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Abstract

Multimodal large language models (MLLMs) have gar-
nered widespread attention from researchers due to their
remarkable understanding and generation capabilities in
visual language tasks (e.g., visual question answering).
However, the rapid pace of knowledge updates in the real
world makes offline training of MLLMs costly, and when
faced with non-stationary data streams, MLLMs suffer from
catastrophic forgetting during learning. In this paper,
we propose an MLLMs-based dual momentum Mixture-of-
Experts (CL-MoE) framework for continual visual ques-
tion answering (VQA). We integrate MLLMs with contin-
ual learning to utilize the rich commonsense knowledge in
LLMs. We introduce a Dual-Router MoE (RMoE) strat-
egy to select the global and local experts using task-level
and instance-level routers, to robustly assign weights to the
experts most appropriate for the task. Then, we design a
dynamic Momentum MoE (MMoE) to update the parame-
ters of experts dynamically based on the relationships be-
tween the experts and tasks/instances, so that the model can
absorb new knowledge while maintaining existing knowl-
edge. The extensive experimental results indicate that our
method achieves state-of-the-art performance on 10 VQA
tasks, proving the effectiveness of our approach.

1. Introduction
In recent years, multimodal large language models
(MLLMs) [2, 8, 26, 28, 43] have attracted widespread at-
tention for their outstanding abilities of understanding and
generating in visual language tasks. These models typically
employ pre-training to acquire comprehensive knowledge
and utilize fine-tuning synchronized with human instruc-
tions. The pre-training phase focuses on aligning visual
and language modalities through extensive data and vari-
ous techniques. During the fine-tuning phase, these aligned
models use meticulously crafted instruction datasets to en-
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Figure 1. Progress of continual learning over time on VQA v2.
We give the results of previous CL methods based on VL-T5 and
LLaVA. Multitask represents the upper bound of the model, which
trains over all the tasks once.

hance their ability to follow human instructions.
MLLMs have demonstrated remarkable abilities in

learning new tasks and knowledge by training on offline
data. However, training MLLMs with data streams in an
incremental learning setting can result in forgetting previ-
ously acquired knowledge, known as catastrophic forget-
ting [16, 24]. Combining new instructions with the original
ones for multi-task training from scratch can address this is-
sue. Nevertheless, it is impractical due to the high costs and
the relentless influx of data in the real world. Hence, it is
essential to explore ways to follow new human instructions
and assimilate new knowledge while preserving the original
knowledge of MLLM as much as possible.

Many efforts have been made previously about continual
learning (CL) to improve catastrophic forgetting, which can
be divided into regularization- and rehearsal-based meth-
ods [44]. For regularization-based methods, MAS [3] esti-
mates importance weights for network parameters in an un-
supervised and online way, which allows the model to adapt
to unlabeled data. NPC [34] retains existing knowledge by
controlling the plasticity of each neuron or filter in CNN and
proposes a memory-efficient consolidation algorithm. For
rehearsal-based methods, ER [7] proposes using a memory
bank to store a tiny episodic memory to be trained jointly
with the current task. DER [5] proposes mixing rehearsal
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with knowledge distillation and regularization methods for
general continual learning. Research on multimodal con-
tinual learning is also gradually emerging. VQACL [45]
proposes a new VQA learning and reasoning paradigm and
uses rehearsal methods to alleviate the forgetting problem.
PROOF [47] addresses the challenge of catastrophic forget-
ting by freezing the image and text encoders and using ex-
pandable projections.

Despite the excellent effectiveness of the previous stud-
ies, there are several problems in the field of continual mul-
timodal tasks. First (Q1), multimodal tasks require reason-
ing based on rich commonsense knowledge about the world.
As shown in Figure 1, the models based on LLaVA [28] out-
perform the corresponding ones based on VL-T5 [10]. Sec-
ond (Q2), each task and instance may need multiple skills
(experts), and each skill may serve more than one task or
instance. Additionally, most cases can be solved with sev-
eral fixed experts, and example-specific fine-grained experts
can also improve performance. It is important to select the
task-specific and instance-specific experts to generate the
corresponding answer. Third (Q3), through the preliminary
experiments, we found that directly applying existing con-
tinual learning (CL) methods [3, 5, 7, 24, 39, 45] to MLLMs
for visual-language tasks still have the problem of catas-
trophic forgetting. Compared with models that trained over-
all tasks at once (e.g., Multitask), training the models on the
sequence of tasks one by one (e.g., Vanilla, VQACL) will
result in a significant performance drop.

