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Abstract

Generalized category discovery (GCD) aims at grouping unlabeled samples from known and unknown
classes, given labeled data of known classes. To meet the recent decentralization trend in the community,
we introduce a practical yet challenging task, namely Federated GCD (Fed-GCD), where the training data
are distributively stored in local clients and cannot be shared among clients. The goal of Fed-GCD is to
train a generic GCD model by client collaboration under the privacy-protected constraint. The Fed-GCD
leads to two challenges: 1) representation degradation caused by training each client model with fewer
data than centralized GCD learning, and 2) highly heterogeneous label spaces across different clients.
To this end, we propose a novel Associated Gaussian Contrastive Learning (AGCL) framework based
on learnable GMMs, which consists of a Client Semantics Association (CSA) and a global-local GMM
Contrastive Learning (GCL). On the server, CSA aggregates the heterogeneous categories of local-client
GMMs to generate a global GMM containing more comprehensive category knowledge. On each client,
GCL builds class-level contrastive learning with both local and global GMMs. The local GCL learns
robust representation with limited local data. The global GCL encourages the model to produce more
discriminative representation with the comprehensive category relationships that may not exist in local
data. We build a benchmark based on six visual datasets to facilitate the study of Fed-GCD. Extensive
experiments show that our AGCL outperforms the FedAvg-based baseline on all datasets.

1 Introduction

Generalized category discovery (GCD) seeks to categorize unlabeled samples from known and unknown
classes by leveraging labeled data of known classes. As a more practical extension of novel category discovery
(NCD) Han et al. (2019); Fini et al. (2021); Joseph et al. (2022); Zhong et al. (2021a,b); Han et al. (2021);
Zhang et al. (2022b); Roy et al. (2022); Yu et al. (2022); Chi et al. (2022), GCD has attracted increasing
attention. While existing GCD methods Vaze et al. (2022); Fei et al. (2022); Yang et al. (2022); Sun & Li
(2022) have achieved promising performance, they always require centralized training, where the training
data need to be accessed at once. However, this strategy violates many practical application scenarios: the
GCD data are distributively collected by different local clients and the data in each client cannot be shared
with others due to the privacy concerns. For instance, as shown in Fig. 1, a global species research center
plans to discover the new species of global birds through the collaboration of local stations located around
the world. Each local station is responsible for capturing and partially annotating bird images. Due to the
difference in local policies and laws, it is hard to make an agreement to share the local data between stations.
Thus, a decentralized system is required to handle this pragmatic GCD scenario.

To meet this requirement, we propose a practical yet challenging task, namely Federated GCD (Fed-GCD), in
which the GCD data are individually collected and partially annotated by local clients as well as cannot be
shared with other clients. The objective of Fed-GCD is to train a generic GCD model via the collaboration
across local clients without sharing local samples, which can recognize both known and unknown categories
in the unlabeled data. Compared with the conventional federated learning (FL) setups Li et al. (2021c); Diao
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Figure 1: Illustration of the proposed Fed-GCD with the case of global bird species discovery. In Fed-GCD,
the data are distributively collected from the different local stations (clients) over the world, which are
partially annotated. Each client includes client-specific categories and may share some common categories
with the other clients. Moreover, the raw data stored in local clients are not allowed to share with the central
server or other clients, due to data privacy. The goal of Fed-GCD is to collaboratively train a generic GCD
model under the federated privacy constraint, and then utilize it to discover novel categories in the unlabeled
data on clients or the server during testing.

etal. (2021); Li et al. (2020b); Acar et al. (2021); Khodak et al. (2019); Li & Wang (2019), in Fed-GCD, local
data are partially-labeled and unlabeled data may belong to unknown categories that disappear in labeled data.
In addition, clients may share some common categories since some species of birds could live in different
continents as shown in Fig. 1, and the different clients may have distinct client-specific categories. Attributed
to such a complicated yet real situation, Fed-GCD suffers from 1) additional difficulties caused by open-set
learning on limited local data, and 2) more severe data heterogeneity problems due to the inconsistent label
space between clients.

To tackle the challenges in Fed-GCD, we propose a novel Associated Gaussian Contrastive Learning
(AGCL) framework, which unifies the discriminative representation learning on the limited local data and the
heterogeneous category aggregation on the central server, benefiting from learnable GMMs. Specifically,
we propose to represent the potential classes by a learnable Gaussian mixture model (GMM), which brings
two advantages. First, the learnable mechanism enables us to perform class-aware contrastive learning with
dynamic Mahalanobis distance, which can reduce the side effects of inaccurate clustering. Second, modeling
the classes as GMMs is favorable for generating informative feature-level samples of each category on server,
without assessing the raw data.

