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Learning to Generate Parameters of ConvNets for
Unseen Image Data

Shiye Wang, Kaituo Feng, Changsheng Li, Ye Yuan, Guoren Wang

Abstract—Typical Convolutional Neural Networks (ConvNets)
depend heavily on large amounts of image data and resort to
an iterative optimization algorithm (e.g., SGD or Adam) to learn
network parameters, making training very time- and resource-
intensive. In this paper, we propose a new training paradigm and
formulate the parameter learning of ConvNets into a prediction
task: considering that there exist correlations between image
datasets and their corresponding optimal network parameters
of a given ConvNet, we explore if we can learn a hyper-mapping
between them to capture the relations, such that we can directly
predict the parameters of the network for an image dataset never
seen during the training phase. To do this, we put forward a new
hypernetwork-based model, called PudNet, which intends to learn
a mapping between datasets and their corresponding network
parameters, then predicts parameters for unseen data with only
a single forward propagation. Moreover, our model benefits from
a series of adaptive hyper-recurrent units sharing weights to
capture the dependencies of parameters among different network
layers. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our proposed
method achieves good efficacy for unseen image datasets in
two kinds of settings: Intra-dataset prediction and Inter-dataset
prediction. Our PudNet can also well scale up to large-scale
datasets, e.g., ImageNet-1K. It takes 8,967 GPU seconds to train
ResNet-18 on the ImageNet-1K using GC from scratch and obtain
a top-5 accuracy of 44.65%. However, our PudNet costs only 3.89
GPU seconds to predict the network parameters of ResNet-18
achieving comparable performance (44.92%), more than 2,300
times faster than the traditional training paradigm.

Index Terms—Parameter generation, hypernetwork, adaptive
hyper-recurrent units.

I. INTRODUCTION

Convolutional Neural Networks (ConvNets) have yielded
superior performance in a variety of fields in the past decade,
such as computer vision [1], reinforcement learning [2], [3],
etc. One of the keys to success for ConvNets stems from huge
amounts of image training data. To optimize ConvNets, the
traditional training paradigm takes advantage of an iterative
optimization algorithm (e.g., SGD) to train the model in
a mini-batch manner, leading to huge time and resource
consumption. For example, when training ResNet-101 [4] on
ImageNet [5], it often takes several days or weeks for the
model to be well optimized with GPU involved. Thus, how
to accelerate the training process of ConvNets is an emergent
topic in deep learning.

Nowadays, many methods for accelerating the training of
deep neural networks have been proposed [6], [7], [8]. The
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Fig. 1. Correlation coefficients between training datasets and the network
parameters on the Fashion-MNIST [14], CIFAR-100 [15], Mini-ImageNet
[16] datasets, respectively. ‘learned’ depicts correlations between training
datasets and the corresponding optimal network parameters. ‘random’ denotes
correlations between training datasets and the network parameters selected
randomly from 1000 groups.

representative works include optimization-based techniques
by improving the stochastic gradient descent [6], [9], [10],
normalization based techniques [7], [11], [12], parallel training
techniques [8], [13], et. Although these methods have shown
promising potential to speed up network training, they still
adhere to the traditional iterative-based training paradigm.

In this paper, we investigate a new training paradigm for
ConvNets. In contrast to previous works accelerating the
training of the network, we formulate the parameter training
problem into a prediction task: given a ConvNet architecture,
we attempt to learn a hyper-mapping between image datasets
and their corresponding optimal network parameters, and then
leverage the hyper-mapping to directly predict the network
parameters for a new image dataset unseen during training.
A basic assumption behind the above prediction task is the
presence of correlations between image datasets and their
corresponding parameters of a given ConvNet.

To demonstrate the rationality of this assumption, we per-
form the following experiment: for an image dataset, we first
randomly sample 3000 images to train a 3-layer convolu-
tional neural network until convergence. Then we conduct
the average pooling operation to the original inputs as a
vector representation of the training data. We repeat the
above experiment 1000 times and thus obtain 1000 groups
of representations and the corresponding network parameters.
Finally, we utilize Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA) [17]
to assess the correlations between the training data and the
network parameters by the above 1000 data groups. Fig. 1
shows the results, which clearly illustrate the presence of
correlations between the training datasets and their network
parameters for a given network architecture.

In light of this, we propose PudNet, a new hypernetwork-
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based model, to learn a hyper-mapping between image datasets
and ConvNet parameters. PudNet first summarizes the charac-
teristics of image datasets by compressing them into different
vectors as their sketches. Then, it extends the traditional hyper-
network [18] to predict network parameters for different layers
based on these vectors. Considering the interdependency of
model parameters across layers, we design an adaptive hyper-
recurrent unit (AHRU) sharing weights to capture the relations
among them. This design enables the predicted parameters of
each layer to adapt to both dataset-specific information and the
predicted parameter information from previous layers, thereby
enhancing the performance of PudNet. Finally, it is worth
noting that training PudNet becomes prohibitive if thousands
of datasets need to be prepared and the network of a given
architecture has to be trained on each of these datasets to
obtain their respective optimal parameters. Instead, we adopt
a meta-learning based approach [19] to train PudNet.