To address these issues, we propose a dual momentum
Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) framework (CL-MOE) based on
MLLMs for continual visual question answering. For Q1,
we integrate continual visual question answering (VQA)
with MLLMs to fully use the potential of MLLMs, which
have outstanding reasoning abilities with rich world knowl-
edge. For Q2, we design a Dual-Router MoE (RMoE),
which consists of task-level and instance-level routers. In
this way, our model captures appropriate experts from local
and global perspectives by considering the task and instance
at the same time. For Q3, we introduce a dynamic Momen-
tum MoE (MMoE) to update the parameters of experts dy-
namically based on the correlations between the experts and
the tasks/instances using a momentum mechanism, assimi-
lating new knowledge while mitigating catastrophe forget-
ting. The experiments show that our CL-MOE outperforms
several strong baselines on the widely used VQA v2 [17]
dataset. It indicates that our model effectively mitigates
catastrophic forgetting and promotes the model’s forward
and backward transfer ability. Ablation studies also prove
the effectiveness of each component in CL-MoE.

In a nutshell, our contribution can be concluded as:
• We propose a MLLM-based dual momentum MoE
CL-MOE framework for continual VQA, which not only
alleviates the catastrophic forgetting issue but also im-

proves the model’s forward and backward transfer ability.
• To advance the MoE for CL, we design Dual-Router MoE

(RMoE) and dynamic Momentum MoE (MMoE). First,
the RMoE selects the most appropriate experts from lo-
cal and global perspectives using instance-level and task-
level routers. Then, the MMoE updates the experts dy-
namically based on the relationships among experts and
tasks.

• Through extensive experiments on VQA v2 datasets with
10 tasks, our CL-MOE achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance for continual VQA by comparing with the strong
baselines.

2. Related Work
Multimodal Large Language Models. MLLMs [4, 28,
41] refers to models based on LLMs [33, 38], with the
ability to receive, reason, and output multi-modal informa-
tion. Since the release of GPT-4 [1], there has been a fer-
vent interest in researching MLLMs due to their impressive
multi-modal task capabilities. Before MLLM, numerous ef-
forts were dedicated to multimodal tasks, categorized into
discriminative and generative paradigms, the representative
works are CLIP [35] and OFA [40], respectively. The re-
search on MLLM can be roughly divided into several cat-
egories: text and image [28], text and video [25], and text
and audio [11] content generation. However, most of these
studies focus on learning the alignment and fusion among
multiple modalities. In this paper, we apply MLLMs into
a continual setting, to learn new knowledge without forget-
ting the history knowledge.

Continual Learning for LLMs. In an era of rapid knowl-
edge turnover, LLMs need to have the same mastery of
knowledge as humans, retaining previously learned knowl-
edge while absorbing new knowledge. However, LLMs ex-
hibit catastrophic forgetting [12, 24] when faced with a con-
tinuous data stream, leading to a decline in overall model
generalization ability and degraded performance on previ-
ous tasks. Given the vast size of LLMs, retraining from
scratch to incorporate new knowledge and instructions into
the existing parts becomes impractical.

Previously, many efforts have attempted to address the
forgetting problem in MLLMs. CLAP4CLIP [22] utilizes a
variational inference framework to probabilistically model
the distribution of visually guided text features, improving
fine-tuning reliability by considering the uncertainty in vi-
sion and text interactions. Adaptation-CLIP [30] introduces
three different strategies for continuous learning of CLIP,
namely linear adapter, self-attention adapter, and prompt
tuning. Recently, VLM-PL [23] utilizes a visual-language
model to optimize the pseudo-labeling process to improve
the performance and accuracy of object detection models
in CL scenarios. The most related study is VQACL [45],



it proposes a new continual learning framework for VQA
tasks and introduces a novel representation learning strat-
egy to enhance the model’s reasoning and generalization
ability. Most of these studies conduct experiments based on
pre-trained models (e.g., T5, CLIP), which contain limited
commonsense knowledge. Unlike these studies, we learn
task skills with multiple instance-level and task-level ex-
perts based on LLMs with huge parameters (e.g., LLaVA).

