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Abstract Data-free knowledge distillation transfers knowl-
edge by recovering training data from a pre-trained model.
Despite the recent success of seeking global data diversity,
the diversity within each class and the similarity among dif-
ferent classes are largely overlooked, resulting in data ho-
mogeneity and limited performance. In this paper, we intro-
duce a novel Relation-Guided Adversarial Learning method
with triplet losses, which solves the homogeneity problem
from two aspects. To be specific, our method aims to pro-
mote both intra-class diversity and inter-class confusion of
the generated samples. To this end, we design two phases,
an image synthesis phase and a student training phase. In the
image synthesis phase, we construct an optimization process
to push away samples with the same labels and pull close
samples with different labels, leading to intra-class diversity
and inter-class confusion, respectively. Then, in the student
training phase, we perform an opposite optimization, which
adversarially attempts to reduce the distance of samples of
the same classes and enlarge the distance of samples of dif-
ferent classes. To mitigate the conflict of seeking high global
diversity and keeping inter-class confusing, we propose a fo-
cal weighted sampling strategy by selecting the negative in
the triplets unevenly within a finite range of distance. RGAL
shows significant improvement over previous state-of-the-
art methods in accuracy and data efficiency. Besides, RGAL
can be inserted into state-of-the-art methods on various data-
free knowledge transfer applications. Experiments on vari-
ous benchmarks demonstrate the effectiveness and general-
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izability of our proposed method on various tasks, specially
data-free knowledge distillation, data-free quantization, and
non-exemplar incremental learning. Our code will be pub-
licly available to the community.

Keywords Knowledge distillation · Data-free distillation ·
Transfer learning · Model quantization · Incremental
learning · Generative model.

1 Introduction

Deep convolutional neural networks (CNNs) have demon-
strated remarkable success in various computer vision tasks,
such as classification (Krizhevsky et al, 2012; Simonyan and
Zisserman, 2015; He et al, 2016), object detection (Girshick
et al, 2014; Redmon et al, 2016; Zhang et al, 2018), and se-
mantic segmentation (Long et al, 2015; Ronneberger et al,
2015). However, these well-designed models require signifi-
cant computational resources, which limits their deployment
on resource-limited platforms such as mobile phones and
edge devices (Cheng et al, 2018).

To address this issue, knowledge distillation (KD) has
emerged as a standard model compression method that aims
to transfer knowledge from a well-trained teacher model to
a new, smaller one (Gou et al, 2021; Hinton et al, 2014;
Romero et al, 2015). Despite its success, most KD methods
assume that the training dataset is still accessible. However,
in many cases, data privacy and security concerns prevent
the sharing of sensitive data (Ha et al, 2020). For instance,
biometric and medical data are often considered private and
not publicly shared (Arora and Bhatia, 2021). Therefore,
there is a pressing need to transfer knowledge without ac-
cessing the original dataset or the real data.

Data-free KD can effectively solve the challenge of trans-
ferring knowledge between neural networks without access
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to the original training data. Inspired by the generative ad-
versarial network (Goodfellow et al, 2014), existing data-
free KD methods typically generate synthetic samples that
the teacher classifies with high certainty (Mahendran and
Vedaldi, 2015). Subsequently, adversarial learning is intro-
duced into the field of data-free knowledge distillation to ex-
plore more valuable samples by minimizing the maximum
KL divergence between the outputs of the teacher and the
student (Micaelli and Storkey, 2019; Choi et al, 2020). How-
ever, real-world images of different classes often contain
different contents, while synthesized samples tend to be ho-
mogenized, leading to limited performance of models trained
on these synthesized samples. It is essential for the synthe-
sized samples to sufficiently match the diversity in real data.

Therefore, recent data-free methods try to enhance the
diversity of synthetic data. For example, Deepinversion (Yin
et al, 2020) introduces an additional Jensen-Shannon diver-
gence to expand the coverage of the image distribution. In-
traQ (Zhong et al, 2022) proposes diversity-seeking regu-
larization to prevent the generated samples from being too
similar. CMI (Fang et al, 2021) improves diversity with a
large amount of pre-synthesized images and encourages the
synthesizing images to distinguish from the previous ones.

Although these methods enhance the diversity of syn-
thetic data, models trained with real data still outperform
those trained with synthetic data. This may be because cur-
rent methods often overlook the relation among individual
samples and optimize the samples independently in the same
direction. This causes synthetic samples to tend to have sim-
ilar results without avoiding homogenization problems. Intra-
class samples cluster together, and inter-class samples be-
come too easily distinguishable. Therefore, we emphasize
that it is necessary to improve the diversity of individual
samples within the same training batch, especially those of
the same classes. In addition, our study has also revealed
class-level heterogeneity issues in the data generation pro-
cess of typical data-free methods, particularly at embedding
levels. Therefore, the lack of hard samples with high inter-
class confusion also prevents the student from learning more
robust class-level discrimination. These gaps lead to difficul-
ties in learning from synthetic data with high homogeneity.

To address these problems, we propose a novel Relation-
Guided Adversarial Learning (RGAL) framework by pro-
moting both intra-class diversity and inter-class confusion.
Unlike prior methods that optimize the samples indepen-
dently, we focus on optimizing individual samples and the
relation among the samples in a single batch. Our proposed
method refers to two learning phases, an image synthesis
phase for training the generator and a student training phase.
In the image synthesis phase, we enlarge the distance be-
tween positive pairs of the same classes in the embedding
space, which prevents the samples from being too similar
and ensures intra-class diversity. Negative pairs of differ-
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Fig. 1: Illustration of sample optimization in different data
generation methods. Red arrow indicates pushing away
while green indicates pulling close. Both adversarial based
and contrastive methods ignore the relation between indi-
vidual samples, resulting in limited intra-class diversity and
inter-class confusion. Our method aims to deal with the dis-
tances among samples, leading to both high intra-class di-
versity and meanwhile maintaining inter-class confusion.

ent classes are forced to be close to each other, which en-
sures that the samples of different classes are around the de-
cision boundary and ”confusing” enough. On the contrary,
when training the student, the positive pairs are pulled closer
than the negative ones by a distance margin to learn much
stronger class-level discrimination.

Figure 1 illustrates the comparison between the knowl-
edge transfer processes using different data-free knowledge
distillation (KD) methods: adversarial methods Micaelli and
Storkey (2019); Choi et al (2020); Yin et al (2020), con-
trastive methods Zhong et al (2022); Fang et al (2021, 2022),
and our proposed method. Adversarial methods generate syn-
thetic samples classified with high uncertainty by adversari-
ally learning pseudo data with larger gaps between the teacher
and the student. However, the samples tend to be homoge-
nized. Contrastive methods enhance diversity by driving the
samples away from the previous ones. But the optimization
of relationships among samples within a batch is also over-
looked. In addition, as the number of samples increases, the
average embedding tends to the class center, also resulting
in homogenization problem. In contrast, our method focuses
on relationships between individual samples and focuses on
two different aspects: intra-class diversity and inter-class con-
fusion. Therefore, we design triplet adversarial losses, which
performs different optimizations between individual sam-
ples with different class labels in the image synthesis phase.

In the image synthesis phase, it also harms the diver-
sity of global data to pull closer negative samples that have
already been far apart or close enough. To maintain high
global diversity, we propose a focal weighted sampling strat-
egy to get the applicable negative for the triplet. To be spe-
cific, we sample the negative unevenly in terms of the in-
verse distance only in local views. Only those neither too
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far nor too close are likely to be sampled as the negative.
This mitigates the conflicts of seeking global diversity and
enhancing inter-class confusion.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

– We propose a relation-guided adversarial learning method
to improve both intra-class diversity and inter-class con-
fusion of individual samples within a batch and guide the
student to learn robust class-level discrimination from
generated samples without any real data.

