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Abstract

Cross-modal generalization aims to learn a shared discrete representation space
from multimodal pairs, enabling knowledge transfer across unannotated modalities.
However, achieving a unified representation for all modality pairs requires extensive
paired data, which is often impractical. Inspired by the availability of abundant
bimodal data (e.g., in ImageBind), we explore a continual learning approach
that incrementally maps new modalities into a shared discrete codebook via a
mediator modality. We propose the Continual Mixture of Experts Adapter (CMoE-
Adapter) to project diverse modalities into a unified space while preserving prior
knowledge. To align semantics across stages, we introduce a Pseudo-Modality
Replay (PMR) mechanism with a dynamically expanding codebook, enabling the
model to adaptively incorporate new modalities using learned ones as guidance.
Extensive experiments on image-text, audio-text, video-text, and speech-text show
that our method achieves strong performance on various cross-modal generalization
tasks. Code is provided in the supplementary material.

1 Introduction

With the explosive growth of multimodal data, many efforts [1–4] have been made toward mapping
these diverse modalities into a shared semantic space to reduce the semantic gap between paired
modalities. Works based on contrastive learning, i.e., models like CLIP [2] in the image-text domain
and ImageBind [1], which connects multiple modalities centered around images, learn inter-modal
alignment from large-scale paired data. Additionally, many studies employ modality-agnostic
encoders [5, 6] to map different modalities into the same semantic space. While these approaches
bring different modalities closer in a shared semantic space, a significant domain gap remains.

Recently, some research [4, 7, 8] has focused on leveraging explicit vector quantization (VQ) [9, 10]
or prototypes to map features from different modalities with the same semantics to identical discrete
variables, achieving notable progress. Compared to implicit alignment methods, using discrete
variables allows for better aggregation of similar features, thereby enabling faster convergence of
inter-modal alignment. However, these methods typically compress features from different modalities
into a single vector before mapping, making fine-grained alignment challenging.

To address the aforementioned issues, the Cross-Modal Generalization [11] (CMG) task has been
proposed. It aims to map features from different modalities with the same semantics into a common
codebook by learning fine-grained, unified multimodal representations from extensive paired pre-
training data. During the downstream phase, the model can transfer knowledge from one modality
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and generalize to other unseen modalities. Their approach achieves fine-grained alignment and
demonstrates significant performance in multiple downstream cross-modal generalization tasks.
However, the successful training of their model heavily relies on a substantial amount of paired
multimodal data. For instance, achieving unified representation for more than three modalities
necessitates acquiring paired data for all corresponding modalities, which is often rare and limits the
advancement of research in unified multimodal representation.

Inspired by ImageBind [1], pairwise combinations of modalities are typically abundant and easily
accessible, where one modality serves as an intermediary to connect other disparate modalities. In
this paper, we primarily investigate how to leverage the continual learning paradigm to incrementally
incorporate new modalities into the existing pre-trained data based on CMG framework [11]. However,
there are two intrinsic limitations existing in the previous CMG framework when applied to this
scenario: 1. CMG do not support incremental learning, making it impossible to add new modal data
to an already trained common discrete space. 2. Due to the diverse origins of paired modal data,
newly introduced paired modalities may contain entirely different semantic information compared
to previous modalities. Directly employing methods like CMG could erroneously map these new
semantic categories into the existing discrete variables. Therefore, the model needs a dynamically
growing discrete dictionary that can expand with the introduction of new modalities.

Thus in this paper, we aim to gradually extend the unified representation from two modalities to
multiple modalities, ensuring that the alignment of original modalities remains intact while mapping
new modalities into the existing semantic space. Addressing the abovementioned challenges, we
propose the following innovations to mitigate these issues: 1. To enable the model to map different
modalities into a unified semantic space, we propose a Continual Mixture of Experts Adapter
(CMoE-Adapter) module. First, we employ a multimodal universal adapter structure, which includes
a multimodal shared Common Layer and modality-specific Specific Layers. Different modalities
activate their corresponding Specific Layers. However, a single Adapter structure is insufficient for
encoding capabilities in the face of continuously expanding modalities. Therefore, we transform it
into a Mixture of Experts (MoE) Adapter architecture, which leverages different combinations of
experts to handle various scenarios, thereby enhancing the model’s encoding capacity. To ensure
that the Encoder’s encoding ability for previous modalities remains unchanged when introducing
new modalities for training, we incorporate an adaptive Elastic Weight Consolidation (EWC) loss,
choosing important parameters within the MoE Adapter. 2. To address the second issue, we propose a
Pseudo-Modality Replay mechanism (PMR). Initially, we introduce a dynamic expansion codebook,
mapping unknown semantic information from new modalities to newly added dictionary codes. Then
we construct a sequence as a pseudo-modality by selecting the nearest code from the expanded
codebook based on the intermediary modality. The pseudo-modality allows the model to leverage
knowledge learned from previous data as a teacher, thereby allowing the new codebook to encompass
previously learned discrete semantic features while adapting to new modality features. In summary,
our contributions are threefold:

• We extend the previous cross-modal generalization task to a continual cross-modal general-
ization task, effectively leveraging the vast amount of pairwise data available on the internet
to train a unified representation space across multiple modalities.