Visual Question Answering. VQA combines computer
vision and natural language processing, aiming to enable
models to answer natural language questions based on a
given image. Recently, various methods [19, 20] have
been proposed for this task, and MLLMs have also demon-
strated impressive performance [4, 28] in VQA tasks. How-
ever, these existing VQA models are trained offline, ignor-
ing the requirement to handle continual multimodal data in
practice. We apply continual learning to VQA and train
the model with various tasks sequentially, which are more
aligned with real-world non-stationary data streams.

3. Preliminaries
3.1. Task Definition
In this paper, we focus on continual visual question answer-
ing (VQA) tasks. Unlike traditional offline training where
the model has access to the entire training data, we con-
centrate on a continual learning setup in which the model
accesses a non-stationary data stream. Specifically, we di-
vide the data into M subtasks based on question types,
represented by the task descriptor t ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,M}.
The tth subtask includes its specific training data Dt =
{(Iti , Ot

i)}
Nt
i=1 with Nt tuples, where I , O denotes the in-

struction (contains image and question) and output respec-
tively. This task sequentially optimizes the MLLM on dif-
ferent VQA tasks, aiming to learn new knowledge of the
current task while maintaining the knowledge of history
tasks. In the test phase, we need to predict the label of ex-
amples from various tasks without knowing the task index.

3.2. LoRA-based MoE
Inspired by [13, 15, 29, 42, 46], we adopt Low-Rank
Adaptation (LoRA) [18] with a Mixture of Experts (MoE)
[14, 21, 37] framework. Specifically, MoE is a sparsely
gated deep learning model that primarily consists of a set of
experts and a router. The experts are several identical neu-
ral networks, and the router contains a gating function that
models the probability distribution to generate the weights
and weigh the outputs of these expert networks. The ba-
sic idea of MoE is to partition the input data into multiple
partitions based on task class and assign data of each parti-
tion to one or more expert models. Each expert model can
focus on processing specialized portions of the input data,

thereby enhancing the overall performance of the model.
The gating function receives intermediate representation x
from the previous multi-head attention and outputs contri-
butions to select the appropriate experts for the task, with
weights generated by the following equation:

G(x) = Softmax(xWgate), (1)

where Wgate is the trainable weight in the gate function
G(·), Softmax is used to normalize weights to balance the
output distribution scale. Then, the output of the MoE layer
can be expressed as:

f(x) =

n∑
i=1

G(x)iEi(x), (2)

where n is the number of experts, Ei(·) represent the output
of ith expert and G(·)i indicates ith value of the weight.

In Transformer-based models, MoE usually replaces the
feed-forward neural network (FFN) layer of each trans-
former block with an MoE layer. Considering model param-
eters and deploy cost, we adopt LoRA for MLLMs, freez-
ing the original FFN layer parameters W ∈ Rin×out of the
MLLM while replacing the experts’ fully connected layers
with low-rank matrices A ∈ Rin×r and B ∈ Rr×out to
improve training efficiently:

f(x) = Wx+
α

r

n∑
i=1

G(x)iEi(x) = Wx+
α

r

n∑
i=1

GiBiAix,

(3)
where α and r denote the constant hyper-parameter and
rank, respectively. The matrices Ai ∈ Rin× r

n and Bi ∈
R r

n×out indicate low rank matrices of the ith expert.

4. Method
In this section, we propose a dual momentum Mixture-
of-Experts (CL-MoE) framework based on MLLMs for
continual visual question answering, as shown in Fig-
ure 2. CL-MoE consists of two effective components,
Dual-Router MoE (RMoE) and Dynamic Momentum MoE
(MMoE). First, to select the most related experts, we de-
sign RMoE to capture the local and global experts using
instance-level and task-level routers. Then, we introduce
MMoE, which updates the parameters of experts dynami-
cally based on the experts selected by RMoE to retain useful
knowledge and optimize irrelevant information.