To this end, we propose a client semantics association (CSA) on the central server and a global-local GMM
Contrastive Learning (GCL) on local clients. CSA builds a new feature set by sampling from each category of



the uploaded local GMMs generated by clustering local data. Then, CSA aggregates the category knowledge
by clustering on the feature set, which yields a global GMM. This process not only implicitly aligns the
shared classes across local clients, but also aggregates client-specific category information. As a result,
the global GMM can enrich both the intra- and inter-class relationships for local training. GCL targets at
performing robust contrastive representation learning by jointly using global and local GMMs. On the one
hand, the GMM-based contrastive learning is insensitive to wrongly pseudo-labeled samples, which can help
the model to learn robust representation. On the other hand, the association of global-local GMMs enforces
the model to learn more generalized representation in a complementary way.

‘We summarize the contributions of this work as follows:

* Task contribution. We explore a new yet practical GCD task, namely Fed-GCD, which investigates
GCD problems under a federated learning scenario.

* Technical contribution. We propose a new AGCL framework for Fed-GCD. AGCL fully takes the
advantage of GMMs to learn generalized representation in a robust and comprehensive manner.

* Empirical contribution. We build a Fed-GCD benchmark with different degrees of data heterogeneity
based on six datasets to simulate possible conditions in real-world GCD applications. Experiments
demonstrate that the proposed AGCL can improve performance across all settings.

2 Related Work

Generalized Category Discovery (GCD) aims to categorize all images in an unlabelled set by using the
knowledge learned from a set of labeled categories. Unlike earlier related tasks such as Novel Category
Discovery Han et al. (2019); Fini et al. (2021); Zhao & Han (2021); Wen et al. (2022) (NCD) and generalized
transfer learning Hsu et al. (2018a,b), GCD assumes that the unlabeled data comes from both known and
unknown categories. Therefore, GCD is a practical and challenging task that has attracted increasing
attention Vaze et al. (2022); Zhang et al. (2022b); Fei et al. (2022); Joseph et al. (2022); Roy et al. (2022);
Joseph et al. (2022); Yang et al. (2022); Yu et al. (2022); Chi et al. (2022); Sun & Li (2022); Zhong et al.
(2021a); Han et al. (2021); Zhao et al. (2023). For example, GCD Vaze et al. (2022) has indicated that the
combination of self-supervised and supervised representation learning is helpful for improving clustering
discovery. XCon Fei et al. (2022) has proposed learning with multiple experts for fine-grained category
discovery. OpenCon Sun & Li (2022) has demonstrated the significant superiority of jointly considering
prototypical contrastive learning and pseudo-label assignment. Although these methods show promising
performance under relatively practical assumptions, they neglect the increasingly important issue of data
privacy. To investigate this overlooked issue and address additional technical bottleneck, we design a
Fed-GCD task and introduce a new AGCL framework accordingly.

Federated Learning (FL) as a promising solution for privacy-preserving decentralized training was first
introduced in McMahan et al. (2017). In the typical FL algorithm, FedAvg McMahan et al. (2017), the
goal is to learn a global model by averaging weight parameters across local models trained on private client
datasets. Most existing FL. works Li et al. (2021c); Diao et al. (2021); Li et al. (2020b); Acar et al. (2021);
Khodak et al. (2019); Li & Wang (2019) focus on supervised learning settings, where the local private data
are fully labeled. However, the assumption that all of the data examples are fully annotated is not realistic
for real-world applications like GCD. Thus, one early work Zhang et al. (2020) has attempted to introduce



Table 1: Comparison between different federated learning (FL) setups. “FS”, “SS” and “SE” denote fully-
supervised, self-supervised and semi-supervised, respectively.

FL Setup Out of Category Distribution | Annotation on Client
FS X Fully Labeled
SS Zhang et al. (2020) X Unlabeled
SE Lin et al. (2021); Kim et al. (2022) X Partially Labeled
Fed-GCD v Partially Labeled

self-supervised learning into the FL framework. Later, since there is often partially-labeled data in real-world
scenarios, some semi-supervised FL approaches Lin et al. (2021); Kim et al. (2022) are proposed to exploit
the partial supervision and learn better representations with few annotation costs. As summarized in Tab. 1,
these works assume local clients share a common label space that is infeasible for GCD tasks. In contrast,
our Fed-GCD is challenged by more severe issues of data heterogeneity, because the label space on clients
may be non-overlapping or clients share only a few classes with each other.