– We present a focal weighted strategy for unevenly sam-
pling negative samples within local views, which mit-
igates the latent optimization conflicts between global
diversity and inter-class class confusion.

– Our method achieves more competitive accuracy than
current methods on data-free knowledge distillation and
significantly improves the performance of prior works
on other tasks, such as data-free quantization and non-
exemplar incremental learning.

2 Related Work

Knowledge Transfer is a traditional method to transfer the
knowledge from a well-trained teacher model to a new stu-
dent model (Bucilua et al, 2006; Ba and Caruana, 2014) by
smoothing the teacher’s probability outputs by temperature
term as the learning guide for the student. Knowledge distil-
lation (Hinton et al, 2014) further matches the smooth dis-
tributions of the teacher and student models via Kullback-
Leibler divergence. Fine-grained information among differ-
ent layers also provides extra supervision to improve the
student model performance, as mentioned by the work in
(Romero et al, 2015). However, these pre-trained models are
sometimes released without training data for privacy or stor-
age reasons, making these methods inapplicable.
Data-free Knowledge Distillation attempts to address data
limitation by re-constructing input samples from the param-
eter of a pre-trained teacher model (Lopes et al, 2017). ZSKD
(Nayak et al, 2019) obtains the synthetic samples by di-
rectly optimizing trainable random noise images concerning
a predetermined objective for multiple iterations. CMI (Fang
et al, 2021) also re-visits the contrastive learning framework
to model the data diversity in model inversion. Fast-DFKD
(Fang et al, 2022) inherits this idea and introduces a meta-
learner to higher data synthesis efficiency. Deepinversion
(Yin et al, 2020) improves the diversity of synthesized im-
ages by maximizing the Jensen-Shannon divergence of the
outputs of the teacher and the student. Furthermore, RDSKD
(Han et al, 2021) generates images with high inter-sample
diversity and carefully designs generator loss. However, all
these methods ignore the contribution of hard samples that
are inter-class confusing, which may be more critical to stu-
dent learning. By extending these preceding works, we de-

velop RGAL that focuses on separated intra-class diversity
and inter-class confusion, which starkly contrasts prior works
in this area (Section 4.2).
Adversarial Learning for image synthesis is introduced by
GANs (Goodfellow et al, 2014), where generators are used
to produce adversarial images. Then, adversarial learning is
introduced into data-free KD by DFAD (Fang et al, 2019)
and ZSKT (Micaelli and Storkey, 2019), where worst-case
samples with a large gap between the outputs of the stu-
dent and the teacher are synthesized for student learning.
The work in (Nie and Shen, 2020) proposes an adversarial
confidence learning framework better to retain the unlimited
modeling capacity of the discriminator. Nevertheless, tradi-
tional adversarial learning ignores the distance among indi-
vidual samples. Thus the generator tends to generate sam-
ples clustering in the embedding space, which decreases the
sample diversity within the same batch. To this end, we present
a relation-guided adversarial learning method to diversify
batch samples by the structural relation among samples with
a focal weighted sampling strategy.
Data-Free Quantization performs network quantization by
extending the data-free knowledge distillation, where the
models before and after quantification are regarded as the
student and the teacher. For example, DFQAD (Choi et al,
2020) minimizes the maximum distance between the outputs
of the teacher and the (quantized) student from a generator.
ZeroQ (Cai et al, 2020) matches the statistical distribution of
the generated samples with the mean/standard deviation pa-
rameters stored in the BN layer. ZAQ (Liu et al, 2021) syn-
thesizes informative and diverse samples with a two-level
discrepancy modeling to drive a generator. Moreover, IntraQ
(Zhong et al, 2022) introduces a marginal distance constraint
to form class-related embeddings distributed to retain this
property in intra-class diversity in synthetic images. RGAL
can be used as an easy-to-use trick to improve the accuracy
of the quantized model by modifying the training losses of
existing data-free quantization methods (Section 5.2).
Non-Exemplar Incremental Learning tries to train the old
model to a new one to recognize the old and new classes
without the old class samples. In the paradigm of KD, the
teacher, and the student is the old and new models, respec-
tively. More formally, an incremental learning problem T

consists of a sequence of n tasks:

Tasks =
[(
C1,D1

)
,
(
C2,D2

)
, . . . , (Cn,Dn)

]
. (1)

where each task t is represented by a set of classes Ct =

{ct1, ct2 . . . , ctn} and training data Dt in which:

Dt = {(x1, y1) , (x2, y2) , . . . , (xmt, ymt)} . (2)

The teacher T is initially trained on [D1, . . . , Dt−1] with
classes Co. During training for task t, the learner (effectively
as the student) only has access to Dt, and the tasks do not
overlap in classes, i.e., Ci ∩ Cj = ∅ if i ̸= j. PASS (Zhu
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et al, 2021) proposes to memorize one class representative
prototype and adopts prototype augmentation by gaussian
noise to sample the representation of old classes. SSRE (Zhu
et al, 2022) enhances the discrimination between the old and
new classes by selectively incorporating new samples. How-
ever, existing methods use the manual design of sample sam-
pling, lacking the ability to adaptively generate the training
samples required by the student (new) model. We extend the
existing non-exemplar incremental learning methods based
on RGAL, which can significantly improve the performance
in terms of both the average accuracy and the average forget-
ting with just a few more optimization steps (Section 5.3).

3 Method

Motivation. Prior works optimize the global class diversity
of samples with class semantic embedding, neglecting the
instance-level mutual information for knowledge transfer.
Some works enlarge the distances between samples with
the same labels to increase intra-class diversity, where the
similarity among classes has been largely overlooked. To
properly generate synthetic samples for efficient knowledge
transfer, we propose Relation-Guided Adversarial Learning
(RGAL). Our motivation is intuitive that under the constraint
of data amount, higher intra-class diversity indicates bet-
ter instance-level representation. Besides, higher inter-class
confusion indicates that stronger class-level discrimination
can be learned from the teacher by the student.
Overviews. Let T be the teacher pre-trained on dataset X
with well-optimized parameters θt. T maps the input sam-
ple x ∈ X to a latent representation et = Ft(x) ∈ RDt

by the feature extractor Ft. We aim to teach a new student
model parameterized by weights θs that still works well on
the dataset X without access to the real training data. The
latent representation of sample x in the student is es =

Fs(x) ∈ RDs . To train the student with synthetic data, we
consider two phases in data-free KD. First, a generator G
with parameters θg is trained based on the teacher with loss
Lg , which takes a random vector z ∈ RDz with dimension
Dz as input and outputs synthetic sample x′ = G(z) to con-
struct the synthetic sample set X ′. The class label y′ of x′

is given by the teacher, i.e. y′ = argmax(pt),pt = C(et)

where C is the classifier head of the teacher. Second, batches
of samples are extracted from X ′ for training the student
based on the student learning loss Ls. The two phases are
performed alternatively to obtain the well-optimized param-
eter θs. The overall pipeline of our proposed RGAL with
these two phases is shown in Figure 2.

In Section 3.1, we re-design the generator loss Lg for im-
age synthesis and the student loss Ls for training the student
model, where the embedding distances of synthetic samples
are optimized adversarially with two opposite triplet losses.
Thus, the intra-class diversity and inter-class confusion of

the samples can be effectively guaranteed. Meanwhile, it
improves the discrimination ability of the student for dif-
ferent classes. Then a focal weighted sampling strategy is
introduced in Section 3.2 for selectively getting samples of
triplets in terms of relative embedding distances. This re-
solves the potential optimization conflicts due to plain nega-
tive sampling, which reduces the impact of inter-class confu-
sion on global sample diversity. The implementation details
of RGAL are presented in Section 3.3.