• We propose COMET (COntinuing Multimodal unified rEpresenTation learning) framework,
which contains the CMoE-Adapter and PMR module, which allow the model to expand its
training data in a continual learning manner, mapping new modalities into the previously
learned common discrete space.

• We pre-train on video-text, audio-text, image-text, and speech-text datasets to obtain a unified
representation space for various modalities. Extensive experiments on downstream tasks
such as audio-video, speech-video, and video-text cross-modal generalization demonstrate
the effectiveness of our model.

2 Backgrounds of CMG

Cross Modal Generalization Task: Given a multi-modal dataset X = {(xA
i ,x

B
i ,x

C
i ...)}Ni=1 with N

instances across modalities A, B, C, etc., the Cross Modal Generalization (CMG) task seeks to unify
these modalities into a common discrete space during pre-training. This alignment allows for shared
discrete latent codes corresponding to identical semantics. In subsequent tasks, knowledge from a

2



Visual Backbone Audio Backbone

A group of people are rowing in rapid 
currents, the weather is great,……

This audio segment describes the sounds of 
a stream and human speech,……

Text Backbone Text Backbone

Phase 1 Phase 2

… … …

MoE Adapter MoE Adapter

Cross-CPC

Multi-Modal VQ

Pseudo Modality Replay

e1 e2 e3 eK

extend

updated

e1 e2 e3 eK Extension Codes

…

Multi-Modal VQ

Pseudo Modality

T2

T3

Text-Semantic Feature

A3

A2

Audio-Semantic Feature

Cross-CPC

Cross-CPC

Cross-CPC 

…

1 2 3 m4

2

3

Cross-CPC

Extension Code

(b) (c)Pseudo Modality Replay MoE Adapter

Phase 1

Phase 2

Visual-semantic Feature Text-semantic Feature Text-semantic Feature Audio-semantic Feature

(a)

Continual 
Adaptive Update

Select
True

False

…

Pseudo Modality

Extension Codes

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 …

Data Source 1

Data Source 2 Data Source 3

Continual Learning Process(d)

Alignment
Alignment

Common Layer

Text 
Specific Layer

Router

…

Expert 1 Expert 2 Expert n

Expert n

Audio
Specific Layer

Visual 
Specific Layer

…

Figure 1: The overview of our proposed continual unified multimodal representation framework, we
use two stages as an example. We replicate the codebook obtained from the previous phase for use in
the new phase, extend it, and continuously update it during subsequent training. However, during the
PMR process, the codes acquired from the previous phase remain unchanged.

single annotated modality (e.g., A) can be extrapolated to unannotated ones (e.g., B and C) via the
pre-trained common space, achieving zero-shot cross-modal generalization ability.

Baseline Details: For the paired modalities {(xa
i ,x

b
i )}Ni=1, CMG aims to extract universal features

zai , z
b
i using semantic encoders Φa and Φb, and modality-specific features z̄ai , z̄

b
i using encoders Ψa

and Ψb. They then quantize the semantic features into discrete codes using a vector quantization (VQ)
operation, shared across both modalities. Finally, these codes are combined with the modality-specific
features to reconstruct the original input features.

Dual Cross-modal Information Disentangling (DCID): CMG presents DCID module that operates
on two fronts: minimizing mutual information (MI) for intra-modality features using the CLUB
approach and maximizing MI for inter-modality semantic features with Cross-CPC.

CLUB-based MI Minimization: Employing a temporal adaptation of CLUB, they aim to reduce
the correlation between semantic (zmi ) and modality-specific features (z̄mi ), alternating optimization
between the approximation and the main networks during pre-training:

IvCLUB(x;y) := Ep(x,y)[log qθ(y|x)]− Ep(x)Ep(y)[log qθ(y|x)], (1)

Cross-CPC for MI Maximization: Extending the principle of Contrastive Predictive Coding (CPC)
for cross-modal predictions, they utilize the predictive nature of autoregressive models to maximize
information shared across modalities, considering human-like inference abilities. For this, they
employ unidirectional LSTM to summarize past information up to a time t for modalities A and B.
Predicting the k-th future step in modality B from A (and vice versa), they optimize the InfoNCE loss
with a linear projection matrix Wm

k for each step:

La2b
cpc = − 1

K

K∑
k=1

log
[ exp(zbt+kW

a
k c

a
t )∑

zj∈Zb
exp(zbjW

a
k c

a
t )

]
; Lb2a

cpc = − 1

K

K∑
k=1

log
[ exp(zat+kW

b
kc

b
t)∑

zj∈Za
exp(zajW

b
kc

b
t)

]
,

(2)

Multi-modal Exponential Moving Average (MM-EMA): CMG introduced the MM-EMA model
for fine-grained cross-modal alignment, utilizing a teacher-student dynamic for iterative updates
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during quantization. Cross-attention mechanisms help map semantic features across modalities. For
instance, with modality A as the query and modality B as the key and value, they derive a vector
rbi that correlates with zai and retains characteristics of modality B. This intermediary facilitates
EMA alignment. Quantized to a code vector ei, they combine semantic vectors from both modalities,
calculating updated counts N (t)

i and code vector volumes o(t)
i as follows, γ is the decay factor:

N
(t)
i = γN

(t−1)
i + (1− γ)[n

a(t)
i + n

b(t)
i ] e

(t)
i = o

(t)
i /N

(t)
i (3)

o
(t)
i = γo

(t−1)
i + (1− γ)

[ n
a(t)
i∑
j=1

z
a(t)
i,j + r

b(t)
i,j

2
+

n
b(t)
i∑
j=1

z
b(t)
i,j + r

a(t)
i,j

2

]
,

3 Continual Cross Modal Generalization

3.1 Task Definition

Given few paired multi-modal datasets X = {(xA
i ,x

B
i )}

N1
i=1, Y = {(yA

i ,y
C
i )}

N2
i=1, Z =

{(zAi , zDi )}N3
i=1..., where A, B, C represent different modalities, N1, N2, N3 represent instance

numbers of different datasets. In these datasets, an intermediate modality exists where the contained
semantic information exhibits a degree of partial overlap. In this task, we plan to train a unified
multi-modal representation space in a phased manner. During the pre-training stage, we initially train
the unified representation of two modalities from dataset X. Subsequently, using modality A as a
bridge, we train the unified representation of three modalities (A, B, and C) in the second step with
dataset Y, followed by the unified representation of four modalities (A, B, C, and D) in the third step,
and so forth. Then in downstream tasks, the pre-trained unified multi-modal representation space
enables zero-shot knowledge transfer and generalization across these four modalities.

In this paper, we build upon the CMG approach by introducing the Continual MoE Adapter and
the Pseudo Modality Reply module. These additions endow the model with the capability to
incrementally expand the unified multi-modal representation space, using a shared modality as a
bridge. The following sections will provide a detailed introduction to these two modules.

3.2 Continual MoE Adapter

Expert Design Although the CMG approach can link paired multi-modal features, it struggles
to directly map newly introduced, unknown modalities into the same semantic space as previous
modalities in a continual learning scenario. Therefore, we need to employ intermediate modalities as
bridges between different datasets to map unpaired modalities into a shared latent space. Inspired by
prior work, we utilize a common layer as a shared mapping layer for different modalities, enabling the
decoupled semantic features of various modalities to be mapped together. However, a single common
layer may lead to forgetting the feature mapping capabilities of previous modalities when learning
new ones. To address this, we restructured the architecture to combine a common layer with multiple
modality-specific layers. The common layer contains a single linear component, sharing information
across modalities, while the specific layers encode modality-unique information, the specific layer for
each modality also contains a single linear component. This ensures that during continual learning,
the common layer can gradually learn the features shared across multiple modalities. The whole
architecture is an expert, named E(x).

Mixture of Experts Single experts often struggle to handle complex multi-modal scenarios effectively.
Therefore, we extend this approach to a Mixture of Experts (MoE) framework, which integrates
knowledge from various domains through the combination of different experts. Previous studies have
demonstrated that this structure is more adept at adapting to continual learning environments. We
employ a linear layer followed by a SoftMax function to serve as a router, selecting the appropriate
combination of experts. The forward propagation process of our MoE block can be mathematically
expressed as follows:

MoE(x) =

O∑
i=1

Gi(x)Ei(x), G(x) = SoftMax(Wg(x)), (4)

where O is the expert number, Wg is the gate linear function. To mitigate the issue of a few experts
being disproportionately activated during MoE training, we employ a load balancing loss as a
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constraint. Let G ∈ RB×O be the gate outputs for a batch of size B, where O is the number of experts.
Each element Gij represents the gating value for the i-th input and the j-th expert. The load for each
expert can be computed by summing the gating values over the batch: Lj =

∑B
i=1 Gij , where Lj is

the load for the j-th expert. The ideal load I for each expert is: I = B
U , where U is the number of the

experts. Finally, the load balancing loss can be defined to penalize deviations from the ideal load:

Lgate =
1

U

U∑
j=1

(
Lj

I
− 1

)2

(5)

Adding Elastic Weight Consolidation (EWC) Loss: To prevent the model parameters from for-
getting previously learned features when encoding newly introduced modalities and new semantic
categories during the next training phases, we apply EWC loss to both the common layers and the
modality-specific layers that have been activated within each expert of MoE. This approach selectively
penalizes changes to the most important parameters of our model, thus protecting previously learned
knowledge while accommodating new information.

To be detailed, in our continual learning framework, we denote the parameters of the common
layer and the activated specific layer within each expert of the MoE structure as θ, the EWC loss
is formulated to constrain the update of these parameters by considering the importance of each
parameter to previous tasks. The importance is quantified by the Fisher Information Matrix (FIM),
FF, which is computed on the previous tasks’ data. Given the optimal parameters θ∗ obtained after
training on the previous tasks, the EWC loss for our linear layer is defined as:

LEWC(θ) =
∑
i

λ

2
Fi(θi − θ∗i )

2, Fi = Ex∼D

[(
∂ log p(y|x, θ∗)

∂θi

)2
]

(6)

where θi represents the current value of the i-th parameter, θ∗i is its value after training on previous
tasks, Fi is the corresponding entry in the Fisher Information Matrix, and λ is a hyperparameter that
controls the strength of the regularization, D is the data distribution of the previous tasks.