4.1. Overview
In our study, we frame VQA as a generative task, in-
tending to generate text answers from images and ques-
tions automatically. Before continual instruction tuning,
the MLLM received abundant vision-language knowledge
and instructions during the training phase to align the vi-
sion and language modalities. Taking instruction I as the
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Figure 2. The framework of our CL-MoE that contains Dual-Router MoE (RMoE) and Dynamic Momentum MoE (MMoE). We propose
RMoE to capture the local and global experts using the instance-level and task-level routers. Then, MMoE dynamically updates the
parameters of task-shared and task-specific experts selected by RMoE using a momentum strategy.

input, which contains the image and question, MLLM cal-
culates the probability of the entire output answer O in an
autoregressive way. For example, one instruction template
is ‘< image > What is the person doing? Answer the
question using a single word or phrase.’ and the output O
is ‘skiing’. We optimize the model utilizing the following
objective function:

L = −
L∑

j=1

log pΦ(Oj |I,O1:j−1), (4)

where L indicates the length of answer O, O1:j−1 denotes
all tokens before the index j and Oj means the jth token.
Φ represents the trainable parameters of MLLMs. Particu-
larly, we adopt a LoRA-based MoE as the learnable param-
eters Φ = {θ,Ψ}, where θ = {θi}ni=1 is the parameters
of experts and Ψ = Wgate is the parameters of the router.
Here, θi = BiAi is the parameters of the ith expert Ei.

In our setting, we train the model on a sequence of tasks
in order. Let θt−1 be the parameters of experts trained on
task {1, 2, ..., t− 1} and φt as the parameters of experts
learned by t task base on θt−1. For each instance in the

current task t, we obtain the intermediate representation x
from the previous multi-head attention. Then, x is fed into
the router and experts to generate weights and outputs, and
the outputs of the experts are weighted for summation. For
RMoE, we first train an instance-level router GI with ex-
perts’ parameters φt using dataset Dt. Then, we introduce
the task-level router GT by calculating the average score
of the weights output by the instance-level router. Then,
we design MMoE to calculate θt based on θt−1 and φt us-
ing a dynamic momentum strategy. Specifically, we record
the top K experts that contribute the most to this task us-
ing task-level routing. We then split these experts into task-
specific and task-shared experts and update their parameters
dynamically.

4.2. Dual-Router MoE
In this paper, we assume one expert may serve more than
one subtask (instance) and one subtask (instance) may re-
quire the collaboration of multiple experts. Furthermore,
we believe that several fixed task-specific experts can solve
most cases and some fine-grained experts should be consid-
ered according to the instance. To address this problem, we



present our Dual-Router MoE (RMoE) module, which aims
to capture the local and global experts using instance-level
and task-level routers.

Instance-level Router. In this module, we input the in-
stance representation x into instance-level router GI to cal-
culate the weights of the experts.

wI = GI(x) = Softmax(xWgate), (5)

where wI = [wI
1 , ..., w

I
i , ..., w

I
n] is the weights of experts

and wI
i is the weight of expert Ei. We train the instance-

level router on the training data Dt so that the router learns
to select the local experts based on the instance representa-
tion. Note that we also train the φt in this step, which is
initialized with θt−1 and fine-tuned on Dt.

Task-level Router. Unlike the instance-level router, we
build a task-level router to capture the global experts GT (t),
where t is the task index. Specifically, we use the aver-
age weights of the instance-level router over the whole Dt

dataset to measure each expert’s contribution to the t task.

wT = GT (t) =
1

N t

∑
x∈Dt

GI(x). (6)

During this period, we record the top K (e.g., 2) experts
that contribute the most to this task according to the weights
output by GT (t), storing these task-level experts as Et.