3.1 Relation-guided Adversarial Learning

We first consider the image synthesis phase, which aims for
generating samples with intra-class diversity and inter-class
confusion. To separately optimize the samples of the same
class and those of different classes, we first need to refer to
represent the relation among samples in terms of predicted
class labels by the teacher. Typically, we randomly select
one sample as the anchor. Then we define that the positive
has the same label as the anchor, whereas the negative has a
different label from the anchor. Thus the sample relation can
be represented by an embedding triplet (eas , e

p
s , e

n
s ) with a

chosen anchor embedding eas . The embeddings of the posi-
tive and the negative are denoted by eps and ens , respectively.

Using the sampled set of triplets, relation-guided adver-
sarial learning is performed by incorporating additional ad-
versarial triplet losses in the embedding space. We suppose
an opposite triplet loss to perform two essential functions.
Firstly, it is supposed to encourage eas and ens to be close to
each other to ensure that the samples of different classes are
enough inter-class confusing and hard to be distinguished.
Secondly, it is supposed to encourage eas and eps to be far
away from each other to ensure high diversity of samples
of the same class. Thus, we notice that the optimization ob-
jective of the generator is just opposite to the optimization
direction of commonly used triplet loss, which is given by:

Lntri =
[
∥eas − ens ∥2 − ∥eas − eps∥2 + τ

]
+
. (3)

Therefore, the overall objective for image synthesis and train-
ing the generator can be formulated as follows:

Lg = −Ladv + Lntri, (4)

where [·]+ = max(·, 0) and ∥ · ∥ denotes the Euclidean dis-
tance. Ladv =

∑
i p

(i)
t log

(
p
(i)
t /p

(i)
s

)
enlarge the output

distance of the teacher and the student with a Kullback–Leibler
divergence as in (Micaelli and Storkey, 2019). In the image
synthesis phase, maximizing Ladv ensures that the generator
explores the hard samples with the significant mismatch be-
tween the outputs of the student and the teacher. Besides,
minimizing Lntri ensures that the generated samples are
both highly inter-class confusing and intra-class diverse.
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Fig. 2: The framework of our proposed RGAL method for data-free knowledge distillation. A, P, and N represent the anchor
sample, positive sample, and negative sample, respectively. Our method alternates training the generator and the student
model using triplet losses in opposite directions. Triplets are sampled with the distance weighted sampling strategy when
training the student, and with the focal weighted sampling strategy when training the generator. The focal weighted sampling
tends to the negative neither too far nor too close, thus reserving global data diversity. Then, the embeddings of the student
are optimized in opposite directions in terms of the triplets extracted by the distance weighted sampling.

In the student training phase, the student is expected to
be trained with stronger class-level discrimination. There-
fore, the positive triplet loss for training the student can be
defined as minimizing the distance between the anchor and
the positive and maximizing the distance between the an-
chor and the negative. This is just the opposite of Equation
(3) and can be formulated as follows:

Ltri =
[
∥eas − eps∥2 − ∥eas − ens ∥2 + τ

]
+
, (5)

where τ is a margin enforced between positive pairs and
negative pairs for all possible triplets within a batch as in
(Wu et al, 2017a) and (Zhang et al, 2022). It keeps the dis-
tance difference greater than τ , which enforces a margin be-
tween each pair of samples from one sample to all others
with different labels. Then, the total loss for training the stu-
dent can be formulated as follows:

Ls = Ladv + Ltri, (6)

where Ladv is used to match the output distributions of the
teacher and the student. Ladv enables the student to generate
predictions similar to the teacher. Furthermore, minimizing
Ltri forces the student to cluster samples of the same classes
and distinguish samples of different classes.

(a) Distance Weighted Sampling (b) Focal Weighted Sampling

Fig. 3: Illustration of different sampling strategies and opti-
mization directions of the positive and the negative. Red de-
notes pushing away and green denotes pulling close, where
color opacity denotes sampling probability.

3.2 Focal Weighted Sampling Strategy

The triplet losses in Equations (3) and (5) both require sam-
ple relation in terms of triplets. Therefore, how to choose the
samples for the triplet becomes a critical factor. One triplet
includes three samples, i.e., a chosen anchor, a positive with
the same label as the anchor, and a negative with a differ-
ent label from the anchor. We first select an anchor from
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Teacher

ZSKT

t = 400 t = 800 t = 1200 t = 1600

RGAL（Random Sampling）

Initialization

RGAL（Focal Weighted Sampling）

Fig. 4: Visualization of samples in the embedding space on a typical three-class problem from ZSKT (Micaelli and Storkey,
2019) and our methods. Pseudo points are randomly initialized away from the data manifold. The first line shows the result of
ZSKT, in which the proposed adversarial formulation is widely adopted by the recent state-of-the-art methods. Both RGAL
with adversarial triplet loss eliminate dense sample clusters and samples are more widely distributed.

a batch and then select the positive with the same label as
the anchor. When these two samples are fixed, the simplest
method to select the negative is a random sampling strategy.
Random sampling gets the negative for the triplet randomly
from the remaining samples with different labels from a sin-
gle batch. However, samples far away from the anchor are
selected with equal probability as those close to the anchor,
leading to suboptimal options for the negative.

To be specific, in the student training phase, the samples
of the same classes are expected to be closer together, while
samples of different classes are expected to be farther apart.
Therefore, there is little performance benefit from pushing
away the negative that is far away because they have already
been well distinguished in the embedding space. Only sam-
pling negative samples close to the anchor also causes an-
other issue a small disagreement may not always correspond
to valuable samples because they are more likely just some
outliers misclassified by the teacher. Therefore, we adopt a
distanced weighted sampling strategy inspired by (Wu et al,
2017a) in the student learning phase. We sample the nega-
tive uniformly based on the relative distance with weights
proportional to 1/f(d) where d = ∥pa

t −pn
t ∥2. In this case,

the distribution of pairwise distances follows:

f(d) ∝ dc−2

[
1− 1

4
d2
] c−3

2

. (7)

We also clip the sampling weights by λ to avoid outliers
as in (Wu et al, 2017a). In other words, samples that have
inverse distances within λ are equally likely to be sampled
as negative samples. Formally, given an anchor eas , distance
weighted sampling samples ens with probability as follows:

Pr (ens | eas) ∝ min

(
λ,

1

f (∥pa
t − pn

t ∥2)

)
, (8)

where we set λ = 0.5 following the setup in (Wu et al,
2017a). It provides more valuable triplets from the batch of
samples, ensuring the samples close and with different la-
bels are more likely to be pushed away.

In the image synthesis phase, it is not necessary to pull
together samples of different labels that are too close, be-
cause they have already been confusing enough. Besides,
there is no need to pull close samples that are too far, be-
cause they are different enough to keep high data diversity.
As shown in Figure 3, for example, pulling close the anchor
A and sample N2 and N4 damages the global data diver-
sity as they are different enough. Meanwhile, pulling close
A and N1 is also not necessary as they are similar enough
to keep inter-class confusion. Thus, we propose to focus on
the samples only in local areas and select the negative for
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the triplet in terms of inverse distance weights:

Pr (ens | eas) ∝

{
1

f(∥pa
t −pn

t ∥2) if λl < 1/f(d) < λu

0 otherwise
, (9)

where we set λl = 0.4 and λu = 1.0 by default. We will
show the effect of the two parameters on model performance
in the ablation studies in Section 4.4.