3.3 Pseudo Modality Reply

As training progresses, paired modalities from different datasets are introduced, often containing
semantic categories distinct from those in the previously trained data. The previous CMG approach
fixes the number of codes in the codebook during training. Applying this fixed codebook to new
scenarios can result in different semantics being erroneously mapped to the same discrete variables,
thereby disrupting the pre-trained codes. Therefore, it is crucial to consider how to map new semantic
features to new codes in the subsequent training phases, while allowing the old semantic features to
update the pre-trained codebook.

In this section, we design a Pseudo Modality Reply (PMR) module. We first design a dynamic
expansion codebook. The unknown semantic information from new data is mapped to newly added
dictionary sequences. Simultaneously, the codebook obtained from the previous training phase is
utilized as a Teacher, enabling the new codebook to encompass previously learned discrete semantic
features while also accommodating new modality features. This approach ultimately learns a mature
unified discrete representation space across multiple modalities.

During the initial training phase, our approach is identical to traditional Cross Modal Generalization
(CMG). In subsequent phases, when new datasets are introduced, we first replicate the previously
trained codebook V1 of size K1 to the current phase’s codebook V2 and add K2 new codes, resulting
in a codebook of size (K1 + K2). Assuming modality B is the common intermediate modality
across both phases’ datasets, we construct a pseudo-modality by selecting the nearest codes from the
previous codebook based on modality B. This pseudo-modality represents the semantic features of
the previous dataset and serves as a teacher to guide the convergence of the current codebook. We use
the semantic feature of modality B to select the nearest codes from the previous codebook V1: If a
code matching the semantics of the current B-modal sequence can be found in V1, the corresponding
code is retrieved from V1; otherwise, it is selected from the newly added K2 codes (to obtaining a
discrete sequence of semantic features of the same length as the current modalities). We refer to the
code sequence mapped from the semantics of the B-modal sequence as the pseudo-modal sequence.
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This sequence is used for Cross-CPC [11] computation with the B and C modal sequences during
the current training phase. In this process, we assign e−6 weights to the codes from K2 within the
pseudo-modal sequence, primarily utilizing the codes retrieved from V1 to compute the convergence
of the B and C modalities.

3.4 Training and Downstream Tasks

The full objective of our continual pre-training framework is the combination of the objection
functions: L = Lrecon + Lcommit + Lcpc + Lcmcm + LMI + Lgate, where the six losses are those
utilized in the previous CMG [11] model. LEWC is specially optimized for MoE adapters. We divide
the entire continual learning pre-training process into three stages, with each stage utilizing a paired
modality of data. The training data from the previous stage is not accessible in the subsequent stages.
Upon completion of the pre-training, the unified representation encoder and codebook obtained are
employed for cross-modal generalization in downstream tasks. In these downstream tasks, we train
the model on labeled data from one modality and then transfer the trained model to other unlabeled
modalities to evaluate its performance.

4 Experiments

4.1 Pre-train

Video-Text Pairs: We use VATEX [12] as video-text pair pre-training data, filtering to obtain
effective 30251 video-text pairs through web crawling. Audio-Text Pairs: We use AudioCaps [13]
as audio-text pair pre-training data, filtering to obtain effective 33055 audio-text pairs. Image-Text
Pairs: We use Flickr30k [14] as image-text pair pre-training data, filtering to obtain effective 31783
image-text pairs. Speech-Text Pairs: We use LibriTTS-train-clean-100 [15] as speech-text pair
pre-training data, filtering to obtain effective 31862 speech-text pairs.

4.2 Downstream

The downstream tasks involve various paired data, including video-audio, video-text, audio-text,
image-text, speech-text, and image-audio pairings, as detailed in Appendix B.

4.3 Tasks Setting

The downstream test datasets can be adjusted based on the datasets selected for pre-training and are
divided into two parts: seen data pairs (data directly paired during pre-training) and unseen data pairs
(data not directly paired during pre-training). For example, in VT-AT-IT pre-training, VT (video-text)
and AT (audio-text) are seen data pairs, while VA (video-audio) and IA (image-audio) are unseen
data pairs.

4.4 Implementation Details

Baselines: We compare our results with those of TURN [4], CMCM [7], and DCID [11] by replicating
their experiments and enhancing them with the Comet module, which improves specific aspects of
the model’s performance. The pairing order of audio-text, video-text, image-text, and speech-text
during pre-training can be freely arranged, and additional combinations like video-audio pairs can
also be introduced into the training process. The primary experiments are demonstrated using a
three-stage model consisting of video-text (VT), audio-text (AT), and image-text (IT) stages. For the
Cross-modal Video Segmentation on the Ref-Youtube-VOS Dataset [16] task, a model sequence of
video-text (VT), speech-text (ST), and audio-text (AT) is exemplified.