In the experiment, our PudNet showcases the remarkable
efficacy for unseen yet related image datasets. For example, it
takes around 54, 119, and 140 GPU seconds to train ResNet-
18 using Adam from scratch and obtain top-1 accuracies of
99.91%, 74.56%, and 71.84% on the Fashion-MNIST [14],
CIFAR-100 [15], and Mini-ImageNet [16] datasets respec-
tively. In contrast, our method costs only around 0.5 GPU
seconds to predict the parameters of ResNet-18 while still
achieving top-1 accuracies of 96.24%, 73.33%, and 71.57%
on the same three datasets respectively. This represents a
substantial improvement as our method is at least 100 times
faster than the traditional training paradigm. More surprisingly,
PudNet exhibits impressive performance even on cross-domain
unseen image datasets, demonstrating the good generalization
ability of PudNet.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
• Considering the correlations between image datasets and

their corresponding parameters of a given ConvNet, we
propose a general training paradigm for ConvNets by
formulating network training into a prediction task.

• We extend hypernetwork to learn the correlations between
image datasets and the corresponding ConvNet parame-
ters, enabling the direct generation of parameters for un-
seen image data with only a single forward propagation.
Furthermore, a theoretical analysis of the hyper-mapping
is provided to offer interpretability.

• We design an adaptive hyper-recurrent unit that empowers
the predicted parameters of each layer to encompass
both the dataset-specific information and the inter-layer
parameter dependencies.

• We perform extensive experiments on image datasets in
terms of both Intra-dataset and Inter-dataset prediction
tasks, demonstrating the efficacy of our method. We
expect that these results will motivate more researchers
to explore this research direction.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Hypernetwork

Hypernetwork in [18] aims to decrease the number of
training parameters, by training a smaller network to generate

the parameters of a larger network on a fixed dataset. Hy-
pernetwork has been gradually applied to various tasks [20],
[21], [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27]. [22] proposes a task-
conditioned hypernetwork to overcome catastrophic forgetting
in continual learning. Bayesian hypernetwork [20] is proposed
to approximate Bayesian inference in neural networks. [28]
and [29] utilize multiple layer-wise hypernetworks shared
across different tasks to generate weights for the adapters [30]
in different layers. GHN-2 proposed in [31] attempts to build
a mapping between the network architectures and network pa-
rameters, where the dataset is always fixed. HyperTransformer
[32] adopts a transformer-based hypernetwork to blend the
information of a small support set to generate parameters for
a small CNN in the few-shot setting. However, due to the
high time complexity of the attention operation, this approach
faces the scalability issue as networks become deeper and the
support set becomes larger. Different from these works, we
aim to directly predict the parameters of a given ConvNet for
unseen image datasets.

B. Acceleration of Network Training

Many works have been proposed to speed up the training of
deep neural networks, including optimization-based methods
[33], [6], [9], normalization based methods [7], [12], [11],
parallel training methods [8], [13], [34], etc. Optimization-
based methods mainly aim to improve the stochastic gradient
descent. For instance, Adaptive Moment Estimation (Adam)
[6] achieves this by combining the strengths of AdaGrad
[33] and RMSProp [35]. By comprehensively considering
both the first-order moment estimation and the second-order
moment estimation of the gradients, Adam [6] enables the
utilization of more efficient and adaptive learning rates for
each parameter. [9] proposes a gradient centralization method
that centralizes gradient vectors to improve the Lipschitzness
of the loss function. Normalization based methods intend to
design good normalization methods to speed up training. Batch
normalization [7] is a prominent work on this line, known for
its ability to smooth the optimization landscape and achieve
fast convergence [36]. Parallel training methods [34], [37]
commonly leverage multiple hardware resources to conduct
parallel training, thereby reducing training time by distributing
computational tasks among distributed devices. However, these
methods still follow the traditional iterative based training
paradigm. Different from them, we attempt to explore a new
training paradigm and transform the network training problem
into a parameter prediction task.

