97
WaRP [34] 80.31 54.74 68.16 25.57 72.99 50.65 69.39 22.34 77.74 57.01 73.33 20.73 70.30 22.88
NC-FSCIL [58] 82.52 56.11 68.00 26.41 84.02 58.31 69.40 25.71 80.45 59.44 73.88 21.01 70.43 24.38

BiDist (M=1) † [7] 76.97 50.77 65.96 26.20 74.67 51.64 69.16 23.03 78.28 56.06 71.61 22.22 68.91 23.82
BiDist (M=5) † [7] 76.97 51.67 67.13 25.30 74.00 52.73 71.26 21.27 78.28 57.02 72.84 21.26 70.41 22.61

Ours (M=1) 76.97 52.21 67.83 24.76 74.00 52.22 70.57 21.78 78.28 58.94 75.29 19.34 71.23 21.96
Ours (M=5) 76.97 53.41 69.39 23.56 74.00 53.95 72.91 20.05 78.28 60.15 76.84 18.13 73.05 20.58

(a) CIFAR-100 (b) miniImageNet (c) CUB-200

Fig. 6. The Knowledge Retention rate of different methods on (a) CIFAR-100, (b) miniImageNet, and (c) CUB-200. Since a universal pre-trained model is
not available for the FSCIL task, the initial state greatly influences the results. To ensure a fair comparison, we use the knowledge retention rate instead of
average accuracy to assess the capabilities of different methods in incremental learning.

residual block of the ResNet remains trainable during class-
incremental learning, while the preceding blocks are frozen.

B. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods
We conduct comparison with other methods on three

datasets. The compared methods cover three common cate-
gories of FSCIL, including TOPIC [4], EEIL [54], FACT [38],
CEC [36], ERL++ [6], MetaFSCIL [55], ALFSCIL [29],
F2M [56], FCIL [57], WaRP [34], NC-FSCIL [58], and
BiDist [7]. The results on miniImageNet, CIFAR-100, and
CUB-200 are reported in Table I. The test accuracy in session
τ is denoted as Accτ . Because initial accuracy (Acc0) signifi-
cantly affects the final results (Accτ ), following [57] ,we uti-
lize Knowledge Retention rate (KR) and Accuracy Drop (AD)
as the quantitative measure, defined as KR = Accτ / Acc0 ×
100% and AD = Acc0 −Accτ .

As shown in Table I, the proposed DDNet outperforms
the existing state-of-the-art methods across three benchmarks

consistently w.r.t. the KR value. Specifically, our method
achieves the final KR of 69.39%, 72.91%, and 76.84% on
the three dataset, and it brings the average performance
gain of 2.62%. At the same time, compared with other data
replay methods, our method also has significant advantages,
respectively leading FCIL (M=2), BiDist (M=1), and BiDist
(M=5) by 0.94%, 2.32%, 2.64%.

Through the analyses and summary of the data, we find
that the methods based on model ensemble have comparative
advantages. As the analyses from [7], [23], [30], integrating
neural networks with different performance profiles can effec-
tively alleviate the stability-plasticity dilemma. Additionally,
although methods based on feature regularization achieve
significant results in the early stages, their recent performance
has been lackluster. This decline is attributable to the highly
coupled nature of neural networks, which complicates the
task of isolating the roles of individual parameters. Conse-
quently, determining the optimal direction for model optimiza-
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TABLE II
ABLATION STUDIES OF OUR PROPOSED METHOD ON CIFAR-100. ACCb AND ACCn ARE SHORT FOR THE ACCURACY OF BASE AND NOVEL CLASSES,

RESPECTIVELY. BOLD TEXTS: THE BEST RESULTS.

Feature Extractor Sample Selector Accuracy in each session (%) Session 8 Overall

IKD RKD DKD Momentum triplet 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Accb Accn KR↑ SA↑

! 76.97 72.62 67.83 64.03 60.63 57.65 56.31 53.39 51.61 70.98 22.55 62.34% 61.74%

! ! 76.97 72.58 67.80 64.20 60.93 57.65 56.49 53.56 51.58 71.00 22.45 62.42% 67.77%
! ! 76.97 72.71 68.06 64.36 60.86 57.61 56.43 53.58 51.53 70.88 22.50 62.46% 64.23%
! ! ! 76.97 72.58 68.14 64.31 60.94 57.55 56.57 53.67 51.56 71.02 22.35 62.48% 70.45%

! ! ! 76.97 72.58 68.24 64.63 61.26 58.14 56.77 54.67 52.37 71.33 23.93 62.85% 67.77%
! ! ! 76.97 72.71 68.67 64.67 61.48 58.09 56.84 54.58 52.32 71.40 23.70 62.93% 64.23%
! ! ! ! 76.97 72.58 68.63 64.64 61.46 58.02 56.80 54.67 52.33 71.45 23.65 62.90% 70.45%