To more intuitively demonstrate the effectiveness of our
proposed method, we conduct a three-class toy experiment
following the one in ZSKT (Micaelli and Storkey, 2019),
which proposes the primary data-free knowledge distilla-
tion paradigms with an adversarial manner. We do not in-
clude other recent methods as they follow the same adver-
sarial learning strategy. We show the dynamic samples and
the learned student in ZSKT and our proposed adversarial
learning pipeline with and without focal weighted sampling
strategy, as shown in Figure 4. Our proposed adversarial
learning pipeline avoids clustered samples and the proposed
focal weighted sampling provides faster convergence of stu-
dent learning.

Since most random samples in a batch have different la-
bels, the number of triplets from the batch is decided by the
number of paired samples of the same classes. The batch
sampling strategy determines the samples in each batch. How-
ever, the commonly used random sampling extracts a batch
of samples randomly from the training data. The classes of
the samples are too spread out, resulting in a limited num-
ber of triplets. FaceNet (Schroff et al, 2015) uses a batch
size of 1800 to ensure the number of triplets, which is com-
putationally expensive. To this end, a balancing strategy is
used in RGAL to ensure that a sufficient number of triplets
are sampled within a limited batch size. Assuming that the
batch size is fixed, the first half of samples are obtained by
random sampling as the anchor, while the last half of sam-
ples are guaranteed to have the same labels as the former
half. A sufficient number of triplets are provided by paired
sampling where 50% of samples are guaranteed to be the
anchor and the positive, respectively, and then the negative
can be sampled unevenly in terms of Equation (9).

3.3 Learning Details

The detailed learning process of our proposed RGAL is pro-
vided in Algorithm 1. After obtaining the well-trained teacher
model, we randomly initialize the student model. Then, we
alternately perform the adversarial training process in the
image synthesis phase and the student training phase. The
generator uses Lg to train to generate inter-class confusing
and intra-class diverse sample set X ′, while the student is
then trained on samples from X ′ with Ls to conduct the
knowledge transfer process based on the generated samples.

Algorithm 1 RGAL for data-free knowledge transfer
Pretrain: T (·; θt)
Initialize: S(·; θs)
B ← ∅
For Each i ∈ [0, N) do

z ∼ N (0, I)
Initialize G(·; θg);
For each j ∈ [0, Ng) do

x← G(z; θg)
pt, et ← T (x; θt)
ps, es ← S(x; θs)
[(eas , e

p
s , ens )]

Nt ← focal weighted sampling(x,pt);
Lg ← Lntri(eas , e

p
s , ens ) + Lothers(x)

θg ← θg − ηg · ∂Lg

∂θg

End For
B ← B ∪ x
For Each j ∈ [0, Ns) do

x← paired sampling(B)
pt, et ← T (x; θt)
ps, es ← S(x; θs)
[(eas , e

p
s , ens )]

Nt ← distanceweighted sampling(x,pt);
Ls ← Ltri(eas , e

p
s , ens ) + Lothers(x)

θs ← θs − ηs · ∂Ls

∂θs

End For
End For

In the image synthesis phase, minimizing Equation (4)
allows hard samples to be sufficiently class-wise confusing
and keep higher intra-class diversity. Meanwhile, to keep
the high fidelity and realism of the generated samples, we
add one-hot loss Loh proposed by Chen et al. (Chen et al,
2019). It ensures that the outputs of the generated samples
are close to the one-hot vector. BN regularization Lbn (Yin
et al, 2020) is also widely used to generate images with high-
quality reproduction by minimizing the divergence between
the feature statistics and Batch Normalization. These losses
are also used in the state-of-the-art methods (Choi et al,
2020; Fang et al, 2021). Thus, the total loss for image syn-
thesis in Equation (4) can be re-formalized as follows:

Lg = −Ladv + Lntri + Loh + Lbn. (10)

In the student training phase, the intermediate features
are also important for knowledge transfer. Inspired by (Park
et al, 2019) training the student model to form the same rela-
tional structure with that of the teacher, matching the sample
relation of the student and the teacher directly also provides
performance benefit (Wu et al, 2020).

However, there is still a margin between the teacher and
the student since they may have a different number of chan-
nels. It prevents the student from finding its own optimiza-
tion space if we directly match the embeddings between the
student and the teacher. A fully connected layer Fc : RDs →
RDt is used to solve this problem:

Lemb = ∥et − Fc(es)∥2. (11)
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Therefore, the total loss in Equation (6) for knowledge trans-
fer is redefined as follows:

Ls = Ladv + Ltri + Lemb. (12)

As suggested by (Fang et al, 2021), at the beginning of each
epoch, we re-initialize the generator G and random input z to
synthesize new samples more easily distinguished from the
historical ones. Moreover, a single batch is insufficient for
training the student. To better alleviate the mode collapse
issue, we build a data pool B, which also participates in the
training process by restoring samples with the lowest loss
Lg . We focus on samples of a single batch and initialize the
B to ∅, avoiding a large amount of pre-synthesized samples
in advance for B, which is required by the state-of-the-art
method (Fang et al, 2021).

4 Experiments

In this section, we present a comprehensive evaluation of our
proposed method. We first demonstrate the performance of
our method on several benchmark datasets, including CIFAR-
10, CIFAR-100, Tiny-ImageNet, and ImageNet, utilizing var-
ious teacher-student model configurations. We then conduct
an ablation study to analyze the contributions of different
components of our method, particularly focusing on the im-
pacts of specific loss functions and sampling strategies. This
study helps to elucidate the importance of each component
in enhancing model performance. Additionally, we compare
our method against state-of-the-art data-free knowledge dis-
tillation techniques to establish its relative effectiveness. Fur-
thermore, we include visualization analyses to illustrate the
diversity and quality of the generated synthetic samples, as
well as the distribution of their embeddings in the feature
space. Through these extensive experiments, we aim to thor-
oughly validate the robustness and efficiency of our method
in achieving superior performance in data-free knowledge
distillation.

4.1 Datasets and Settings

Datasets. We evaluate existing data-free knowledge distil-
lation methodes and our method on CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100
(Krizhevsky and Hinton, 2009), and Tiny-ImageNet (Wu et al,
2017b). These datasets are usually used for knowledge dis-
tillation. CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 contain 50,000 samples
for training and 10,000 samples for testing, with a resolu-
tion of 32×32. Tiny-ImageNet consists of 100,000 samples
for training and 10,000 samples for validation, whose res-
olution is 64 × 64. We further show how our method per-
forms in the following extended experiments on the Ima-
geNet (Deng et al, 2009), which contains images with a res-
olution of 224× 224.