C. Meta-Learning

Meta-learning aims to learn a model from a variety of tasks,
such that it can quickly adapt to a new learning task using
only a small number of training samples [38]. So far, many
meta-learning methods have been proposed [39], [40], [38],
[41], [42]. The representative algorithms include optimization-
based methods and metric-based methods [38]. Optimization-
based meta-learning methods usually train the model for easily
finetuning by a small number of gradient steps [19], [43].
Metric-based meta-learning methods attempt to learn to match
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Fig. 2. Overview of our PudNet. PudNet compresses each image dataset into a sketch with a fixed size and utilizes the designed hypernetwork to generate
parameters of a target ConvNet using this sketch. Specifically, PudNet exploits the adaptive hyper-recurrent units (AHRU) to process the dataset sketch,
capturing the dependencies of parameters among different network layers for predicting the parameter representations. Subsequently, the weight generators
are employed to produce the dataset-specific parameters of the target ConvNet.

the training sets with the class centroids and predict the
label of training sets with the matched classes [40], [44],
[45]. Because of its powerful ability, meta-learning has been
widely used for various tasks, including few-shot learning [16],
[40], [46], [45], zero-shot learning [47], etc. Different from
the above methods, we propose a new training paradigm of
neural networks, where we attempt to directly predict network
parameters for an unseen dataset with only a single forward
propagation without training on the dataset.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

A. Preliminaries and Problem Formulation

We denote Hθ as our hypernetwork parameterized by θ. Let
Dtrain = {Di}Ni=1 be the set of image training datasets, where
Di is the ith image dataset and N is the number of image
training datasets. Each sample xj ∈ Di has a label yj ∈ Ctri ,
where Ctri is the class set of Di. We use Ctr =

⋃N
i=1 Ctri to

denote the whole label set of image training datasets. Similarly,
we define Dtest as the set of unseen image datasets used for
testing and Cte as the set containing all labels in Dtest.

In contrast to the traditional training paradigm, we attempt
to explore a new training paradigm and formulate the training
of ConvNets into a parameter prediction task. To this end, we
propose the following objective function:

argmin
θ

N∑
i=1

L(F(Di,Ω;Hθ),MΩ
i ), (1)

where F(Di,Ω;Hθ) denotes a forward propagation of our
hypernetwork Hθ. The input of the forward propagation is
the dataset Di and its output is the predicted parameters
of ConvNet Ω by Hθ. Note that the architecture of Ω is
consistently fixed during both the training and testing stages,
e.g., ResNet-18. This choice is logical as we often utilize a
representative deep model for data from different domains.
Therefore, it becomes significantly meaningful to be able to

predict the network parameters for unseen image data using
an identical network architecture. MΩ = {MΩ

i }Ni=1 denotes
the ground-truth parameter set of ConvNet Ω corresponding
to image datasets Dtrain, where MΩ

i is the ground-truth
parameters for the dataset Di. L is a loss function, measuring
the difference between the ground-truth parameters MΩ

i and
the predicted parameters.

The core idea in (1) is to learn a hyper-mapping Hθ between
image datasets Dtrain and the ConvNet parameter set MΩ,
based on our finding that there are correlations between image
datasets and the ConvNet parameters, as shown in Fig. 1.
However, it is prohibitive if preparing thousands of image
datasets Di and training Ω on Di to obtain the corresponding
ground-truth parameters MΩ

i respectively. To alleviate this
problem, we adopt a meta-learning based [16] approach to
train the hypernetwork Hθ, and propose another objective
function as:

argmin
θ

N∑
i=1

∑
xj∈Di

L(xj , yj ;F(Di,Ω;Hθ)), (2)

Instead of optimizing Hθ by directly matching the predicted
parameters F(Di,Ω;Hθ) with the ground-truth parameters
MΩ

i , we can adopt a typical loss, e.g., cross-entropy, to
optimize Hθ, where each dataset Di can be regarded as a
task in meta-learning [16]. By learning on multiple tasks, the
parameter predictor Hθ is gradually able to learn to predict
performant parameters for training datasets Dtrain. During
testing, we can utilize F(D,Ω;Hθ) to directly predict the
parameters for a dataset D never seen in Dtrain with only
a single forward propagation without training on D.

B. Overview of Our Framework

Our goal is to learn a hypernetwork Hθ to directly predict
the ConvNet parameters for an unseen image dataset. There are
two issues that remain unresolved. First, the sizes of different
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Di dataset may vary and the dataset sizes themselves can
be large, which poses challenges in training Hθ; Second,
there may exist correlations among parameters of different
layers within a network. However, how to capture such context
relations among parameters has not been fully explored.

To this end, we propose a novel framework called PudNet,
illustrated in Fig. 2. PudNet begins with a dataset compression
module, which compresses each dataset Di into a concise
sketch si, summarizing the key characteristics of Di. Next, our
context-aware parameter prediction module takes the sketch si
as input and predicts the parameters of the target network, such
as ResNet-18. Furthermore, multiple adaptive hyper-recurrent
units with shared weights are constructed to capture parameter
dependencies across different layers of the network. Finally,
PudNet is optimized in a meta-learning based manner.