Contrastive learning (CL) Chen et al. (2020) has been demonstrated to be highly effective for representation
learning in a self-supervised setting. Inspired by the powerful CL approaches Jaiswal et al. (2020); He et al.
(2020); Chuang et al. (2020); Khosla et al. (2020), GCD Vaze et al. (2022) has introduced a combination of
the self-supervised and the semi-supervised learning to enhance GCD representation. Moreover, prototypical
contrastive learning Li et al. (2021b) (PCL) further considers class-level supervision by contrasting instance
features with a set of prototypes. However, PCL needs an instance-level memory buffer to produce the
prototype set, which is computationally and memory-intensive. In contrast to the PCL that focus on the
learning of prototypes, our GCL considers additional class-aware variances to comprehensively model data
distributions without instance buffer, by incorporating the classical GMM model and contrastive learning in
a unified framework. This allows models to be insensitive to outliers, especially for unreliable clusters.

3 Federated Generalized Category Discovery

3.1 Problem Definition and Formulation

Given the practical requirements of generalized category discovery (GCD) applications (e.g., species dis-
tribution and data privacy), it is necessary to build a generic GCD model via collaborative decentralized
training across clients without sharing their local data. To meet these requirements, we propose a federated
generalized category discovery (Fed-GCD) task. In Fed-GCD task, the local training data collected by each
client are partially labeled, where the labeled data belong to known categories, and the unlabeled data may
come from known or unknown novel categories. Additionally, each client learns on its distinct label set,
which contains client-specific categories and may include some shared common categories. Compared to
the semi-supervised federated learning Jeong et al. (2021) (semi-FL) setting that assumes both labeled and
unlabeled data belong to known categories and share a common label space, Fed-GCD is more challenging
due to highly-heterogeneous data issues attributed to inconsistent label spaces between clients and additional
difficulties caused by open-set learning on local data. In light of this, Fed-GCD aims to 1) improve the
local GCD model’s representation learning ability on limited local data in open-set learning scenarios, and
2) associate the heterogeneous local label spaces to provide comprehensive category knowledge for local
training. To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to explore the FL setup in GCD.
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Figure 2: Diagram of the proposed federated Gaussian contrastive learning (FGCL) framework. We first
apply FedAvg McMahan et al. (2017) to aggregate the uploaded local models, resulting in a global model that
will be distributed to all clients. Then, after leveraging the distributed models to extract image features, local
clients are required to cluster these features and initialize local GMMs. Next, the local GMMs are uploaded
to the central server, and aggregated by the proposed CSA, to generate a global GMM before local training.
Later, the server distributes the global GMM to each client. Based on the global-local GMMs, client models
are collaboratively optimized by the proposed GCL. Finally, a generic model is trained for global category
discovery.

Formally, in the Fed-GCD task, there are N local client models {@L} _, and one central server with the
GCD model ©F. In the beginning, the global model @ is initialized with the weights pre-trained on a
publicly available large dataset (e.g., ImageNet Deng et al. (2009)) and distributed to each client. Given the
local dataset on n-th client DX = {(z;, yl)}f\i’%1 € XL x YL with the corresponding image set X;* and label
set L%, the n-th client is required to train its local model ©% based on the distributed global model @6; by
leveraging its local dataset DZ. In our Fed-GCD setup, we assume that for i-th and j-th client, i # 7, [,ZL and
ﬁjL might be partially overlapping or completely non-overlapping, but their label space cannot be same (i.e.,
[,Z-L U EJL # EiL orﬁf ). To simulate such data distribution that often exists in real-world GCD applications,
we adopt the parametric Dirichlet distribution Hsu et al. (2020) to control the degree of data heterogeneity.

3.2 Baseline

We employ the commonly-used FedAvg McMahan et al. (2017) algorithm, as our basic framework. Due to
the inconsistent label spaces between local clients, we follow the previous FL work Li et al. (2021a) that
only sends the feature extractor to the server. Given a feature extractor f parameterized by ©, the extracted
representation is defined as v = f(x). As illustrated in Fig. 2 (a), (d) and (e), the steps of the baseline for
collaborative training by server and clients are as follows.