! ! ! 76.97 72.58 68.33 64.84 61.96 58.84 57.59 55.55 53.60 71.20 27.20 63.36% 67.77%
! ! ! 76.97 72.71 68.80 65.08 61.98 58.93 57.56 55.36 53.62 71.23 27.21 63.45% 64.23%
! ! ! ! 76.97 72.91 69.00 65.35 62.35 59.31 57.54 55.52 53.75 71.37 27.31 63.63% 70.45%

Fig. 7. The t-SNE visualization of ablation study on CIFAR-100. Classes 1-5 are base classes, and classes 6-9 are novel classes. In (a), only IKD is applied
in the knowledge distillation. In (b), IKD and RKD are employed, while IKD and DKD are adopted in (c). By comparing (a)(b)(c), we can find that both
RKD and DKD help to separate different classes of samples in FSCIL, and DKD has a more pronounced effect.

tion through regularization becomes exceedingly challenging.
Meanwhile, more and more methods tend to combine different
categories of FSCIL (e.g., FCIL, BiDist, and ours).

C. Ablation Study

Our ablation experiments mainly focus on the impact of
different strategies on feature extractor fτϕ (·) and the sample
selector gτψ(·). First, we study the effect of different distillation
strategies on our DDNet including IKD, RKD, and DKD. Sec-
ond, for the sample selectors, the contributions of momentum
update and triplet loss are studied respectively. Besides KR,
evaluation metrics applied here include Base Accuracy (Accb),
Novel Accuracy (Accn), and Selector Accuracy (SA).
The Impact of Different Distillation Strategies. Regard-
ing whether to use relational distillation, we carried out
experiments in three settings (i.e., IKD, RKD, and DKD
in Table II). Three settings represent the distillation method
applied on samples from the pre-order dataset Dp. RKD and
DKD increase the Accb by an average of 0.41% and 0.30%,
respectively. However, relational distillation has a significant
impact on Accn, with RKD and DKD increasing Accn by an
average of 1.33% and 4.81%, respectively. Two conclusions
can be drawn. First, the relationship information between

samples is vital in mitigating catastrophic forgetting. This
relational information helps the model preserve the struc-
tural relationships between samples, leading to more accurate
modeling of intra-class and inter-class relationships. Second,
compared with the traditional RKD method, DKD method has
significant advantages, because DKD transfers samples from
the original space to the difference space, thereby multiplying
the distillation pairs by N − 1 times and preserving as much
information as possible.

The Impact of Sample Selector. For sample selectors gτψ(·),
we test the validity of momentum update and triplet loss.
As discussed in Sec. III, a primary challenge of the sample
selector is the clustering of categories that do not inherently
share semantic similarity. Upon evaluation, the application
of triplet loss alone results in a 2.49% improvement in SA,
while the use of momentum update alone yields a 6.03%
improvement. Combining both methods leads to a notable en-
hancement, with an overall improvement of 8.71%. However,
it is also observed that despite the increase in SA, the overall
improvement in KR remains limited. The average increases
for the three sample selector settings are only 0.53%, 0.61%,
and 0.66%, respectively. This phenomenon suggests that the
network fusion based on Eq. (1) may benefit from further
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TABLE III
ROBUSTNESS STUDIES OF OUR PROPOSED METHOD ON CIFAR-100. BY ATTACKING THE LEARNING PROCESS OF THE MODEL BY ADDING OUTLIERS,

THE PERFORMANCE DROP OF THE MODEL UNDER DIFFERENT OUTLIERS IS DETECTED.

Methods Outlier
Accuracy in each session (%)

AA↑
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

BiDist 0% 76.97 66.09 63.09 59.69 57.80 53.96 53.40 51.71 49.17 59.10
Ours 0% 76.97 70.11 60.50 60.41 56.94 54.45 53.81 51.79 50.29 59.47

BiDist 1% 76.97 65.15 61.46 59.36 56.27 53.78 52.43 50.55 48.93 58.32
Ours 1% 76.97 69.49 61.61 59.97 57.59 53.86 52.99 51.73 49.92 59.35

BiDist 5% 76.97 65.82 62.77 58.57 56.16 53.46 51.82 51.06 48.56 58.35
Ours 5% 76.97 69.60 61.21 59.31 56.34 54.29 53.53 51.76 49.28 59.14

BiDist 10% 76.97 65.35 62.61 59.43 56.12 54.35 51.64 50.39 48.24 58.34
Ours 10% 76.97 69.58 59.90 59.43 56.88 54.20 53.12 51.38 48.55 58.89

BiDist 15% 76.97 63.77 62.43 59.25 56.17 52.54 51.27 50.08 47.55 57.78
Ours 15% 76.97 69.22 60.60 58.56 57.05 54.36 52.72 51.42 49.40 58.92

BiDist 20% 76.97 63.91 61.39 58.29 56.04 53.13 51.89 50.36 47.84 57.76
Ours 20% 76.97 69.54 59.50 58.52 56.46 53.85 52.23 50.35 48.45 58.43
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Fig. 8. The impact of different outlier percentages on BiDist and our DDNet.
Bold texts: the best results. Our method demonstrates significant robustness
against outlier samples.

refinement, indicating significant opportunities for future re-
search in this area.