C. Dataset Compression
To address the issue of varying dataset size, we employ

a data compression module to compress each image dataset
into a fixed-size sketch. In recent years, many data compres-
sion methods have been proposed, including matrix sketching
[48], [49], random projection [50], etc. These methods can
potentially be applied in our data compression module. For
simplification, we utilize a neural network to extract a feature
vector as the representation of each sample. Subsequently, we
perform an average pooling operation to generate a final vector
as the sketch of the dataset. The sketch si for dataset Di can
be calculated as:

si =
1

|Di|
∑
xj∈Di

Tϕ(xj), Di ∈ {Di}Ni=1, (3)

where Tϕ(·) denotes a feature extractor parameterized by ϕ,
and |Di| is the size of the dataset Di. ϕ is jointly trained
with PudNet in an end-to-end fashion. In our PudNet, the
feature extractor contains three basic blocks, each comprising
a 5 × 5 convolutional layer, a leakyReLU function, and a
batch normalization layer. For future work, more efforts could
be made to explore more effective solutions for summarizing
dataset information. One potential direction is to investigate
the use of statistic networks [51] to compress datasets.

Discussion. In this paper, we adopt a series of widely used
image datasets to evaluate the effectiveness of our method. As
the number of classes increases, our method may encounter in-
formation loss during the dataset compression step, especially
when the class distributions are imbalanced. In such cases, the
dataset sketch may be biased towards the head classes, which
have a larger number of samples compared to the other classes.
To alleviate this, we employ a simple clustering-based method.
Specifically, we first perform clustering on the dataset. Then,
during the dataset compression process, we average the cluster
centroid features of each class to produce the dataset sketch
used for parameter prediction. By doing so, we can prevent
the dataset sketch from being dominated by head classes and
mitigate the problem of information loss from the tail classes.

D. Context-Aware Parameter Prediction
After obtaining the sketches for all training datasets, we will

feed them into the context-aware parameter prediction module,
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Fig. 3. An illustration of capturing context relations via AHRU.

as shown in Fig. 2. In the following, we will introduce this
module in detail.

1) Capturing Contextual Parameter Relations via Adaptive
Hyper-Recurrent Units: First, since we aim to establish a
hypernetwork that can capture the hyper-mapping between
datasets and their corresponding network parameters, it is
essential for the hypernetwork to be adaptable to different
datasets. This adaptability allows it to predict dataset-specific
parameters effectively. Second, as the input of a neural net-
work would sequentially pass forward its layers, the param-
eters of different layers are not independent. Neglecting the
contextual relations among parameters from different layers
may result in sub-optimal solutions.

In light of this, we construct Adaptive Hyper-Recurrent
Units (AHRU), specifically designed for parameter prediction
of ConvNets. AHRU enhances the capabilities of the gated
recurrent unit by adapting to different datasets, while also
serving as the hyper-recurrent unit to capture context-aware
parameter relations during the parameter generation process.
As shown in Fig. 3, we utilize the dataset sketch embeddings
si as the input to the hyper-recurrent unit:

d
(i)
0 = si, si ∈ {si}Ni=1, (4)

where d
(i)
0 represents the initial hidden state of AHRU. In

this way, we can integrate dataset-specific information into
parameter prediction.

Then, we predict parameter representation a
(i)
t of t-th layer

in Ω for the i-th dataset as follows:

r
(i)
t = σ(Wr · [d(i)

t−1,a
(i)
t−1]),

z
(i)
t = σ(Wz · [d(i)

t−1,a
(i)
t−1]),

d̃
(i)
t = tanh(Wh · [r(i)t ∗ d(i)

t−1,a
(i)
t−1]),

d
(i)
t = (1− z

(i)
t ) ∗ d(i)

t−1 + z
(i)
t ∗ d̃(i)

t ,

a
(i)
t = σ(Wo · d(i)

t ),

where d
(i)
t−1 serves as the hidden state in AHRU for conveying

both dataset-related context information specific to the i-
th dataset and parameter information from previous layers.
Wr,Wz,Wh,Wo are learnable parameters shared across
different datasets. In AHRU, the reset gate r

(i)
t decides how

much data information in hidden state d
(i)
t−1 needs to be

reset. The new memory d̃
(i)
t absorbs information from both

d
(i)
t−1 and a

(i)
t−1. The update gate zt regulates how much

information in d̃
(i)
t to update and how much information in

d
(i)
t−1 to forget. During this process, the hidden state d

(i)
t−1,

along with the parameter representation a
(i)
t−1 in the previous



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON IMAGE PROCESSING 5

layer, are utilized to produce a
(i)
t . By doing so, a

(i)
t can

effectively encompass the dependency information between
different layers while also adapting to the i-th dataset. The
derived parameter representation a

(i)
t is then taken as input to

the weight generator for predicting the parameters of the t-th
layer of the target network Ω.