Generator Architecture. As in (Fang et al, 2021), the size
Dz of the generator input z is 256 for CIFAR and 512 for
Tiny-ImageNet. z is sampled from the standard normal dis-
tribution. We train a single generator for distillation, where
the generator is trained to produce all classes. The genera-
tor architecture is set up following (Fang et al, 2021) and is
illustrated as follows:

z ∈ RDz ∼ N (0, I)

Linear(Dz) → (w / 4) × (h / 4) × (Dz / 2)

Reshape, BN

Upsample × 2

3× 3 Conv(Dz) → Dz , BN, LeakyReLU

Upsample × 2

3× 3 Conv(Dz) → Dz / 2, BN, LeakyReLU

3× 3 Conv(Dz / 2) → 3, Sigmoid

Network architecture. As in (Fang et al, 2021), we focus
on two network architectures, e.g., resnet (He et al, 2016)
and Wide resnet (WRN) (Zagoruyko and Komodakis, 2016)
with a different number of blocks or channels. We mod-
ify the first convolutional layer for resnet on CIFAR-10 and
CIFAR-100 with kernel size 3× 3 instead of the kernel size
7× 7 as ZSKT (Micaelli and Storkey, 2019).
Implementation Details. For data-free knowledge distilla-
tion, we use stochastic gradient descent (SGD) optimizer
with momentum 0.9 (Kingma and Ba, 2015) and weight de-
cay 5e−4 for training. The initial learning rate is set to 0.1 for
pre-training and distillation training for 200 epochs. Cosine
annealing scheduling (Loshchilov and Hutter, 2017) is used
to set the learning rate of each parameter group. To evaluate
our methods, we take the top-1 accuracy on the test set as
our metric for classification tasks like (Yin et al, 2020; Choi
et al, 2020; Fang et al, 2021).

4.2 Comparison with State-of-the-arts

We first evaluate our proposed RGAL on data-free knowl-
edge distillation and compare it with ZSKT (Micaelli and
Storkey, 2019), DAFL (Chen et al, 2019), DeepInversion
(Yin et al, 2020), DFQ (Choi et al, 2020), and CMI (Fang
et al, 2021), which are state-of-the-art methods for data-
free knowledge distillation. ZSKT uses adversarial losses
for image synthesis and training the student, while DAFL
adds one-hot losses for convincing image synthesis. Deep-
Inv and DFQ add BN regularization based on DAFL. CMI
further proposes a contrastive-learning-based method for di-
verse image synthesis. By default, the teacher model is pre-
trained on the labeled datasets, while the student model is
trained on synthetic samples and evaluated on real data.
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Table 1: Comparison experiments on various benchmarks. “-” indicates no results reported in the paper.

Dataset Teacher Student ZSKT DAFL DFQ DeepInv CMI RGAL

CIFAR-10

resnet34 resnet18 93.32 93.21 94.61 93.26 94.84 95.08
wrn40-2 wrn16-1 83.74 77.83 86.14 83.04 90.01 91.14
wrn40-2 wrn40-1 86.07 81.33 91.69 86.85 92.78 92.84
wrn40-2 wrn16-2 89.66 81.55 92.01 89.72 92.52 92.67

CIFAR-100

resnet34 resnet18 67.74 75.52 77.01 61.32 77.04 77.01
wrn40-2 wrn16-1 30.15 22.50 54.77 53.77 57.91 58.73
wrn40-2 wrn40-1 29.73 34.66 62.92 61.33 68.88 69.25
wrn40-2 wrn16-2 28.44 40.00 59.01 61.34 68.75 69.71

Tiny-ImageNet resnet34 resnet18 - - 63.73 62.38 64.01 64.23

Table 2: Pre-synthesized data amount required by CMI and
CMI with RGAL, which replaces the contrastive loss with
losses from our RGAL on CIFAR-10.

Student Model Method Data Amount Top1-Acc

resnet18
CMI 51.2k 94.84
CMI No 93.94

CMI+RGAL No 95.01

wrn16-1
CMI 51.2k 90.01
CMI No 88.82

CMI+RGAL No 90.08

We evaluate our method and the compared methods based
on three different settings, which contains different teacher
models, different student models, and different datasets with
different numbers of classes. As shown in Table 1, our method
performs better than most methodes on most test bench-
marks. Except for resnet18 on CIFAR-100, the accuracy of
the student obtained by our method gains improvements of
+0.2% to +1.3% higher than the state-of-the-art on CIFAR-
10 and CIFAR-100 with a variety of student models. On the
more difficult Tiny-Imagenet dataset, the student models of
ZSKT and DAFL are difficult to converge, and the accuracy
of our method on Tiny-Imagenet gains an improvement of
+0.22% higher than that of the state-of-the-art.

Table 2 also reports the pre-synthesized data amount re-
quired by the CMI and modified CMI with our proposed
RGAL, which replaces the contrastive loss with the triplet
losses proposed in RGAL. The results show that our method
avoids a large amount of pre-synthesized data by comparing
the samples in a single batch rather than previous data. With-
out the usage of pre-synthesized data, CMI being equipped
with RGAL demonstrates much better performance with ac-
curacy improvements of +1.07% on resnet18 and +1.26%
on wrn16-1. The results show that RGAL improves data ef-
ficiency effectively while ensuring accuracy.

Table 3: Ablation study by cutting off different losses.

Dataset Method resnet18 wrn16-1

CIFAR-10

RGAL 95.08 91.14
w/o Lntri 94.07 90.56
w/o Lemb 93.98 89.98
w/o Ltri 94.43 90.85

CIFAR-100

RGAL 77.01 58.73
w/o Lntri 76.49 57.45
w/o Lemb 76.80 58.40
w/o Ltri 76.89 57.97

4.3 Visualization

To visualize the synthetic samples in a single batch, we take
the results from a trained WRN40-2 on CIFAR-10, as shown
in Figure 5. For visualization, we select the top-5 samples
with the highest confidence of the five categories from all
the samples in the steps of one image synthesis epoch. DFQ
can hardly contain images with semantic information, while
CMI and Deepinv suffer from data redundancy in the same
batch of samples used for training. Our method achieves bet-
ter visual quality and diversity in a single batch than the
other methods. In addition, samples of different classes gen-
erated from RGAL are also more visually similar. For exam-
ple, the samples of the car and the samples of the boat are
visually similar, suggesting higher inter-class confusion.

4.4 Discussion

Loss Functions. We first investigate the contribution of dif-
ferent losses proposed in our method, Lntri, Lemb and Ltri.
Each loss is separately turned off to check its effectiveness.
As shown in Table 3, turning off any of these individual
losses leads to performance reduction, and the loss term Ltri

matters to better performance. The reason is that it guaran-
tees both sample diversity and confusion. Moreover, it can
be seen that adding Lemb and Ltri can also help to improve
the performance of the student. Because Lemb guides the
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Fig. 5: A batch of generated samples for knowledge transfer on CIFAR-10 from a trained WRN40-2 model. Compared
with the others, the samples from RGAL show high diversity and stronger inter-class confusion among the same batch. We
compare our proposed RGAL with the state-of-the-arts.

Table 4: Effect of different batch sampling strategies.

Dataset Batch Sampling resnet18 wrn16-1

CIFAR-10 random 95.02 91.10
paired (Ours) 95.08 91.14

CIFAR-100 random 76.91 58.45
paired (Ours) 77.01 58.73

student to learn the distribution of valuable patterns from
the teacher and Ltri helps to form stronger and more distin-
guishable embeddings among different classes.
Batch Sampling Strategy. We also analyze the effective-
ness of the batch sampling strategy to construct each batch,
i.e., random sampling and paired sampling. The batch sam-
pling strategy determines the samples in each batch. Ran-
dom sampling extracts a batch of samples randomly from
the training data, while paired sampling extracts a batch of
samples with half of the paired labels. Thus, the samples
in the batch are fixed. Then, the triplets are selected in this
batch. Paired sampling ensures that the last half of samples
are labeled the same as the first half of samples. Paired sam-
pling provides a more adequate number of triplets for triplet
loss compared to random sampling. As shown in Table 4,
paired sampling better improves the performance of our pro-
posed RGAL than random sampling in various settings.
Triplet Sampling Strategy. We also show the effect of triplet
sampling strategies in the image synthesis phase, i.e., focal
weighted sampling, distance weighted sampling, and ran-
dom sampling. We first select an anchor from the batch and
then select the positive with the same label as the anchor.
When these two samples are fixed, these three sampling strate-
gies are designed to extract the negative. Table 5 shows how
these three sampling strategies used in the image synthe-
sis phase affect the performance of RGAL. The accuracy
of models with focal weighted sampling is better than the
other two sampling strategies. The reason may be that focal
weighted sampling ensures that the samples close enough or

Table 5: Effect of different triplet sampling strategies.