In the inference phase, since we do not know the task
identifier, we present a task indexing module to obtain the
task ID. First, we cluster the corpus of the training set ac-
cording to the task descriptor and generate M cluster cen-
ters. The cluster center R of Dt can be expressed as,

Rt =
1

|Nt|
∑
x∈Dt

F (x), (7)

where F (x) represents the text feature of sample x, which is
the hidden state of the CLS token after the MLLM encoder.
We determine the task identifier of test instance v by finding
the nearest anchor Rt.

t = arg min
t∈{1,2,...,M}

∥F (v)−Rt∥2, (8)

where ∥ · ∥2 denotes the Euclidean distance.
Finally, we utilize instance-level and task-level weights

to obtain the comprehensive representation x̂ based on the
task descriptor t and the intermediate representation x,

x̂ = β
α

r

n∑
i=1

GI(x)iEi(x) + (1− β)
α

r

n∑
i=1

GT (t)iEi(x)

= β

n∑
i=1

wI
i θ

t
ix+ (1− β)

n∑
i=1

wT
i θ

t
ix,

(9)

where β is a hyper-parameter to balance the local (instance-
level) and global (task-level) weights.

4.3. Dynamic Momentum MoE
An ideal MLLM in a continual setting needs to be equipped
with knowledge retention capabilities and able to use the re-
cently learned knowledge to solve previous and subsequent
tasks, i.e. backward transfer and forward transfer ability.
We introduce the Dynamic Momentum MoE (MMoE) to
enhance its anti-forgetting and transfer capabilities. The φt

is initialized by θt−1 and tuning based on the dataset Dt,
which contains rich knowledge of the current task and θt−1

contains the knowledge of history tasks from task 1 to t−1.
To control the balance of φt and θt−1, we propose a mo-
mentum strategy to update the parameters θt dynamically.

Based on the task-level experts Et and Epre = E1 ∪ ... ∪
Et−1 selected by RMoE, we split all the experts into task-
shared experts, task-specific experts, and none. (1) Task-
shared experts mean the expert occurs in Et and Epre at the
same time. This indicates that the expert contributes signif-
icantly to both the tth task and previous tasks. We consider
task t and previous tasks require similar skills, primarily re-
taining parameter θt−1; (2) task-specific experts mean the
expert only occurs in Et and does not occur in Epre. It in-
dicates that the expert’s ability significantly contributes to
task t but less to previous tasks. Thus we primarily retain
parameter φt during subsequent dynamic momentum up-
dates; and (3) none means the expert does not occur in Et.
This indicates that the expert has no remarkable contribu-
tion to the current task, so we mainly keep the parameters
θt−1. The above progress can be summarized as:

λi =


γ, if Ei is task-shared expert
1− γ, if Ei is task-specific expert
γ, otherwise

(10)

where λi is the weight for expert Ei. Here γ is a hyper-
parameter, where γ > 0.5. Finally, we obtain the weight
vector for all experts,

λ = [λ1, ··, λi, ··, λn]. (11)

We then perform dynamic momentum updates parameters
of experts based on θt−1 and φt using the vector λ, as shown
follows:

θt = λ · θt−1 + (1− λ) · φt, (12)

where θt represents the updated expert parameters for task
t. The · and + indicate element-wise multiplication and
addition operations. By incorporating MMoE, we can inte-
grate new knowledge while preserving old knowledge ef-
fectively, thus not only mitigating catastrophic forgetting
but also boosting the backward transfer ability of the model.



Methods Various task in VQA v2
AP (↑) AF (↓)Rec. Loc. Jud. Com. Cou. Act. Col. Typ. Sub. Cau.