It is worth noting that AHRU is designed based on the GRU-
based architecture [52] but differs from the traditional GRU.
Our AHRU is specifically designed to adapt to various datasets
based on dataset sketches, while also capturing dependencies
among parameters across different layers. Specifically, con-
ventional GRU utilizes the randomly initialized hidden state to
carry the long-term memory. In each recurrent step, it needs to
receive external input (e.g., word) to update the hidden state
and capture the contextual information. Instead, we employ
each dataset sketch embedding as input and follow a self-
loop structure to incorporate the predicted structure parameter
representation from the previous layer. This approach enables
us to leverage dataset-specific information and meanwhile
allows the information of shallower layer parameters to assist
in predicting parameters in deeper layer. By utilizing AHRU,
our PudNet possesses the ability to adapt to various datasets
while effectively capturing dependencies among parameters
across different layers.

2) Initial Residual Connection: To ensure that the final
context-aware output retains a portion of the initial dataset
information, we present an initial residual connection between
the dataset sketch embedding si and at as:

â
(i)
t = a

(i)
t × (1− η) + si × η, â

(i)
t ∈ Rm, (5)

where η is the hyperparameter. After obtaining â
(i)
t , we input

â
(i)
t into the weight generator to generate parameters of the
t-th layer of the target network Ω.

3) Weight Generator: Since the target network Ω usually
has varying sizes and dimensions across different layers, we
construct a weight generator gψt

for each layer t to transform
the fixed-dimensional â

(i)
t into a network parameter tensor

w
(i)
t with variable dimensions. Here gψt

denotes the weight
generator for the t-th layer, ψt is the learnable parameters of
gψt , and w

(i)
t is the predicted parameter of the t-th layer in

Ω for the i-th dataset. We can derive the predicted parameter
of the t-th layer as:

w
(i)
t = gψt(â

(i)
t ), w

(i)
t ∈ RC

out
t ×Cin

t ×k2t , (6)

where gψt
consists of one linear layer and two 1 × 1 convo-

lutional layers. Fig. 4 shows the architecture of the weight
generator. The weight generator takes the m-dimensional
vector â

(i)
t as input and outputs a tensor with dimensions

Coutt × Cint × k2t . This tensor is the parameters generated
for the t-th convolutional layer in Ω. In a typical deep
convolutional network, the model parameters are in the kernels
of convolutional layers. We suppose that the t-th convolutional
layer contains Coutt × Cint kernels and each kernel has di-
mensions kt × kt. To generate weights for the convolutional
layers, we introduce a weight generator which consists of two
parts. Firstly, we take the context-aware dataset embedding
as input to generate a weight embedding of size d = pktkt.

Secondly, the weight embedding is reshaped to (p, ktkt) to
get p flattened kernels, where p is a hyper-parameter. These
p flattened kernels are passed through 1 × 1 convolutional
layers and an activation layer to obtain the desired Coutt Cint
flattened kernels. Subsequently, the matrix with dimensions
Coutt Cint × ktkt is reshaped into a tensor with dimensions
Coutt × Cint × kt × kt as the predicted parameter w(i)

t .
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Fig. 4. Architecture of the weight generator.

When the parameters of each layer in the target network are
predicted, we can use these predicted parameters as the final
parameters of Ω for inference.

E. Optimization of Our Framework

In this section, we present the optimization process for
our PudNet. Unlike traditional classification tasks where the
training and testing data share identical label spaces, our task
involves label spaces that can differ and may not overlap
between training and testing datasets. Thus, training a clas-
sification head on the training data cannot be directly used to
predict labels of the testing data. Motivated by several metric
learning methods [44], [53], we introduce a parameter-free
classification method to address the above challenge.

Similar to [44], we obtain a metric-based category predic-
tion on class ck as:

p(y = ck|xj ,Ω, Di;Hθ)

=
exp(τ · < f(xj ;F(Di,Ω;Hθ)),uk >)∑
c exp(τ · < f(xj ;F(Di,Ω;Hθ)),uc >)

, (7)

where the centroid of class ck, denoted by uk, represents
the average output of the predicted network Ω over samples
belonging to class ck, as described in [40]. < ·, · > denotes
the cosine similarity between two vectors, and τ is a learnable
temperature parameter. f(xj ;F(Di,Ω;Hθ)) is the output of
the target network Ω based on the input xj . Then, the
parameter-free classification loss can be defined as follows:

L1 =

N∑
i=1

∑
xj∈Di

L(p(y|xj ,Ω, Di;Hθ), yj), (8)

where yj is the true label of xj , L is the cross-entropy loss.
To further improve the performance of the model, we

incorporate a full classification head Qφ, parameterized by φ,
as an auxiliary task during the training of our hypernetwork,
motivated by [53]. The full classification head aims to map
the output of the target network Ω into probabilities of whole
classes Ctr in the dataset Dtrain. The full classification loss
is defined as:

L2 =

N∑
i=1

∑
xj∈Di

L(Qφ(f(xj ;F(Di,Ω;Hθ))), yj). (9)
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Furthermore, to ensure the consistency between parameter-
free classification prediction and full classification prediction,
as motivated by [54], [55], we introduce a Kullback-Leibler
Divergence loss to encourage the alignment of their predicted
probabilities:

L3 =

N∑
i=1

∑
xj∈Di

KL(q(y|xj)||p(y|xj)), (10)

where KL is the Kullback-Leibler Divergence. p(y|xj) and
q(y|xj) denote the predicted probabilities of xj obtained
from the parameter-free based and full classification based
methods, respectively. To ensure dimensional compatibility,
the probabilities of the corresponding classes in p(y|xj) are
padded with zeros to match the dimension of q(y|xj).

Finally, we give the overall multi-task loss as:

Ltrain = L1 + L2 + L3. (11)

where Di can be regarded as a task analogous to it in
meta-learning. By minimizing (11), our hypernetwork can be
effectively trained. During testing, for unseen data, we employ
our hypernetwork to directly predict its network parameters
and utilize the parameter-free classification method for classi-
fication.

We provide the training procedure of our PudNet in Al-
gorithm 1. For each training dataset Di ∈ Dtrain, we first
derive the sketch si of dataset Di and initialize the hidden
state as d

(i)
0 = si in AHRU. Then, we predict the parameters

of each layer in the target network Ω. Finally, we optimize the
learnable parameters θ and φ using the overall multi-task loss
Ltrain. We also present the inference process of our PudNet
for an unseen dataset in Algorithm 2.

F. Theoretical Analysis of the Hyper-Mapping
We provide a theoretical analysis elucidating how the model

learns the hyper-mapping between datasets and their corre-
sponding network parameters, which offers interpretability.

Recall that for each image dataset Di ∈ Dtrain, the
learning of the hyper-mapping between dataset Di and their
corresponding network parameters Mi can be formulated
as: leveraging a hyper-network Hθ to produce an optimal
model ΩM∗

i
with parameters M∗

i = Hθ(Di) via optimizing
argmin

θ

∑
Di∈Dtrain L(ΩM∗

i
, Di). To write conveniently, we

denote Di as d. We can learn the hypernetwork Hθ by solving
an optimization problem:

argmin
θ

Ed∼p(d)L(Hθ(d), d).

Solving Hθ is generally feasible. We denote Hθ as h and
optimize the problem in the form h∗ := argminh L(h(d), d).
For h, conditioning L(h∗(d), d) is an extremum for any in-
finitesimal δd, we can deduce h∗ using the ordinary differential
equation:

∂L
∂h

(h∗(d+δd), d+δd) =
∂2L
∂h2

∂h∗

∂d
δd+

∂2L
∂h∂d

δd+O(δd) = 0.

Then we can get:

∂2L
∂h2

∂h∗

∂d
= − ∂2L

∂h∂d
. (12)

Algorithm 1: The Training of PudNet

Input: A set of training datasets Dtrain = {Di}Ni=1,
target network architecture Ω.

1 Initialize the learnable parameter θ of Hθ.
2 Initialize the learnable parameter φ of the auxiliary

full classification.
3 while not converged do
4 for i ∈ {1, · · · ,N} do
5 Obtain a sketch si of dataset Di via the

dataset compression module;
6 Initialize the hidden state d

(i)
0 = si;

7 for each layer t in Ω do
8 Predict the parameters w(i)

t of the t-th layer
by weight generator;

9 Fix the predicted parameters w(i)
t to Ω;

10 end
11 for each batch b in Di do
12 Compute the parameter-free loss L1 with a

batch size of b;
13 Compute the full classification loss L2 and

consistency loss L3 with a batch size of b;
14 Update the learnable parameters θ, φ by

the overall multi-task loss Ltrain ;
15 end
16 end
17 end

Output: The PudNet Hθ.

Algorithm 2: The Inference of PudNet for Unseen
Data
Input: An unseen dataset Di ∈ Dtest, the learned

PudNet Hθ, target network architecture Ω.
1 for each layer t in Ω do
2 Predict the parameters w(i)

t of the t-th layer by
the PudNet Hθ;

3 Fix the predicted parameters w(i)
t to Ω;

4 end
5 Conduct inference for dataset Di with parameterized

network Ω ;
Output: The prediction results for dataset Di.