Dataset Sampling resnet18 wrn16-1

CIFAR-10
random 94.23 90.86

distance weighted 95.02 91.03
focal weighted (Ours) 95.08 91.14

CIFAR-100
random 76.16 58.49

distance weighted 76.90 58.03
focal weighted (Ours) 77.01 58.73

Table 6: Effect of different embedding representations.

Dataset Logits Global resnet18 wrn16-1

CIFAR-10
✓ 95.06 91.41

✓ 95.08 91.14
✓ ✓ 95.02 91.15

CIFAR-100
✓ 76.87 58.73

✓ 77.01 58.91
✓ ✓ 76.91 58.71

far away cannot be selected as negative samples. This pre-
vents these negative samples from being pulled too close to
the anchor, thus preserving global sample diversity.
Embedding Representations. We analyze the choices for
our embedding representation in the student model for triplet
loss, as shown in Table 6. The results consist of logits, global
embeddings, and their combination. The logits are the out-
puts before softmax in the student model and the global em-
beddings indicate the feature after global pooling. We can
see that RGAL using global embeddings outperforms the
one using other representations in most cases. The reason
may be that the logits of samples with different labels are
so close that they only have limited class-specific content.
Therefore, global embedding is more advantageous than log-
its for tasks with more classes.
Hyper-parameters. The proposed focal weighted sampling
strategy introduces three hyper-parameters, i.e., λ, λl, and
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Table 7: Ablation study on hyper-parameter λ.

Dataset value of λ resnet18 wrn16-1

CIFAR-10

λ = 0.3 94.35 91.10
λ = 0.4 94.81 91.13
λ = 0.5 95.08 91.14
λ = 0.6 94.92 91.10
λ = 0.7 92.04 90.89

CIFAR-100

λ = 0.3 76.89 58.67
λ = 0.4 76.97 58.65
λ = 0.5 77.01 58.73
λ = 0.6 76.90 58.70
λ = 0.7 76.25 58.49

Table 8: Ablation study on hyper-parameter λl.

Dataset value of λ resnet18 wrn16-1

CIFAR-10

λ = 0.3 95.00 90.76
λ = 0.4 95.04 90.89
λ = 0.5 95.08 91.14
λ = 0.6 94.99 91.10
λ = 0.7 94.86 90.79

CIFAR-100

λ = 0.3 69.91 58.70
λ = 0.4 77.05 58.70
λ = 0.5 77.01 58.73
λ = 0.6 76.88 58.68
λ = 0.7 76.80 58.65

Table 9: Ablation study on hyper-parameter λu.

Dataset value of λu resnet18 wrn16-1

CIFAR-10

λu = 0.8 94.26 90.08
λu = 0.9 94.49 90.44
λu = 1.0 95.08 91.14
λu = 1.1 95.06 90.90
λu = 1.2 95.00 91.15

CIFAR-100

λu = 0.8 69.88 58.51
λu = 0.9 69.94 58.50
λu = 1.0 77.01 58.73
λu = 1.1 77.01 58.75
λu = 1.2 76.89 58.71

λu. Hand-picked values for these hyper-parameters may lead
to suboptimal results. Therefore, we show more ablation stud-
ies about these hyper-parameters to show their effective-
ness. A smaller λl and a larger λu indicate a wider range
of choices for negative samples when calculating Lntri. The
results are shown in Tables 7, 8, and 9. Typically, λ = 0.5

gives the best performance. A smaller λl and a larger λu lead
to better performance. With a small change within ±0.1 in
parameter values, the accuracy difference of the model is
within ±0.20%, proving that our method is relatively hyper-
parameter insensitive.

Fig. 6: Average distances of samples of the same classes
and samples of different classes. The samples are generated
with the on class-conditional 224 × 224 images obtained
by RGAL with different loss weights β on Lntri given a
resnet50 classifier pre-trained on ImageNet. β = 0 indicates
not applying Lntri for image synthesis.

Fig. 7: Average distances of global samples. These samples
are generated on class-conditional 224 × 224 images ob-
tained by RGAL with different sampling strategies given a
resnet50 pre-trained on ImageNet.

4.5 Analysis of Synthesized Images

Data Diversity. Given a set of data X , an intuitive descrip-
tion of data diversity would be “how distinguishable are the
samples from the dataset” (Fang et al, 2021). Thus we can
develop a clear definition of data diversity as the following:

Ldiv (X ) = Exi,xj∈X [d (xi, xj)] , (13)

where d is the ℓ1 distance. We refer to Ldiv as global diver-
sity, which indicates the diversity of all samples.

As stated previously, we expect higher intra-class diver-
sity and inter-class confusion in the synthetic samples. In
order to quantitatively demonstrate the effects of RGAL on
the above two indicators, we define intra-class diversity as
the diversity of samples with the same labels:

Lintra-div (X ) = Exi,xj∈X
[
Isame
ij d (xi, xj)

]
, (14)
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(a) Deepinv (b) Deepinv with Lntri (β = 0.2)

(c) Deepinv with Lntri (β = 0.5) (d) Deepinv with Lntri (β = 1.0)

Fig. 8: Class-conditional 224 × 224 images obtained by
Deepinv with and without our adversarial loss given a
resnet50 pre-trained on ImageNet. The classes left to right
are brown bear, quill, trolleybus, cheeseburger, cup, volcano,
daisy, banana. β indicates the loss weight.

where Isame
ij denotes whether xi and xj are of the same classes.

Similarly, we can define inter-class confusion in the opposite
of Equation (14) as follows:

Linter-con (X ) = 1− Exi,xj∈X
[
Inot-same
ij d (xi, xj)

]
, (15)

which indicates the similarity of the embeddings between
each sample with different labels.

As shown in Figure 6, we perform a quantitative anal-
ysis of how our main component Lntri affects the intra-
class diversity and inter-class confusion of synthetic sam-
ples. In the embedding space, our method shows larger av-
erage distances among the embeddings of samples with the
same labels, leading to higher intra-class diversity. Besides,
our method shows smaller average distances among the em-
beddings of samples with different labels, leading to higher
inter-class confusion. Meanwhile, we also analyze the sam-
pling strategy of negative samples mentioned in Section 3.2.
We show how the negative sampling strategies in the im-
age synthesis phase affect global diversity in Figure 7. To be
specific, synthesized samples with focal weighted sampling
tend to have higher global diversity than those with distance
weighted sampling. Because focal weighted sampling fo-
cuses on the negative only in local views, thus avoiding the
potential damage to global diversity caused by pulling close
the anchor and the negative already far away or near enough.

(a) cGAN

(b) Deepinv

(c) RGAL (ours)

Fig. 9: The distribution of global embedding from the in-
termediate layer (left) and the last layer (right). The back-
ground points are the real embedding distribution of the test
set, and the black cross is the embedding of the generated
images. The occurrence of embedding clusters is effectively
reduced in RGAL when compared with other methods.