VL-T5 based methods
Vanilla 7.39 4.94 22.29 32.30 0.71 12.14 12.10 10.69 27.29 15.10 14.49 30.15
EWC 6.73 8.43 27.22 47.10 0.14 12.40 1.76 10.98 31.05 11.85 15.77 28.38
MAS 30.81 8.07 25.50 4.00 31.90 32.39 26.24 24.75 19.85 2.75 20.56 21.97
ER 18.64 21.36 61.27 64.17 30.29 52.84 43.39 23.31 42.75 11.85 36.99 4.80
DER 14.55 13.83 62.88 65.16 30.96 51.19 40.51 19.04 42.87 12.55 35.35 6.58
VS 15.66 19.21 59.86 32.16 27.28 47.79 32.32 20.44 41.38 10.20 34.03 11.68
VQACL 20.47 28.02 62.55 68.61 29.35 50.66 44.45 26.36 44.65 12.60 38.77 2.90
Multitask 42.89 38.27 75.96 73.34 38.01 66.90 56.52 47.46 53.59 22.94 - -
LLaVA-7B based methods
Vanilla 19.25 14.81 54.59 56.97 24.23 46.20 27.58 26.09 36.47 18.89 32.51 20.69
EWC 28.12 23.02 61.50 61.08 26.13 54.29 23.65 32.25 44.97 17.83 37.28 15.27
MAS 31.54 22.09 60.85 46.32 32.48 56.47 30.05 35.69 42.73 18.83 37.71 14.91
ER 29.31 25.74 63.46 65.78 31.92 58.39 45.17 34.55 46.24 18.96 41.95 10.20
DER 26.95 21.43 64.88 66.17 31.01 55.92 44.60 32.85 47.09 20.74 41.16 11.28
VS 28.48 24.09 61.37 67.20 29.56 54.64 33.98 32.91 45.82 19.89 39.79 12.70
VQACL 34.14 32.19 66.15 63.00 33.01 60.91 34.64 38.48 47.94 24.42 43.49 9.10
CL-MoE 46.50 37.18 75.22 71.39 40.90 69.54 43.66 52.68 55.55 20.74 51.34 -0.02
Multitask (Upper Bound) 55.15 41.88 80.74 75.47 49.81 75.97 73.03 61.02 60.54 29.49 - -

Table 1. Performance (%) of our CL-MoE and distinct continual learning method on VQA v2. We list the accuracy for each task along
with AP and AF . The best results are emphasized in bold.

5. Experimental Setups
Dataset and Evaluation Metrics. We conduct experi-
ments on the VQA v2 [17] benchmark, which includes over
200k images and 1.1M questions, where images are primar-
ily from the COCO [27] dataset. Following the VQACL
setup [45], we divided the VQA v2 into 10 tasks based on
question types: recognition, location, judge, commonsense,
count, action, color, type, subcategory, and causal.

We use two standard continual learning evaluation met-
rics [6, 32] to measure the performance of CL-MoE: Fi-
nal Average Performance (AP ) and Average Forgotten
(AF ). Specifically, AP is the average performance on
all tasks after the continual fine-tuning ends, reflecting the
model’s ability to maintain learned knowledge while learn-
ing new knowledge. Let ma,b denote the test performance
on task b upon completing the training of task a, AP =
1
M

∑M
i=1 mM,i, where M denotes the number of tasks. AF

represents the performance on previous tasks after learn-
ing new tasks compared to the fine-tuning performance on
old tasks, which also reflects the average forgetting on past
tasks. AF = 1

M−1

∑M−1
i=1 mi,i−mM,i. According to [10],

we use the accuracy percentage as the m.

Baselines. To demonstrate the effectiveness of our
method, we select several typical continual learning meth-
ods, including replay-based methods and regularization-
based methods. For replay-based methods, we adopt

ER [7], DER [5], VS [39] and VQACL [45]. For
regularization-based methods, we compare with EWC [24]
and MAS [3]. Multitask represents the performance of the
model that trains on all the tasks once, while Vanilla indi-
cates the performance of the model trained on a sequence
of tasks without using any additional methods. Please find
more details about the baselines in the Appendix.

For a fair comparison, we conduct the experiments on
both VL-T5 [10] and LLaVA [28]. Particularly, VL-T5
is a unified framework that extends the pre-trained lan-
guage model T5 [36] with visual understanding capabili-
ties. LLaVA-7B [28] is a MLLMs-based model connecting
the open-set visual encoder of CLIP [35] and Vicuna [9].
It is fine-tuned on the visual language instruction-following
dataset, which includes three types of instruction-following
data: conversational QA, detailed descriptions, and com-
plex reasoning.