We proceed by employing the product rule and chain rule to
calculate the derivative ∂h∗

∂d . We substitute ∂L
∂h = ∂L

∂y
∂y
∂h into

the equation, where y represents the output of the ConvNet
model. Given these, ∂2L

∂h2 is the Hessian matrix of L with
respect to h as:

∂2L
∂h2

=
∂2L
∂y2

(
∂y

∂h
)2 +

∂L
∂y

∂2y

∂h2
, (13)

and we have:

∂2L
∂h∂d

=(
∂2L
∂y2

∂y

∂d
+
∂2L
∂y2

∂y

∂h

∂h

∂d
)
∂y

∂h

+
∂L
∂y

(
∂2y

∂h∂d
+
∂2y

∂h2
∂h

∂d
) (14)
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Assuming that the Hessian of L is non-singular, thus we
can solve for ∂h∗

∂d as:

∂h∗

∂d
= −1

2
(
∂2L
∂y2

(
∂y

∂h
)2+

∂L
∂y

∂2y

∂h2
)−1(

∂2L
∂y2

∂y

∂d

∂y

∂h
+
∂L
∂y

∂2y

∂h∂d
),

where the superscript −1 denotes the matrix inversion.
Suppose we have found a solution h∗ for the optimization

problem argminh∗ L(h∗, d0) concerning the dataset d = d0.
We intend to utilize this solution to ”track” the local minimum
of the loss L as we move from d0 to another dataset d = d1
within a small vicinity of d0, where the loss L remains convex
and the Hessian of the loss L is non-singular.

To accomplish this, we can employ an ordinary differential
equation (ODE) approach to integrate the solution along a path
d̂ that connects the two datasets d0 and d1. To track the local
minimum of the loss function when transitioning from d0 to d1
along the path d̂, we need to numerically integrate the above
path d̂ with ∂h∗/∂d as the derivative, where d0 = d̂(0) and
d1 = d̂(1). By solving this ODE numerically, we obtain the
solution corresponding to the local minimum of the loss L:

dh∗

dγ
=
∂h∗

∂d̂

dd̂

dγ

=− 1

2
(
∂2L
∂y2

(
∂y

∂h
)2 +

∂L
∂y

∂2y

∂h2
)−1 ∂

2L
∂y2

∂y

∂d̂

∂y

∂h

dd̂

dγ

− 1

2
(
∂2L
∂y2

(
∂y

∂h
)2 +

∂L
∂y

∂2y

∂h2
)−1 ∂L

∂y

∂2y

∂h∂d̂

dd̂

dγ
, (15)

where γ changes from 0 to 1, and all derivatives are computed
at d̂(γ) and h∗(γ).

The aforementioned equation provides us the way to obtain
the empirical solution of Hθ in relation to the proposed
PudNet. These concepts establish a theoretical basis and en-
hance the interpretability of hyper-mapping learning between
datasets and their corresponding network parameters.

IV. EXPERIMENT

A. Dataset Construction

In the experiment, we evaluate our method by constructing
numerous datasets based on several image datasets: Fashion-
MNIST [14], CIFAR-100 [15], Mini-ImageNet [16], Animals-
10 [56], CIFAR-10 [15], DTD [57], and a large-scale dataset,
ImageNet-1K [5]. These constructed datasets are based on
two distinct settings: the Intra-dataset prediction setting and
the Inter-dataset prediction setting.

The intra-dataset prediction setting is described below:
Fashion-set: We construct 2000 groups of datasets from

the samples of 6 classes in Fashion-MNIST to train PudNet.
The testing groups of datasets are constructed from samples of
the remaining 4 classes. We construct 500 groups of datasets
from the 4-category testing set to generate 500 groups of
network parameters. For each group of network parameters, we
also construct another dataset having identical labels but not
having overlapped samples with the dataset used for generating
parameters, in order to test the performance of the predicted
network parameters.

CIFAR-100-set: We select 80 classes from CIFAR-100 as
the training sets and the remaining 20 non-overlapping classes

as the testing sets. We randomly sample 100,000 groups of
datasets for training. Similar to Fashion-set, we construct 500
groups of datasets for parameter prediction, and another 500
groups for testing.

ImageNet-100-set: Similar to CIFAR-100-set, we randomly
sample 50,000 groups of datasets from 80-category training
sets of Mini-ImageNet to train PudNet. We construct 500
groups of datasets from the remaining 20-category testing sets
to predict parameters, and we sample another 500 groups of
datasets for testing.

ImageNet-1K-set: We partition ImageNet-1K into two mu-
tually exclusive sets of 800 classes for training and 200 classes
for testing. Within the training set of 800 classes, we construct
20,000 sub-datasets to train PudNet. We employ the testing
data of 200 classes to evaluate the performance of PudNet.

Please note that the training class set and testing class set
in the aforementioned datasets are not overlapped.