Image Visualization. In this section, we apply our method
to a resnet50 trained on ImageNet to synthesize images for
visualization. For fair comparison, we adopt two practical
considerations from Deepinversion for high-resolution im-
ages, which are image clipping and multi-resolution synthe-
sis. A set of images generated by Deepinv and our proposed
RGAL on the pre-trained resnet50 is shown in Figure 8. Our
RGAL synthesizes patterns and textures for more confusing
samples, such as the daisy and banana on the right. The sam-
ples of the same classes are also more diverse. Even if the
images by Deepinv demonstrate high fidelity and diversity,
this is not necessary for knowledge transfer in the teacher-
student model. We prefer the teacher to guide the student to
understand the misclassified samples correctly.
Distribution Visualization. In this section, we apply our
method to resnet34 trained on CIFAR-10 to synthesize 64
images. We compare the distribution of images generated
by cGAN(Mirza and Osindero, 2014; Chen et al, 2019; Xi-
ang et al, 2019) and Deepinv in the global embedding space
and output embedding space. Both DAFL and ZSKT use
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cGAN to synthesize images, while the optimization tricks
proposed by DeepInv are widely adopted by recent state-of-
the-art methods, e.g., CMI and Fast-DFKD. T-SNE (Van der
Maaten and Hinton, 2008) is used for embedding distribu-
tion visualization, as shown in Figure 9.

Although cGAN generates samples with better visual
quality, the distribution of these samples in the embedding
space is too dense to cover the distribution space effectively.
This can seriously affect the performance of the student be-
cause the student can only learn from a limited part of the
sample distribution. Deepinv extends the image regulariza-
tion to solve the above problem. However, since the regu-
larization does not constrain the relation among samples,
embedding clusters still appear, decreasing sample diversity.
On the other hand, RGAL maintains high intra-class diver-
sity and improves inter-class confusion by relation-guided
adversarial learning and inter-sample mutual constraints.

5 Extensive Applications

5.1 Large-Scale Data-Free Distillation

To further confirm whether the proposed method still works
on large-scale datasets, we conduct data-free knowledge dis-
tillation on the full ImageNet. We follow the setup of Fast-
DFKD (Fang et al, 2022) and Deepinv (Bhardwaj et al, 2019)
to implement our proposed RGAL. To be specific, consider-
ing that the number of classes (1, 000) is much larger than
the batch size (100), directly implementing RGAL on Im-
ageNet without such data still leads to overfitting. There-
fore, we generate the pre-synthesized data as in Fast-DFKD
and Deepinv. We use a resnet-50 pre-trained on ImageNet
to generate 140k samples following the official implementa-
tion of Deepinv to initialize the pre-synthesized data. Then
we train the model using the core components proposed in
our RGAL. We evaluate the model on ImageNet and show
the results of RGAL with and without pre-synthesized data
in Table 10 and Table 11, respectively. Specifically, the mod-
els trained with the ensemble of RGAL outperform the ones
trained with the previous state-of-the-art methods, achiev-
ing an average accuracy improvement of +0.59% with pre-
synthesized data. Besides, when not using pre-synthesized
data, RGAL outperforms Fast-DFKD with an average accu-
racy improvement of +0.66%. The results verify the effec-
tiveness of our proposed RGAL on the large-scale dataset.

5.2 Results on Data-Free Quantization

To further verify the effectiveness of our proposed RGALs,
we conduct experiments on the data-free quantization task,
which aims to quantize deep neural networks that do not

Table 10: Results of RGAL on large-scale full ImageNet
dataset with pre-synthesized data. “-” indicates no results
reported in the paper.

Method resnet50 resnet50 resnet50
resnet50 resnet18 mobilenetv2

DeepInv 68.00 - -
Fast-DFKD 68.61 53.45 43.02
RGAL 68.65 54.41 43.79

Table 11: Results of RGAL on large-scale full ImageNet
dataset without pre-synthesized data.

Method resnet50 resnet50 resnet50
resnet50 resnet18 mobilenetv2

Fast-DFKD 67.16 42.98 38.05
RGAL 67.38 43.64 39.15

Table 12: Quantization results of students without and with
our formulation. The teacher is a resnet-20 trained on
CIFAR-100. The weights and activations are quantized to
4-bit and 3-bit.

Bit-width Method Generator Top1-Acc

W4A4

IntraQ × 64.98
IntraQ+RGAL × 65.10 (+0.12)

GDFQ ✓ 63.58
GDFQ+RGAL ✓ 63.95 (+0.37)

W3A3

IntraQ × 48.25
IntraQ+RGAL × 49.34 (+1.09)

GDFQ ✓ 43.87
GDFQ+RGAL ✓ 47.53 (+3.66)

require fine-tuning on real data. In this section, we formu-
late the data-free quantization process following the setup
of IntraQ (Zhong et al, 2022) and GDFQ (Xu et al, 2020).
IntraQ and GDFQ are the representative and state-of-the-art
data-free quantization methods with and without image gen-
erators, respectively. The teacher T is initially well-trained
on the entire real training set and the student S is the quan-
tized model with low-precision fixed-point operations and is
trained with syntactic data only.

To perform our proposed RGAL on these two methods,
the generator or image synthesis optimizer is trained with an
additional negative relation adversarial loss:

L′
s = −Ladv + Lntri, (16)

while the student is trained with:

L′
g = Ladv + Ltri + Loh. (17)

To quantify the benefits of our proposed RGAL for these
methods, we first explore the data-free network quantization
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Fig. 10: Classification accuracy results of 5, 10, and 20 incremental phases performed on CIFAR-100.

Fig. 11: Classification accuracy results of 5, 10, and 20 sequential phases performed on Tiny-Imagenet.

Table 13: Quantization results of IntraQ with and without
RGAL on ImageNet. The teacher before quantization is a
resnet-18 with 76.13% top-1 accuracy.

Bit-width L′
g L′

s Top1-Acc

W5A5
× × 69.94
✓ × 70.78
✓ ✓ 70.85

W4A4
× × 66.47
✓ × 66.84
✓ ✓ 66.85

task under 4-bit and 3-bit settings on the CIFAR-100 dataset.
We show the accuracy of quantized resnet-20 trained on prior
works with and without RGAL. Table 12 shows the accuracy
of quantization after adding RGAL to IntraQ and GDFQ.
IntraQ and GDFQ with RGAL achieve accuracy improve-
ments of +0.12% and +0.37% under 4-bit settings, respec-
tively, and gets accuracy improvements of +1.09% and +3.66%

under more difficult 3-bit settings.
To confirm whether our proposed method still works on

large-scale datasets, we conduct data-free quantization on
the full ImageNet based on IntraQ. Similar to the experi-
ment on CIFAR-100, we incrementally add to IntraQ the
losses we are using in the RGAL. Table 13 shows the ac-
curacy of resnet-18 trained on IntraQ with and without the
proposed losses, i.e., L′

g for image synthesizing and L′
s for

training the student (quantized) model. Specifically, our pro-
posed RGAL improves IntraQ with resnet-18 on the Ima-
geNet dataset with accuracy gains of +0.91% and +0.38%
under 5-bit and 4-bit settings, respectively.

5.3 Results on Non-Exemplar Incremental Learning

Incremental learning allows for efficient resource usage by
eliminating the need to retrain from scratch at the arrival of
new data and reduced memory usage by limiting the amount
of previous data required to be stored. However, in most
cases, small amounts of previous data are also unavailable
due to storage limitations or data privacy. To this end, non-
exemplar incremental learning is proposed and aims to im-
plement incremental learning without the need to retrain the
model from scratch at the arrival of new data and by stor-
ing no previous data (Masana et al, 2020). We formulate the
incremental learning process following the setup of PASS
(Zhu et al, 2021) and SSRE (Zhu et al, 2022). Specifically,
PASS and SSRE train the model with data of new classes
and a small number of saved prototypes from old data, where
prototypes are equivalent to the global embeddings in our
paper and are usually used as input to the classification head.
In our setup, prototypes of old classes are optimized by the
losses in Equation (17) for 10 steps with a learning rate of
0.001 before training. Meanwhile, in incremental training,
we also add an extra positive triplet loss Ltri to train the
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Table 14: Average accuracy of resnet-18 on Tiny-Imagenet and CIFAR-100. For incremental learning, “Phases” indicates the
number of tasks.