Metrics: For the AVE [17], precision (%) is used as the metric; the f1-score (%) is utilized for
assessing the AVVP [18] and the AVE to AVVP generalization task. The region similarity(J) and
the contour accuracy(F) are used for the Ref-Youtube-VOS [16] dataset, and recall is utilized for
zero-shot retrieval.
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Table 1: Results in video-audio pairs. † indicates pre-training in the order of AT-VT-IT and the other
settings in the order of VT-AT-IT.

Method
Second Stage Third Stage

AVE AVVP AVE → AVVP Avg. AVE AVVP AVE → AVVP Avg.
V → A A → V V → A A → V V → A A → V V → A A → V V → A A → V V → A A → V

TURN [4] 16.62 15.36 16.51 17.12 20.15 20.38 17.69 15.57 19.35 21.9 19.4 24.16 14.07 19.07
CMCM [7] 19.05 18.15 22.28 18.16 24.16 22.33 20.68 20.32 23.72 20.03 18.54 28.11 27.86 23.09
DCID [11] 16.56 15.45 25.73 21.66 22.16 23.74 20.88 15.27 17.76 25.05 23.87 26.1 33.92 23.66

TURN [4]+COMET 24.46 21.17 17.84 17.7 27.3 17.11 20.93 20.45 23.59 20.03 18.54 18.84 28.4 21.64
CMCM [7]+COMET 21.29 20.03 24.78 23.61 26.41 27.38 23.92 20.42 22.67 25.69 17.08 31.29 28.23 24.23
DCID [11]+COMET 25.30 19.97 26.06 20.46 31.16 23.46 24.41 17.88 22.01 29.59 23.06 34.36 28.95 25.97

DCID [11] † 15.90 15.12 25.84 22.47 29.01 35.68 24.01 13.72 18.98 24.45 23.19 24.81 34.03 23.19
DCID [11]+COMET † 17.55 24.95 26.99 24.94 27.15 32.36 25.66 13.77 20.57 28.28 22.28 30.08 29.25 24.04

Table 2: Retrieval results in video-text pairs. † indicates pre-training in the order of AT-VT-IT and the
other settings in the order of VT-AT-IT.

Method
First Stage Second Stage Third Stage

T → V V → T Avg. T → V V → T Avg. T → V V → T Avg.R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10

TURN [4] 2.69 9.1 15.22 2.54 9.4 15.37 9.05 0.6 2.24 4.48 0.3 2.39 4.03 2.34 2.99 9.1 13.13 2.39 7.46 13.43 8.08
CMCM [7] 2.69 10 16.42 3.13 10.9 17.91 10.17 0.6 2.54 5.07 0.6 1.94 4.33 2.51 2.99 10.3 14.48 1.94 9.25 14.93 8.98
DCID [11] 3.58 11.49 18.66 2.69 10.45 17.76 10.77 0.75 2.99 5.37 0.3 1.79 3.88 2.51 2.24 9.4 16.87 3.13 8.51 14.48 9.11

TURN [4]+COMET 2.99 10.45 16.87 3.58 11.04 16.87 10.3 0.6 2.24 4.48 0.3 2.39 4.03 2.34 2.39 9.55 15.97 1.64 8.21 14.48 8.71
CMCM [7]+COMET 2.54 12.84 19.4 3.58 11.19 18.81 11.39 0.45 3.43 6.87 0.3 2.09 5.22 3.06 3.28 9.7 15.67 3.13 10.3 14.18 9.38
DCID [11]+COMET 2.84 12.09 19.7 2.84 11.64 19.85 11.49 1.04 4.03 7.31 0.6 4.03 7.01 4.01 2.99 9.7 17.01 2.99 9.85 15.82 9.73

DCID [11] † - - - - - - - 3.58 11.49 18.96 3.13 12.24 20.45 11.64 2.39 9.25 14.03 2.39 8.66 13.73 8.41
DCID [11]+COMET † - - - - - - - 3.43 12.84 20.3 3.73 12.69 18.81 11.96 3.88 10.9 16.87 2.09 10.15 15.52 9.91

4.5 Performance on unseen data pairs

As we can see in Table 1 and Table 7 in Appendix C, it is evident that COMET significantly enhances
the performance of other models on unseen data pairs, encompassing tasks such as classification and
localization of video-audio pairs, as well as zero-shot retrieval of image-audio pairs. Specifically, for
video-audio related tasks, the four models trained under the VT-AT-IT paradigm exhibit an average
improvement of over 3% in the Second Stage and approximately 2% in the Third Stage. Furthermore,
when altering the pre-training order, the results remain consistently significant, indicating that
COMET is robust to variations in training sequence and emphasizes the unified representation of
multimodal data.

4.6 Performance on seen data pairs

We also altered the training sequence and conducted experiments on seen data pairs, as shown in
Tables 2, Table 3 and Table 4, finding that COMET consistently enhances baseline performance
across various modality-related tasks. Specifically, in the video-text pairs task, COMET improves
performance at all three stages, even with the changed training sequence. Furthermore, COMET
maintains its advantage in audio-text and image-text tasks as well.

Table 3: Retrieval results in audio-text pairs. † indicates pre-training in the order of AT-VT-IT and the
other settings in the order of VT-AT-IT.