Step 1. In the ¢-th communication round, the server first aggregates the client models @ZL uploaded from the
last communication round, by taking a weighted average of them:

NL
ef, = ZN -0}, N=> Nl (3.1)
=1



Then, the averaged model is distributed to each client.

Step II. Based on the received global model, the ¢-th client trains its model by using local data DZ-L with the
instance contrastive learning loss yul proposed in Vaze et al. (2022) (in Fig. 2 (d)). Specifically, we define
that ; and 7Z; are two views of random augmentations for the same image in a mini-batch B = B* U BY,
consisting of the labeled subset B” and unlabeled subset BU. The extracted representation v; is further
projected by a MLP projection head h to high-dimensional embedding space for instance-level contrastive
learning. The loss function is formulated as:
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where P(i) and N (i) are the positive and the negative index set for the anchor image i € B, respectively. A
is a trade-off factor to balance the contributions of self-supervised and supervised learning.

Step III. The updated global model will be transmitted to each client. Step I and II are repeated until
convergence. Ultimately, we use the final global model to discover new categories (in Fig. 2 (e)).

3.3 Limitations and Motivations

Although the baseline approach works on our Fed-GCD benchmark, it shows unsatisfactory performance
compared with centralized training, especially on fine-grained GCD datasets (see Tab. 4). We argue that the
main reasons are attributed to two aspects: 1) the GCD Vaze et al. (2022) applied in local client training mainly
focuses on instance-level contrastive learning while it neglects class-level contrastive learning, especially on
unlabeled data. Since class-level or prototypical supervision plays an important role in open-set learning Sun
& Li (2022), the Fed-GCD fails to collaboratively train a robust global GCD model without discriminative
local models; 2) sharing only the backbone network is inefficient to leverage the comprehensive category
relationship that may not be observed in local clients. Moreover, although the label space of each client in
Fed-GCD might potentially share some common semantic information (e.g., a specie of bird distributed on
different continents), the server has no explicit knowledge to align or leverage such class-level relationships
under privacy protection constraints.

To overcome these limitations, we consider representing the class-level knowledge by a learnable Gaussian
mixture model (GMM), which is initialized by a parameter-free clustering approach. Each component of the
GMM models a potential class/cluster with class-specific mean and variance, which naturally results in a
concentration-based distance metric for robust contrastive learning. This idea enables models to 1) mitigate
the negative effects caused by inaccurate clustering and enforce class-level supervision into local training,
and 2) generate informative feature-level samples of each category for knowledge aggregation on the server
without leaking original data.



4 Federated Gaussian Contrastive Learning

Based on the above analyses, we propose a novel Associated Gaussian contrastive learning (AGCL) framework
to accomplish efficient Fed-GCD. AGCL consists of a global-local GMM Contrastive Learning (GCL) on
local clients and a client semantics association (CSA) on the central server. The former enforces a class-level
contrastive learning in local training by jointly using a global GMM and a local one, where the local GMM is
created by clustering on local data and the global GMM is distributed from the central server. The latter serves
to aggregate heterogeneous category knowledge contained in the local GMMs following a client-agnostic
manner, and generates the global GMM to provide comprehensive category relationship for local training.
The goal of AGCL is to improve representation learning by enforcing class-aware GCL and associating
related semantic knowledge scattered across clients.

4.1 Gaussian Contrastive Learning

As empirically demonstrated in Fei et al. (2022); Zhang et al. (2022a); Li et al. (2021b), class-level or
prototypical contrastive learning is efficient for learning a clustering-friendly representation. Recently, open-
set contrastive learning Sun & Li (2022) further indicates that such representation learning can significantly

improve the GCD model’s abilities to discover both known and unknown categories. However, these methods

represent a class by using only the center or the mean of the class, which is insufficient and vulnerable

to wrong pseudo-labeling caused by inaccurate clustering. To address this issue, we propose to employ a

classical Gaussian mixture model (GMM) to model potential cluster distributions, and then perform class-level

contrastive learning across the components of the GMM.

Revisiting GMM in Fed-GCD setup. We assume that the n-th client generates a GMM G2 = {N(u;, ;) }fvﬁ
with M,f components, where the u; and o; are the mean and variance of the i-th component. We use a

component to model a potential class/category. For simplicity, we assume that the covariance matrix o is

diagonal and each cluster has the equal prior probability. By maximizing the posterior of v; belonging to the

1y;-th cluster, the GMM loss on the n-th client is derived as:
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where the m is a non-negative margin factor to increase the inter-class dispersion.