Method CIFAR-100 Tiny-ImageNet

5 phases 10 phases 20 phases 5 phases 10 phases 20 phases

LwF-MC 45.93 27.43 20.07 29.12 23.10 17.43
MUC 49.42 30.19 21.27 32.58 26.61 21.95
iCaRL-CNN 51.07 48.66 44.43 34.64 31.15 27.90
iCaRL-NCM 58.56 54.19 50.51 45.86 43.29 38.04
EEIL 60.37 56.05 52.34 47.12 45.01 40.50
UCIR 63.78 62.39 59.07 49.15 48.52 42.83
PASS 63.47 61.84 58.09 49.55 47.29 42.07
PASS+RGAL 66.95 (+3.48) 65.47 (+3.63) 61.88 (+3.79) 49.82 (+0.27) 48.86 (+1.57) 44.80 (+2.73)
SSRE 65.88 65.04 61.70 N/A N/A N/A
SSRE+RGAL 66.42 (+0.54) 65.68 (+0.64) 62.17 (+0.47) N/A N/A N/A

Table 15: Average forgetting of resnet-18 on Tiny-Imagenet and CIFAR-100. A lower average forgetting indicates better
performance. The results show that our method can effectively prevent information forgetting.

Method CIFAR-100 Tiny-ImageNet

5 phases 10 phases 20 phases 5 phases 10 phases 20 phases

LwF-MC 44.23 50.47 55.46 54.26 54.37 63.54

MUC 40.28 47.56 52.63 51.46 50.21 58.00

iCaRL-CNN 42.13 45.69 43.54 36.89 36.70 45.12

iCaRL-NCM 24.90 28.32 35.53 27.15 28.89 37.40

EEIL 23.36 26.65 32.40 25.56 25.91 35.04

UCIR 21.00 25.12 28.65 20.61 22.25 33.74

PASS 25.20 30.25 30.61 18.04 23.11 30.55
PASS+RGAL 17.19 (-8.01) 22.16 (-8.09) 24.27 (-6.34) 15.36 (-2.68) 20.28 (-2.83) 23.63 (-6.92)

SSRE 18.37 19.48 19.00 N/A N/A N/A
SSRE+RGAL 12.17 (-6.20) 10.64 (-8.84) 7.15 (-11.85) N/A N/A N/A

model and help cluster embedding. This does not result in
additional memory usage because we are not adding addi-
tional stored data. All other settings are the same as iCaRL.

We consider state-of-the-art incremental learning meth-
ods such as EWC (Kirkpatrick et al, 2017), LwF (Li and
Hoiem, 2017), LwF-MC (Rebuffi et al, 2017), LwM(Dhar
et al, 2019), MUC (Liu et al, 2020), PASS(Zhu et al, 2021)
and SSRE (Zhu et al, 2022). Moreover, we show the average
accuracy of PASS and SSRE with and without our proposed
RGAL in Table 14, which are state-of-the-art non-exemplar
methods. Our proposed RGAL significantly improves the
performance of models trained on PASS, with average accu-
racy improvements of +3.63% on CIFAR-100 and +1.52%
on Tiny-ImageNet. Besides, RGAL also improves the per-
formance of state-of-the-art SSRE with an average accuracy
improvement of +0.55% on CIFAR-100.

We also compare several of the most advanced exemplar-
based methods, e.g., iCaRL (Rebuffi et al, 2017), EEIL (Cas-
tro et al, 2018), and UCIR (Hou et al, 2019), as shown in
Figures 10 and 11. Methods with RGAL are superior at al-

Table 16: Overall accuracy of resnet-18 on PASS without
and with the core components in RGAL.

Dataset Losses Phases

L′
g L′

s 5 10 20

CIFAR-100
× × 55.67 49.03 48.48
✓ × 59.18 57.69 52.90
✓ ✓ 59.70 58.54 53.75

Tiny-ImageNet
× × 41.58 39.28 32.78
✓ × 43.09 42.01 41.03
✓ ✓ 43.27 42.91 39.19

most all phases, even compared with the methods requiring
previous data. It can also be seen that the benefit of our for-
mulation gradually increases as the number of incremental
phases increases with more new classes.

Average forgetting (Chaudhry et al, 2018) shows how
the model forgets the previous phase and a lower average
forgetting indicates the model forgets less about the old knowl-
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Table 17: Average accuracy of resnet-18 on PASS without
and with the core components in RGAL.

Dataset Losses Phases

L′
g L′

s 5 10 20

CIFAR-100
× × 63.47 61.84 58.09
✓ × 66.75 65.08 61.60
✓ ✓ 66.95 65.47 61.88

Tiny-ImageNet
× × 49.55 47.29 42.07
✓ × 49.68 47.74 47.37
✓ ✓ 49.82 48.86 44.80

edge. To verify the effectiveness of our proposed RGAL
from another perspective, we also show the average forget-
ting results of PASS and SSRE with and without our pro-
posed RGAL in Table 15. Pass with RGAL achieves av-
erage forgetting improvements of −7.44% on CIFAR-100
and −4.14% on Tiny-ImageNet. Besides, SSRE with RGAL
achieves an average forgetting improvement of −8.96% on
CIFAR-100. The results show that methods with RGAL can
significantly prevent information forgetting and adapt to new
phases more effectively with higher accuracy.

Tables 16 and 17 also report the overall accuracy and
average accuracy of all the classes already learned on PASS
without and with our proposed two adversarial losses. The
former represents the accuracy of the model in all classes
after training in the last phase, while the latter represents the
average accuracy of all phases. As the number of tasks in-
creases, the benefit of losses proposed in RGAL increases,
except L′

s on Tiny-ImageNet. The results show that both
losses proposed in our RGAL, L′

g and L′
s, have beneficial

effects on incremental learning phases.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we design a novel relation-guided adversar-
ial learning method, namely RGAL, for data-free knowl-
edge transfer. Our proposed RGAL locates and addresses the
key challenge by seeking intra-class diversity and inter-class
confusion of samples within a batch at the instance level.
We also present a focal weighted strategy to mitigate the po-
tential optimization conflicts between global diversity and
inter-class confusion. Extensive experiments and analysis on
data-free knowledge distillation demonstrate the effective-
ness of our method. Furthermore, the application of RGAL
to other tasks, specifically data-free quantization and non-
exemplar incremental learning, indicates its robust general-
izability and significant enhancements in data-free knowl-
edge transfer applications.
Limitations. Our study encounters a common limitation for
data-free knowledge distillation wherein the student model
does not attain the accuracy level of models trained on real

datasets. Additionally, our focus is predominantly on classi-
fication tasks, and we have not ventured into areas such as
object detection, semantic segmentation, etc. Moving for-
ward, we aim to delve deeper into understanding the dis-
parity between data-free knowledge distillation and training
with real data, and intend to broaden the applicability of our
method to encompass a wider range of tasks.
Data Availability. Data sharing does not apply to this ar-
ticle, as no datasets were generated or analyzed during the
current study.
Acknowledgements. This work was supported by the Na-
tional Natural Science Foundation of China (62331006, 6217
1038, 61931008, and 62088101), and the Fundamental Re-
search Funds for the Central Universities.
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