Method
First Stage Second Stage Third Stage

T → A A → T Avg. T → A A → T Avg. T → A A → T Avg.R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10

TURN [4] - - - - - - - 6.22 22.68 36.46 5.74 18.66 29.19 19.83 2.2 12.63 21.15 1.91 10.05 18.66 11.1
CMCM [7] - - - - - - - 8.52 24.59 38.47 7.18 25.84 35.41 23.33 3.06 13.68 24.31 0.96 11.96 18.18 12.03
DCID [11] - - - - - - - 9.86 27.08 39.81 5.74 24.4 35.41 23.72 3.06 12.73 20.67 2.39 8.13 16.27 10.54

TURN [4]+COMET - - - - - - - 8.04 25.36 38.56 7.18 20.57 33.01 22.12 3.06 14.45 25.26 2.39 9.57 14.35 11.51
CMCM [7]+COMET - - - - - - - 8.61 26.79 40.77 7.18 23.92 36.84 24.02 4.02 15.5 23.64 3.83 11.48 21.53 13.33
DCID [11]+COMET - - - - - - - 9.86 25.84 38.09 7.66 27.27 37.32 24.34 3.16 13.97 25.26 2.87 12.92 21.53 13.28

DCID [11] † 6.99 25.65 36.56 6.22 22.97 32.54 21.82 3.06 10.62 18.66 2.39 8.61 14.83 9.69 2.87 8.13 16.65 0.48 7.18 11.0 7.72
DCID [11]+COMET † 7.27 23.25 37.42 10.53 23.44 37.32 23.21 3.07 11.48 20.29 5.74 11.0 18.66 11.71 2.68 11.1 17.8 2.39 8.61 13.4 9.33

Table 5 presents the semantic segmentation results of the model on the Ref-Youtube-VOS dataset for
the Text2Speech task after training on VT2ST2AT. In more complex semantic segmentation scenarios,
Comet continues to enhance model performance. Furthermore, the inclusion of COMET consistently
improves the performance of the DCID model in both the Second Stage and Third Stage.

4.7 Ablation study

Effectiveness of each module: Based on the results presented in Table 6, we observe that the removal
of any single component results in a decline in model performance, thereby demonstrating the
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Table 4: Retrieval results in image-text pairs. † indicates pre-training in the order of AT-VT-IT and
the other settings in the order of VT-AT-IT.

Method
Third Stage

T → I I → T Avg.R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10

TURN [4] 2.7 12 19.1 3.4 11.1 18.1 11.06
CMCM [7] 2.6 11.5 19.4 3.7 13.4 20.5 11.85
DCID [11] 3.6 11.5 20.4 3.7 13.4 21.5 12.35

TURN [4]+COMET 3.3 12.1 18.9 3.1 13.1 20.5 11.83
CMCM [7]+COMET 3.7 12.5 20.3 3.3 12.1 20.5 12.06
DCID [11]+COMET 3.5 13.5 21.1 3.2 11.8 23.2 12.72

DCID [11] † 2.8 11.3 18.7 3.0 11.6 19.1 11.08
DCID [11]+COMET † 3.6 12.5 21.0 3.0 13.4 22.1 12.6

Table 5: Performance of semantic segmentation tasks for cross-modal generalization.((pre-trained on
VT-ST-AT))

Method Second Stage Third Stage

J F J&F J F J&F

DCID [11] 0.283 0.318 0.3005 0.269 0.284 0.2765
DCID [11]+COMET 0.314 0.347 0.3305 0.273 0.295 0.284

effectiveness of the proposed module. Moreover, we observe that the removal of the Pseudo Modality
(PM) module significantly impacts the model’s performance. This is because the PM leverages the
previously learned unified representations as a pseudo modality for alignment, effectively facilitating
the relearning of prior knowledge and aiding the model in retaining this information.

Due to the integration of gate loss, EWC loss, and specific layers (SL) within the MOE architecture,
the removal of the MOE also results in the elimination of these modules. As observed in Tables 6
and Table 8 in Appendix D, this leads to a significant decline in average performance on the video-
audio and image-audio tasks. These findings demonstrate that the MOE effectively aids COMET in
extracting modality-specific information and fostering unified modality representation.

We retained the MoE model and selectively ablated the gate loss, EWC loss, and SL. Our findings
indicate a performance drop compared to the full model; however, performance remained superior to
the results obtained by completely removing the MoE model. This demonstrates the contribution
of the MoE model to COMET’s performance. Furthermore, the gate loss, EWC loss, and SL
synergistically enhance the effectiveness of the MoE model.

Effectiveness of the number of experts: Figure 2 presents the ablation study on the number of
experts, revealing that as the number of experts increases, the performance on the V-A task improves
significantly. However, when the number of experts exceeds a certain threshold (6 in our experiments),
the task performance begins to degrade, exhibiting similar trends in both the Second Stage and Third
Stage. We hypothesize that this decline is due to overfitting. Consequently, we selected six experts
for our experiments.