Semi-FINCH for Local GMM Initialization. Due to the fact that the ground-truth number of classes is
often unknown in practical GCD applications, we first propose to improve the parameter-free hierarchical
clustering algorithm, FINCH Sarfraz et al. (2019), to a semi-supervised extension. Then, we use the improved
semi-FINCH to assign pseudo labels for local data, and then estimate the cluster-specific mean and covariance
to initialize the learnable GMM, as shown in Fig. 2 (b). Semi-FINCH can capture the potential semantic
relationships among both labeled and unlabeled samples with the guidance of labeled data. Specifically, we
search the first neighbor of the unlabeled sample by the cosine similarity, while enforcing the first neighbor
of the labeled sample to be the corresponding hardest positive sample.



Table 2: The statistics of our Fed-GCD benchmark. We simulate different degrees of data heterogeneity
in real-world Fed-GCD scenarios by adjusting the /3 of parametric Dirichlet distribution to split the local
training sets among clients.
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Connections between GCL and PCL Li et al. (2021b). Prototypical contrastive learning (PCL) Li et al.
(2021b) is a pioneering method to introduce class-level supervision into unsupervised contrastive learning.
PCL estimates a scalar concentration as the temperature parameter to scale the similarity between a feature
and its prototype. Although it is efficient for learning discriminative representation, it fails to model a precise
representation distribution that is supposed to generate reliable representations for the downstream clustering.
Here, we discuss the differences between the PCL and the GCL. The similarly metric of the PCL is given by:

Spcl(”iv yz) = exp ('Ui : ﬂyt/(ﬁyz) ) (4.3)

where ¢; is the estimated temperature parameter for the i-th cluster. Comparing Eqgs. (4.2) and (4.3), different
from PCL, we model the clusters via the GMM with additional covariance matrices, and naturally derive the
squared Mahalanobis distance as distance metric for contrastive learning. This allows models to dynamically
control the contrastive temperatures in a dimension-wise way and to learn more reliable distributions of
representations for the subsequent sampling.

Furthermore, we introduce a regularization term to explicitly compact clusters and constrain covariance, to
avoid trivial solutions. For example, GMM generates a high classification accuracy, but the sample embedding
is far away from the center of the cluster due to the large class-specific variance. Using the regularization
loss can constrain the distance between the sample embedding and its corresponding cluster center as well as
reduce the overlarge variances. The regularization loss is:

1
Acreg(gr%a Vi, yl) = - IOg(Sgcl(via yl)) + 5 IOg ‘O'y¢| . (44)
Taking Egs. (4.1), (4.2) and (4.4), the overall GCL loss is defined by a weighted sum:
Ny
ch(gﬁ) = Z £gmm(gq€a i, ¥i) + O‘Ereg(gﬁa Vis Vi) 4.5)
i=1

where « is a non-negative weighting coefficient. By optimizing this objective, the cluster-specific mean and
variance can be learned.



Table 3: Results on generic datasets with two different degrees of data heterogeneity.

NH setting (6 = 0.2) EH setting (6 = 0.05)

Setup CIFAR10 CIFAR100 ImageNet-100 CIFAR10 CIFAR100 ImageNet-100
All Old New All Old New All Old New | Al Old New All Old New Al Old New
Centralized-GCD | 83.6 85.8 82.0 549 56.1 53.7 72.1 80.7 675 |83.6 858 820 549 56.1 537 721 80.7 675
Centralized-GCL | 86.7 86.7 86.7 585 572 58.1 76.1 837 68.4 |867 867 867 585 572 581 76.1 837 68.4
FedAvg + GCD | 80.7 823 803 49.6 52.1 493 698 77.1 657 | 787 80.1 783 473 492 459 664 748 62.1
FedAvg + GCL | 832 849 828 541 557 540 741 818 673|822 824 819 521 532 519 725 798 653
FedAvg + AGCL | 847 855 846 561 568 553 748 802 69.8 | 825 834 822 542 546 540 731 781 67.0
FedProx + AGCL | 84.8 858 84.7 559 565 549 747 803 695|830 841 828 547 551 542 749 788 67.7

4.2 Client Semantic Association

In Fed-GCD task, the data distributed to clients is highly heterogeneous. Moreover, due to privacy constraints,
the central server is unreasonable to get prior knowledge to align the local clusters in practical scenarios. To
overcome this limitation, we propose a sample yet efficient approach, namely client semantics association
(CSA). The goal of CSA is to mine common semantic knowledge from the uploaded local GMMs, and
aggregate diverse local knowledge for enriching category knowledge.