Implementation Details. In the experiments, we use
LLaVA-7B as our MLLM for continual tuning. It employs
Vicuna [9] as LLM and pre-trained CLIP visual encoder
ViT-L/14 [31] to extract visual embeddings from images of
size 336 × 336px. We set the embedding dimension to 64.
For the rehearsal method, we set the memory bank size to
5000. For our proposed MMoE and RMoE, we configure
the number of experts n to 8, record top expert K to 2, the
rank r to 64, the hyperparameter α to 128, γ to 0.7, and β to



Method Various task in VQA v2 AP AFMMoE RMoE Rec. Loc. Jud. Com. Cou. Act. Col. Typ. Sub. Cau.
a × × 19.25 14.81 54.59 56.97 24.23 46.20 27.58 26.09 36.47 18.89 32.51 20.69
b

√
× 42.84 34.59 72.11 69.30 36.76 65.62 39.95 50.02 53.98 19.11 48.43 3.02

c ×
√

27.36 25.62 64.01 65.96 31.52 56.23 37.17 38.26 46.49 19.70 41.23 11.09
d

√ √
46.50 37.18 75.22 71.39 40.90 69.54 43.66 52.68 55.55 20.74 51.34 -0.02

Table 2. Ablation study of our CL-MoE on VQA v2.

0.5. During training, we train each task for 1 epoch with a
batch size of 16. We use the AdamW as the optimizer with
the learning rate of 2e−4, and employ the cosine learning
rate scheduler.

6. Experimental Analysis

6.1. Main Results

We report the experimental results of baselines and our
CL-MoE over 10 tasks, as shown in Table 1. From
the results, we obtain the following findings. First, our
method achieves state-of-the-art performance in most cases
by comparing with both VL-T5 and LLaVA. For exam-
ple, our model outperforms the previous SOTA baseline
VQACL in terms of AP and AF . Second, compared to
Vanilla LLaVA, our CL-MoE improved AP by approxi-
mately 14.36% (51.34% vs. 36.98%), with substantial per-
formance gains across all tasks. For AF , CL-MoE im-
proves the performance by approximately 20.71% (-0.02%
vs. 20.69%). It is worth noting that our AF value is less
than 0, which means our average performance on the 9 tasks
is even better than the fine-tuning performance, proving that
our method has favorable backward transfer capability. In
addition, our method also outperforms fine-tuning on the
last task, proving that our method has excellent forward
transfer ability. These observations show that our model not
only improves the average accuracy but also significantly
mitigates the forgetting problem. Third, Methods based on
LLaVA-7B generally achieve better average accuracy com-
pared to those based on VL-T5, indicating that larger mod-
els can better exploit the potential of learning multimodal
knowledge, making them more suitable for visual question
answering. However, it is worth noting that the AF perfor-
mance of rehearsal-based methods on LLaVA is worse than
on VL-T5, whereas regularization-based methods showed
the opposite trend. We believe that while larger MLLMs
can improve performance, they are also more susceptible to
the forgetting problem. Fourth, compared with the upper
bound method Multitask that trains on the merged datasets
of all the subtasks, our model still has room to improve. We
would like to explore a more effective algorithm for contin-
ual multi-modal tasks in the future.

6.2. Ablation Study
To investigate the effectiveness of each component in our
method, we conduct ablation experiments on CL-MoE, and
the results are shown in Table 2. Specifically, we conduct
experiments with only MMoE, only RMoE, and the com-
plete components. By comparing (a, b) and (a, c), we can
conclude that both modules we designed contribute to the
continual tuning based on MLLM. To be specific, MMoE
updates the expert parameters based on the designed mo-
mentum strategies, allowing experts to integrate new knowl-
edge and instructions while retaining the original knowl-
edge. MMoE plays an important role in CL-MoE. For
RMoE, it robustly allocates the most suitable experts for
solving the problem, integrating instance-level and task-
level routing. It is worth noting that using RMoE alone does
not achieve outstanding performance, because a consider-
able amount of knowledge is lost during the training phase
without MMoE. Even if the most suitable experts are allo-
cated, the selected experts might lose part of their capability
to solve the problem. By comparing (a, d), we conclude that
our two components work closely together, effectively mit-
igating the forgetting problem and improving the transfer
abilities in continually fine-tuning MLLM for VQA.

6.3. Further Analysis
Impact of Hyperparameter γ. We investigate the im-
pact of critical hyperparameters used in our method, specif-
ically γ in MMoE, as illustrated in Figure 3. It is used to
control the balance between the current task parameters θt
and the previous task parameters θt−1 during momentum
updates in MMoE. Since our configuration sets γ > 0.5,
we assign γ ∈ {0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, 1.0}. Small γ leads
to the CL-MoE model focus on the history task while the
new knowledge of the current task is not transferred. The
model with large γ captures the knowledge of the current
task while forgetting the abilities of history tasks. The re-
sults indicate that the best performance is achieved when
γ = 0.7. In this setting, CL-MoE retains most of the knowl-
edge while absorbing new knowledge.