Figure 2: Ablation on the number of experts
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Table 6: Ablation studies of Video-Audio in the second and third training stage.(pre-trained on
VT-AT-IT)

PM MOE LGate LEWC SL
Second Stage Third Stage

AVE AVVP AVE → AVVP Avg. AVE AVVP AVE → AVVP Avg.
V → A A → V V → A A → V V → A A → V V → A A → V V → A A → V V → A A → V

- ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 26.29 18.42 22.28 18.16 26.88 20.38 22.06 23.01 22.28 26.21 22.35 28.31 22.33 24.08
✓ - - - - 15.57 20.03 23.71 19.72 31.92 27.80 23.13 19.91 19.04 28.03 20.62 32.13 29.03 24.79
✓ ✓ - ✓ ✓ 18.23 16.47 26.01 22.60 35.16 24.41 23.81 16.11 19.28 28.58 23.57 31.29 30.52 24.89
✓ ✓ ✓ - ✓ 23.89 18.92 25.84 20.72 31.73 21.40 23.75 16.62 18.42 28.03 21.81 33.39 31.05 24.88
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ - 18.52 19.46 23.53 21.62 30.96 26.6 23.45 19.82 20.21 27.13 22.12 31.43 28.23 24.82
- - - - - 16.56 15.45 25.73 21.66 22.16 23.74 20.88 15.27 17.75 25.05 23.87 26.10 33.92 23.66
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 25.31 19.97 26.06 20.46 31.16 23.46 24.41 17.87 22.01 29.59 23.06 34.36 28.95 25.97

4.8 Qualitative Analysis

Figure 3 visualizes the discrete codes generated by DCID and DCID+COMET. We used the
VALOR32K [19] dataset, which includes video, audio, and text tri-modal paired data, to quan-
tize the activations of the second-stage models trained with DCID and DCID+COMET.

From the observations, it is evident that DCID has a significant number of codes that are not effectively
activated. Moreover, compared to DCID+COMET, DCID has more codes that are activated by a
single modality and fewer codes that are activated by all three modalities. In contrast, the majority
of codes in DCID+COMET are activated by at least two modalities, demonstrating that COMET
effectively enhances the unified representation across multiple modalities and improves the utilization
rate of the codebook.

Figure 3: Visualization of discrete codes. Red indicates codes effectively activated by all three
modalities (video, audio, and text), green represents codes effectively activated by two modalities,
blue denotes codes effectively activated by one modality, and black signifies codes that are not
effectively activated.

5 Conclusion

In conclusion, our work addresses the intrinsic limitations of the previous Cross-Modal Generalization
(CMG) framework and propose a new framework named COMET. Through the introduction of a
Continual Mixture of Experts Adapter (CMoE-Adapter) and a pseudo-modality replay mechanism
(PMR), we enable the model to map different modalities into a unified semantic space while maintain-
ing the alignment of original modalities. The CMoE-Adapter enhances the model’s encoding capacity
and preserves previously learned knowledge using adaptive Elastic Weight Consolidation (EWC)
loss. Meanwhile, the PMR mechanism employs a dynamic expansion codebook and pseudo-modality
sequences to ensure that new modalities are effectively integrated into the existing semantic space.
These contributions significantly advance the field of unified multimodal representation, allowing for
more scalable and flexible learning from diverse multimodal data.
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A Related Work

Multi-Modal Unified Representation

Multi-modal unified representation has emerged as a promising research field in recent years, which
aims to align different modalities into a shared latent space, and can be allocated into two parts:
implicit unified representation [20–23] and explicit unified representation [4, 24, 7, 25, 26]. The
former is dedicated to leveraging contrastive learning to bring different modalities closer in the latent
space [27, 21], or using a general modality-agnostic Encoder to encode various modalities [28];
whereas the latter employs methods such as optimal transport [8], vector quantization [7], etc., to
map information from different modalities onto a set of universal prototypes or dictionary vectors.
These approaches have been applied across various combinations of modalities, such as image-text
[8], audio-video [7], and speech-text domains [29]. Despite the significant achievements of the
abovementioned methods, most of these works perform coarse-grained unification of representations,
lacking fine-grained alignment between different modalities. Recently, Xia et al. proposed a new
task named Cross Modal Generalization (CMG) [30], which aims to learn fine-grained unified
representation from paired multimodal data during pre-training, and then achieve zero-shot transfer
ability from the labeled modality to other unlabeled modalities in downstream tasks. Their method
requires large-scale paired modalities during the pretraining stage, however, obtaining such extensive
fully paired multimodal data becomes challenging when attempting to achieve a unified representation
of three or more modalities.

Continue Learning with Mixture of Experts
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The goal of continual learning is to adapt to new information over time without forgetting previously
acquired knowledge. This process mimics the human ability to accumulate and build upon knowledge
throughout life. Existing methods can be divided into three main applications, Class Incremental
Learning [31, 32], Task Incremental Learning [33, 34], Domain Incremental Learning [35, 36] and
Modality Incremental Learning [37, 38]. The main technologies currently encompass the following
categories: memory-based [39–41], regularization-based [42, 43], and dynamic-based models [44, 45].
Recently, Mixture of Experts (MoE) has been adopted into Incremental Learning, which can utilize
different experts for different scenarios. [46, 47] introduce a dynamic expansion MoE-Adapters
framework that can access shareable knowledge from frozen experts trained in historical tasks and
optimize unfrozen experts to acquire novel knowledge from new tasks.