Client-Agnostic Potential Semantic Association. Given a set of the uploaded GMMs G% = {gﬁ}nNle, we
sample N instances from each Gaussian distribution, which results in a new representation set. By applying
unsupervised FINCH clustering on the set, the central server generates a new global GMM, as illustrated
in Fig. 2 (c). The global GMM will be sent to each client for the subsequent local training. Intuitively, the
clusters with similar semantics will be grouped into new clusters. This type of clusters can be regarded
as a super-class that contains more information with a large variance. This process implicitly associates
common classes scattered in clients, thereby further enriching intra-class information. On the other hand, the
clusters with relatively independent semantics will be preserved. By sampling, CSA augments the category
knowledge contained in global GMM, which is beneficial for providing more negative classes in the GCL on
local clients. In short, by incorporating diverse knowledge from different clients, the global GMM establishes
a bridge among different clients. This allows the isolated local knowledge to mutually transfer among clients,
providing a complementary supervision for local GCL.

4.3 Federated Global-Local GCL

As illustrated in Fig. 2 (d), taking the n-th client as an example, we consider both the distributed global GMM
G% and the local GMM Q{;, to guide the optimization of the local model. We use a convex combination of
them to achieve an optimal balance between the local and the global knowledge learning. The objective of
GCL on the n-th client is:

L= E?ns + (1 - ’Y) ch(gG) + FYEch(gg)v (4.6)

where the + is a trade-off factor to control the strength of learning on global-local GMMs. When 7 is equal to
1, GCL leverages only the local class-level supervision for representation learning. On the contrary, GCL
relies on only the aggregated global category information.



Table 4: Results on fine-grained datasets with two different degrees of data heterogeneity.

NH setting (5 = 0.2) EH setting (8 = 0.05)
Setup CUB-200 Stanford-Cars Oxford-Pet CUB-200 Stanford-Cars Oxford-Pet
All Old New All Old New All Old New | Al Old New All Old New All OIld New
Centralized-GCD | 51.3 57.3 454 39.7 580 312 802 851 77.6 (513 573 454 397 580 312 80.2 851 776
Centralized-GCL | 58.1 559 603 41.7 555 381 855 858 852|581 559 603 41.7 555 381 855 858 852

FedAvg + GCD 46.3 54.8 40.1 324 498 283 762 778 752|433 528 389 304 461 265 721 764 715
FedAvg + GCL 537 546 532 360 48.1 337 807 813 802|522 531 529 353 457 315 795 815 786
FedAvg+ AGCL | 552 525 56.7 382 50.8 36.0 827 839 823|531 529 542 364 449 328 814 820 80.7
FedProx + AGCL | 554 527 568 38.5 50.7 364 825 836 822 |53.6 532 545 369 452 33.0 815 821 80.8

S Experiments

5.1 Experimental Setup

Dataset. To comprehensively evaluate the performance of Fed-GCD models, we reorganize three commonly-
used generic image classification datasets (i.e., CIFAR-10 Krizhevsky et al. (2009), CIFAR-100 Krizhevsky
et al. (2009) and ImageNet-100 Vaze et al. (2022)) and three more challenging fine-grained image clas-
sification datasets (i.e., CUB-200 Wah et al. (2011), Stanford Cars Krause et al. (2013), and Oxford-IIIT
Pet Parkhi et al. (2012)) to construct a new Fed-GCD benchmark. For each dataset, first, we sample a subset
of half the classes as “Old” categories in the original training set, and 50% of instances of each labeled class
are drawn to form the labeled set, and all the remaining data form the unlabeled set. With the same rate
of labeled-unlabeled splitting, we split the original testing set into labeled and unlabeled subsets for class
number estimation and GCD testing on server. Then, we further leverage the 3-Dirichlet distribution Hsu
et al. (2020) to split the training set into N'© subsets, where the N subsets are regarded as local datasets
individually stored in each client. We set N©=5 in all experiments. Experiments with different values of N'©
are studied in the supplementary materials.