Impact of Hyperparameter β. We investigate the im-
pact of hyperparameters β in RMoE. It balances the ex-
perts and their weights chosen by the Task-level Router
and Instance-level Router in RMoE. We configure β ∈
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Figure 3. Performance(%) of our CL-MoE with different hyperparameters γ and β on VQA v2.

Method n AP AF K AP AF

CL-MoE

1 32.51 20.69 1 50.64 0.69
2 44.12 8.40 2 51.34 -0.02
4 50.19 1.15 3 51.22 0.30
8 51.34 -0.02 4 50.93 0.17

Table 3. Performance(%) of our CL-MoE with various experts
number n and top K experts with n = 8 on VQA v2.

{0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9}, as represented in Figure 3. The
results show that the best performance is achieved when
β = 0.5. We discover performance drops when β is ex-
tremely large or small, it implies that both instance-level
and task-level routers are important for RMoE. We follow
this setup in subsequent experiments to seek a balance.

Impact of Number of Experts n and Top K Experts.
We study the impact of the number of experts n and top K
experts for each task on our CL-MoE, as shown in Table 3.
The experimental results show that our method achieves
sub-optimal performance with 4 experts and reaches the op-
timal level when n = 8. This means we can effectively
address the forgetting issue in MLLM using MMoE and
RMoE with minimal resource overhead. When the number
of experts is few, there is a significant drop in performance.
We think that MMoE and RMoE cannot fully leverage their
advantages with too few experts.

Furthermore, we increase the top K from 1 to 4 under
n = 8. From the results, we observe that two task-specific
experts are optimal for our proposed CL-MoE. We consider
excessive task-specific experts to be redundant, whereas few
task-specific experts are insufficient to effectively address
the task. Moreover, the performance differences when K
is assigned different values are not significant, this demon-
strates the robustness of our method. In our experimental
setup, we set K to 2 to achieve a satisfactory trade-off be-
tween resources and performance. Please infer the supple-
mentary material for complete experimental results.

Impact of the Order of Tasks. We investigate the im-
pact of different task orders on our CL-MoE. Specifically,
we use the reverse order of the original setting for continual

Method Forward Reverse
AP AF AP AF

CL-MoE 51.34 -0.02 57.08 -1.44
VQACL 43.49 9.10 50.73 4.91

Table 4. Performance(%) of our CL-MoE with reverse task order
on VQA v2.

tuning on VQA v2, as shown in Table 4. The experimental
results indicate that CL-MoE also achieves optimal perfor-
mance on the new task order. Our model outperforms the
SOTA methods VQACL by more than 6 points in terms of
AP (57.08 vs. 50.73). Additionally, we find that the task
order has a significant impact on performance. We observe
that the reverse task order performs better than the forward
order (57.08 vs. 51.34 and -1.44 vs. -0.02). Due to the
different task correlations, the task order will influence the
difficulties of forgetting and transferring during the learning
process. Please infer the supplementary material for com-
plete experimental results.

7. Conclusions and Further Works

In this paper, we propose the CL-MoE framework on in-
struction tuning MLLM for continual VQA tasks. To appro-
priately assign experts, we introduce RMoE which contains
the instance-level and task-level routers, from local and
global perspectives to robustly allocate weights to the cor-
responding experts. To alleviate the forgetting problem and
improve the transfer capabilities of the model, we designed
MMoE to update the parameters of task-specific and task-
shared experts using a dynamic momentum update strat-
egy. Extensive experiments on VQA v2 demonstrate that
our method achieves optimal performance by comparing
with previous SOTA baselines, proving its anti-forgetting
and transfer capabilities. Ablation studies also confirm the
effectiveness of the CL-MoE’s components. In the future,
we aim to extend continual learning-based MLLMs to other
diverse tasks, further addressing the forgetting problem in
MLLMs for continual multitask learning.
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