D. Robustness of Displacement Distillation

This part verifies the robustness of the proposed DKD
method. The DDNet is attacked by randomly adding outliers
to the training set Dτ to observe the performance drop of the
model in a noisy environment. By initializing with exactly the
same pre-trained parameters, DDNet and BiDist can conduct a
fair comparison. The metrics include Average Accuracy (AA)
and Accuracy Drop (AD).

The proportion of outliers varies from 1% to 20%. Since
both BiDist and our DDNet utilize a two-branch architecture,
we focus solely on comparing the classification accuracy of
the current branch (i.e., fτϕ (·) in DDNet) to more clearly
demonstrate the impact of outliers. We report the results
in Table III. DDNet outperforms the comparison method in
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Fig. 9. Studies about the effect of DKD on CIL. For the three methods,
replacing the original IKD with DKD improves the average accuracy while
mitigated the forgetting of previous knowledge.

various settings. Specifically, we can observe that our DKD-
based method experiences a dramatic performance decline of
approximately 10% on average at τ = 2, precisely because
DKD distillation of the pre-order dataset Dp begins when τ =
2. The semantic gap between base and novel classes results in
performance degradation in early sessions. However, as FSCIL
progresses, this semantic gap is gradually bridged, and our
approach consistently outperforms the comparison methods in
overall performance. Finally, on different outlier settings, our
method reduces the averaged AD from 0.986% to 0.526% with
a reduction of 46.7% as shown in Fig. 8.

E. Generalization of Displacement Distillation

To verify the generalization of our proposed DKD method,
we carry out experiments on different tasks. For the more
general CIL task, we select three representative CIL methods
including LwF [63], iCaRL [1], and WA [64] and the results
are presented in Fig. 9. In each of these methods, we replace
IKD with DKD and observe that our method enhance model
performance across all three. In this task, we adopt two
evaluation metrics, AA and Average Forgetting (AF), proposed
in [65]. AF measures the average forgetting rate of each
session in incremental learning.
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Our DKD method demonstrates remarkable improvements
with compared methods. Experiments indicate that the DKD
method is not only applicable to FSCIL but also can be applied
to general CIL tasks. This versatility stems from DKD’s
ability to capture accurate structural information, aiding in
the preservation of distributional consistency across different
sessions in incremental learning.

TABLE IV
ACCURACY(%) OF DIFFERENT METHODS IN KNOWLEDGE DISTILLATION

TASKS ON CIFAR-10. EXPERIMENTS ARE CONDUCTED USING THE
PUBLICLY AVAILABLE CODE FROM [6]. BOLD TEXTS: THE BEST RESULTS.

Teacher Student IKD RKD-D RKD-A DKD

ResNet-18 [62] Conv-5 85.20 84.90 85.30 85.62
DenseNet-100 [66] ResNet-18 87.30 88.10 88.40 89.27
PreResNet-110 [67] ResNet-18 87.20 88.20 89.30 89.90
ResNext-29-8 [68] ResNet-18 84.40 86.00 88.30 88.40
WRN-28-10 [69] ResNet-18 84.60 86.70 87.10 86.70

Average 85.74 86.78 87.68 87.98

In addition, we apply DKD to the model compression task,
which is a common application of knowledge distillation. We
select different teacher models and student models on the
CIFAR-10 dataset for knowledge distillation. We compare the
results of IKD, RKD-D, RKD-A, and DKD, where RKD-D
represents the relational knowledge distillation with Euclidean
distance while RKD-A represents the cosine similarity. The
results are reported in Table IV. DKD achieves the best results
in four out of five different settings and outperforms other
methods overall. In comparison to the two RKD methods,
DKD exhibits strong competitiveness in traditional knowledge
distillation tasks, underscoring the importance of displacement
information in knowledge preservation.

Through the application of DKD to both general class-
incremental learning and knowledge distillation tasks, we con-
duct a comparative analyses of DKD-based methods against
existing approaches. The experimental findings underscore that
our DKD method serves as a versatile knowledge distillation
technique, demonstrating potential applicability across diverse
domains.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a novel strategy to tackle the challenge
of catastrophic forgetting in few-shot class-incremental learn-
ing (FSCIL) via Displacement Knowledge Distillation (DKD).
Our approach distills knowledge by emphasizing the structural
relationships among samples, rather than focusing solely on
individual output similarities. Additionally, we introduce the
Dual Distillation Network (DDNet) framework, which seam-
lessly integrates Individual Knowledge Distillation (IKD) for
base classes with DKD for newly introduced classes. Extensive
experiments have confirmed that our method delivers state-of-
the-art performance across diverse benchmarks, highlighting
the effectiveness and broad applicability of the DKD approach.
We believe our work will pave a new way to address this chal-
lenging task. Moving forward, we aim to further enhance the
accuracy of the sample selector within DDNet to significantly
boost FSCIL performance.
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