Evaluation Protocols. Due to the varying data distribution in different Fed-GCD applications, we present two
evaluation protocols to separately simulate the normally heterogeneous (NH) and extremely heterogeneous
(EH) scenarios by adjusting 3 in Dirichlet distribution Hsu et al. (2020). Specifically, we set 8 = 0.2 and
B = 0.05 for NH and EH, respectively. The statistics of the dataset splits under the two evaluation protocols
are described in Tab. 2, in which the NH setting exists few common classes but there is no labeled categories
shared across all clients in the EH setting. For each dataset, we learn a global model in a decentralized
training fashion. Following Vaze et al. (2022), during testing, we first estimate the number of the potential
categories (i.e., k) in the non-overlapping test set by using the labeled data stored on server. Then we
calculate the maximum of clustering accuracy between the ground truth labels and the label assignment with
the estimated k over the set of permutations via Hungarian algorithm Kuhn (1955). Last, we measure the
clustering accuracy for “All”, “Old” and “New” categories, respectively.

5.2 Implementation Details

On each client, we adopt the same backbone network, a ViT Dosovitskiy et al. (2021) pre-trained by
DINO Caron et al. (2021), and use its [CLS] token for GCL learning and new category discovery. Following
GCD Vaze et al. (2022), the instance contrastive learning is implemented by a projection head with 65,536
dimensions and two randomly-augmented views of an image. For a fair comparison, we follow Vaze et al.
(2022) and set A, 7° and 7% to 0.35, 0.07 and 0.05, respectively. We fine-tune only the last block of the
ViT Dosovitskiy et al. (2021) with an initial learning rate of 0.1 and upload it to the central server in each
communication. The projection head and global-local GMMs are trained with an initial learning rate of 0.01.
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All models are optimized by SGD Qian (1999) for 200 epochs with a cosine annealing schedule. The size
of the mini-batch is set to 128. The hyper-parameters c, v, m and N are set to 0.01, 0.9, 0.3 and 1 in all
experiments.

5.3 Performance Evaluation

Since this work is the first to explore GCD tasks under a federated learning challenge, there is no Fed-GCD-
specific method used for comparison. Moreover, to the best of our knowledge, GCD Vaze et al. (2022) is
the only state-of-the-art GCD method with official codes. Thus, we first adapt the GCD method into our
Fed-GCD task as the strong baseline (“FedAvg + GCD”). Then, we separately implement the AGCL without
global GCL (“FedAvg + GCL”) and the full AGCL (“FedAvg + AGCL”) to investigate the effects of our
global-local GCL. Next, to provide a reference performance, we evaluate the centralized training performance
of GCD (“Centralized-GCD”) and GCL (“Centralized-GCL"). Finally, we adapt AGCL in the advanced
heterogeneous federated learning framework Li et al. (2020b) (“FedProx + AGCL”), for a comprehensive
comparison. We summarize the experimental results in Tabs. 3 and 4 and the main conclusions below.

Comparison on Generic Datasets. Analyzing the results in Tab. 3, we draw two-fold conclusions: 1) A
significant accuracy drop between the “Centralized-GCD” and the “FedAvg + GCD” setup, especially by
7.6% in the EH setting on CIFAR100; 2) our AGCL consistently outperforms other setups. In the NH setting,
AGCL outperforms the “FedAvg+GCD” by 6.5% on CIFAR-100 for “All” classes. Although there is no
category shared across all clients in the EH setting, AGCL still achieves consistent improvements compared
with the “FedAvg+GCD” by 6.9% on CIFAR-100, and 5.7% on ImageNet-100 for “All” classes.

Comparison on Fine-Grained Datasets. The experimental results in Tab. 4 show that AGCL outperforms
other methods for “All” classes. Specifically, AGCL outperforms the baseline method on CUB-200 for “All”
classes by 8.9% on the NH setting and by 9.8% on the EH setting. Compared with “FedAvg + GCD”, AGCL
shows less performance decrease under decentralized training challenge, owing to the advantage of leveraging
the aggregated category information among different fine-grained clients.

Summary. The experimental results demonstrate that 1) the proposed Fed-GCD task is challenging due
to the severe data heterogeneity, which results in a large accuracy degradation between the centralized
and decentralized training; 2) the fine-graded Fed-GCD exists a larger performance degradation caused by
decentralized training, compared to the generic Fed-GCD. This is because the differences between different
classes in fine-grained datasets are subtle and understanding the fine-grained visual is more challenging
for GCD; 3) AGCL achieves consistent improvement in all settings. Benefiting from aggregating different
categories scattered on clients, AGCL achieves better performance, especially on fine-grained tasks in the EH
setting; 4) we verify the superiority of FedProx Li et al. (2020a) on more heterogeneous federated learning.