B Downstream Task

Cross-modal Event Classification on AVE Dataset: [17] We train on one modality (e.g., video) and
evaluate on another (e.g., audio).
Cross-modal Event Localization on AVVP Dataset: [18] Localizing events in one modality and
transferring to the other.
Cross-dataset Localization/Classification: Training on classification in AVE and evaluating local-
ization in AVVP, transferring across datasets.
Cross-modal Video Segmentation on Ref-Youtube-VOS Dataset: [16] The training is for segment-
ing video based on a text query, while testing involves segmenting video based on the corresponding
speech query of the text. Though Ref-Youtube-VOS lacks speech data, this approach uses data
adapted from AVOS [48] by combining datasets. The downstream model employs ReferFormer [49].
Cross-modal Zero-shot Retrieval: Video-Text: MSVD [50]; we adopt a process similar to the
test set [51] consists of 1,000 video-text pairs from MSRVTT [52]. This task tests the retrieval
effectiveness between videos and text.
Image-Audio: Flickr Sound [53]; evaluates the alignment effectiveness between images and audio
without prior direct training on paired samples.
Audio-Text: Clotho [54]; assesses the zero-shot retrieval capability for audio-text alignment.
Image-Text: MS-COCO [55]; focuses on the alignment performance between images and text in a
zero-shot retrieval context, Using a test subset with a sample size of 1000.

C Seen data pairs experiments supplement

Table 7 shows effects similar to those in Table1, where COMET effectively helped improve the
performance of various models, and remained effective even after changing the order of pre-training
pairs.

Table 7: Retrieval results in image-audio pairs. † indicates pre-training in the order of AT-VT-IT and
the other settings in the order of VT-AT-IT.

Method
Third Stage

I → A A → I Avg.R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10

TURN [4] 0.4 3.6 6.8 1.0 3.4 5.2 3.4
CMCM [7] 0.6 4.0 7.6 0.8 3.8 6.8 3.93
DCID [11] 1.2 4.4 7.4 1.4 4.0 5.8 4.03

TURN [4]+COMET 0.8 3.2 7.4 1.2 4.0 5.6 3.7
CMCM [7]+COMET 1.2 4.2 8.2 1.2 4.6 7.6 4.5
DCID [11]+COMET 1.2 4.2 9.0 0.4 4.6 8.6 4.67

DCID [11] † 0.6 2.2 5.2 0.6 2.2 5.2 2.67
DCID [11]+COMET † 1.2 4.2 7.0 0.4 2.8 6.6 3.7

14



D Unseen data pairs experiments supplement

Table 8 presents a slightly different scenario. While DCID slightly outperforms some ’partial module
removal’ methods in certain tasks, the performance improvement from using individual modules
alone is not significant. However, when multiple modules are employed simultaneously, they exhibit
synergistic effects, collectively enhancing the model’s performance across various tasks.

Table 8: Ablation studies of image-audio in the third training stage.(pre-trained on VT-AT-IT)

PM MOE LGate LEWC SL
Third Stage

I → A A → I Avg.R@1 R@5 R10 R@1 R@5 R10

- ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.6 3.6 7.2 1.0 3.6 7.0 3.83
✓ - - - - 0.8 3.6 8.2 0.6 3.2 6.4 3.8
✓ ✓ - ✓ ✓ 0.4 5.0 10.2 0.2 3.2 8.0 4.5
✓ ✓ ✓ - ✓ 0.6 4.0 7.4 1.2 3.6 6.8 3.93
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ - 0.8 4.0 7.6 1.2 3.4 6.8 3.97
- - - - - 1.2 4.4 7.4 1.4 4.0 5.8 4.03
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 1.2 4.2 9.0 0.4 4.6 8.6 4.66

E Limitation

Insufficient pre-training can be addressed by adding more pre-training data to enhance the persua-
siveness of the experiment. Additionally, richer data pairings and more training phases can also help
improve the experiment’s persuasiveness.

F Compute Resources

Using a single Nvidia RTX 3090TI as an example, pre-training for VT-AT-IT and AT-VT-IT requires
18 hours, while VT-ST-AT pre-training takes 13 hours. Downstream V↔A classification and localiza-
tion can be completed within 20 minutes, and other cross-modal zero-shot retrieval tasks require only
5 minutes each. The semantic segmentation task involving text→speech, due to its high complexity
and the use of the ReferFormer [49] model, requires 72 hours for training and 1 hour for inference.

15


	Introduction
	Backgrounds of CMG
	Continual Cross Modal Generalization
	Task Definition
	Continual MoE Adapter
	Pseudo Modality Reply
	Training and Downstream Tasks

	Experiments
	Pre-train
	Downstream
	Tasks Setting
	Implementation Details
	Performance on unseen data pairs
	Performance on seen data pairs
	Ablation study
	Qualitative Analysis

	Conclusion
	Related Work
	Downstream Task
	Seen data pairs experiments supplement
	Unseen data pairs experiments supplement
	Limitation
	Compute Resources