5.4 Effectiveness of Each Component of AGCL

To verify the effectiveness of each component of AGCL, we conduct five group experiments on both CUB-
200 Wah et al. (2011) and Pet Parkhi et al. (2012) datasets, as shown in Tab. 5. The method (a) is the baseline
method, i.e., “FedAvg + GCD”.

Effectiveness of local GCL. The results of the experiment (a) and (c¢) indicate that GCL outperforms the
baseline with instance-level supervision by a large margin, demonstrating the importance of class-level
supervision in GCD. Especially for the accuracy of new classes, GCL outperforms the baseline by 10.9% on
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Table 5: The effectiveness of loss functions of the FedAvg based-AGCL on the EH setting (5=0.05).

Index | Component | CUB-200 Wah et al. (2011) ~ Oxford-Pet Parkhi et al. (2012)
' Lk, Lrg L5, | Al Ol New All  Old New

a) | v 433 528 38.9 721 764 71.5

b) v 489 505 48.5 768 785 75.1

©) ooV 506 518 49.8 78.0 807 774
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0 |v v V/ /|53l 529 542 81.4 820 80.7
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Figure 3: Impact of hyper-parameters. The clustering accuracy on “All” categories is reported.

the CUB-200 dataset.

Effectiveness of regularization loss in Eq. (4.4). Comparing the experiment (b) and (c), we can find that
enforcing the regularizing loss can achieve consistent improvement. This is because the regularization loss
can encourage models to avoid trivial sub-optimal solutions.

Effectiveness of CSA in Sec. 4.2. Based on the results of the experiment (d-e), we experimentally demonstrate
that CSA can associate heterogeneous category knowledge even without commonly-shared categories in EH
setting. The associated knowledge contained in the global GMM complements representation learning based
on local GMM, thereby improving the model’s ability to discover new categories.

5.5 Hyper-Parameter Analyses

In this section, we discuss the impacts of the hyper-parameters of AGCL on the CUB-200 dataset under the
EH setting, including loss weights (« and ), the margin parameter of GCL loss (m), and the number of
sampling from each potential category of local GMMs (N*°) in CSA. For each experiment, we vary the value
of the studied parameter while fixing the others with default values.

Impact of regularization weight in Eq. (4.5) is illustrated in Fig. 3 (a). A large weight may lead to worse
performance compared to the configuration without the regularization loss (see the dashed line on Fig. 3 (a)).
We empirically set a as 0.01 to achieve optimal performance.

12



Impact of trade-off factor in Eq. (4.6) is illustrated in Fig. 3 (b).

Based on the results, we find that local GCL plays a dominant role in training a discriminative representation.
Meanwhile, introducing relatively few knowledge from the global GMM can complement the contrastive
learning based on local GMMs. On the contrary, when AGCL mainly relies on the global GMM, the
performance of local training will be largely degraded (e.g., v=0.6).

Impact of margin parameter in Eq. (4.2) is illustrated in Fig. 3 (c). We find that using margin consistently
improves accuracy compared with the configuration without margin (see the dashed line on Fig. 3 (c)). We
choose the optimal m=0.3 in all experiments.

Impact of sampling parameter in CSA is illustrated in Fig. 3 (d). The results are summarized as: 1)
our CSA can effectively aggregate heterogeneous knowledge even without sampling (see the dashed line
on Fig. 3 (d)); 2) sampling only one sample for each category can further improve the performance; 3)
sampling more samples leads to worse performance. Thus, N is set to 1 in all experiments.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we propose a new Federated Generalized Category Discovery (Fed-GCD) task, based on the
practical requirement of decentralized training trends. To handle this task, we propose a novel Associated
Gaussian Contrastive Learning (AGCL) framework specifically designed to overcome the unique challenges
posed by Fed-GCD. Moreover, we build a benchmark based on six visual datasets to facilitate the study of
Fed-GCD. Extensive experiments show that AGCL outperforms the FedAvg-based baseline on all datasets.
In future, we attempt to relieve the requirement of storing labeled data in the central server to meet more
realistic scenarios for Fed-GCD.
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