To further validate the performance of our PudNet, we in-
troduce an inter-dataset setting by constructing cross-domain
datasets. We construct three training datasets: CIFAR-100-set
with 100,000 dataset groups, ImageNet-100-set with 50,000
dataset groups, and ImageNet-1K-set with 20,000 dataset
groups. Each of these datasets is used individually to train
PudNet. Samples from Animals-10, CIFAR-10, and DTD are
utilized for evaluation, respectively. Note that ImageNet and
the above three datasets are popular cross-domain datasets,
which have been widely utilized for out-of-distribution (OOD)
learning [58], [59] and cross-domain learning [60], [61]. The
summary of the constructed datasets is as follows:

CIFAR-100→Animals-10, ImageNet-100→Animals-10,
ImageNet-1k→Animals-10: We randomly select 80% of
the samples from Animals-10 and input them into PudNet,
which is trained on CIFAR-100-set, ImageNet-100-set, and
ImageNet-1K-set, respectively, to generate network parame-
ters. The remaining 20% of samples are then used to test the
performance of the predicted network parameters.

CIFAR-100→CIFAR-10, ImageNet-100→CIFAR-10,
ImageNet-1k→CIFAR-10: We randomly select 50,000
samples from CIFAR-10 and input them into PudNet,
which is trained on CIFAR-100-set, ImageNet-100-set, and
ImageNet-1K-set, respectively, to generate parameters. The
remaining 10,000 samples are utilized for testing.

CIFAR-100→DTD, ImageNet-100→DTD, ImageNet-
1k→DTD: DTD is an image texture classification dataset [57],
which is included in the visual adaptation benchmark [62]. The
labels in DTD differ significantly from those in ImageNet. We
randomly choose 2/3 of the samples from DTD to generate
parameters, while the rest 1/3 is for testing.

B. Baselines and Implementation Details

We compare our method with the most related work, i.e.,
traditional iterative based training paradigm such as train-
ing from scratch with Adam [6] and a training acceleration
method, GC [9]. We also consider the pretrained model as a
baseline for comparison. Furthermore, we compare our method
with various meta-learning methods, namely MatchNet [16],
ProtoNet [40], Meta-Baseline [44], Meta-DeepDBC [45], and
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TABLE I
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS IN TERMS OF THE TARGET NETWORK RESNET-18 IN THE INTRA-DATASET SETTING.

Method Fashion-set CIFAR-100-set ImageNet-100-set
ACC(%) time (sec.) ACC time (sec.) ACC time (sec.)

Pretrained 93.76±0.47 - 64.58±0.59 - 65.67±0.73 -

MatchNet [16] 90.16±0.53 - 56.23±0.71 - 53.17±0.91 -
ProtoNet [40] 93.64±0.47 - 60.29±0.59 - 58.95±0.83 -

Meta-Baseline [44] 95.35±0.29 - 67.51±0.55 - 67.16±0.70 -
Meta-DeepDBC [45] 94.28±0.31 - 69.54±0.49 - 68.48±0.60 -

MUSML [43] 95.87±0.44 2.55 66.47±0.63 2.59 66.03±0.91 2.60

Adam
Scratch

[6]

1 epoch 93.98±1.21 1.83 52.82±1.01 3.96 46.43±1.18 4.81
30 epochs 99.91±0.05 54.22 74.56±0.45 118.87 71.84±0.69 140.37
50 epochs 99.87±0.11 91.19 79.85±0.47 198.12 75.98±0.71 231.63

GC
Scratch

[9]

1 epoch 94.11±1.25 1.88 53.21±1.23 4.01 47.55±1.33 4.82
30 epochs 99.94±0.05 54.93 75.74±0.59 119.03 72.89±0.73 140.98
50 epochs 99.96±0.03 91.73 79.98±0.55 199.61 76.73±0.87 232.57

PudNet 96.24±0.39 0.50 73.33±0.54 0.49 71.57±0.71 0.50

TABLE II
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS IN TERMS OF THE TARGET NETWORK RESNET-18 IN THE INTER-DATASET SETTING.

Method CIFAR-100→Animals-10 CIFAR-100→CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100→DTD
ACC (%) time (sec.) ACC (%) time (sec.) ACC (%) time (sec.)

Pretrained 33.36±0.75 - 40.93±0.48 - 30.27±0.58 -

MatchNet [16] 33.08±0.70 - 39.82±0.69 - 27.17±0.73 -
ProtoNet [40] 36.33±0.60 - 43.22±0.54 - 32.66±0.63 -

Meta-Baseline [44] 38.27±0.53 - 45.43±0.59 - 34.25±0.58 -
Meta-DeepDBC [45] 40.50±0.64 - 47.15±0.63 - 35.50±0.71 -

MUSML [43] 37.78±0.59 3.21 45.37±0.57 5.34 33.34±0.68 2.18

Adam
Scratch

[6]

1 epoch 22.09±0.58 31.29 21.37±0.71 60.79 18.83±0.19 4.03
5 epochs 49.12±0.08 156.56 33.76±0.44 310.29 24.17±0.72 26.01
10 epochs 66.44±0.37 311.74 48.21±0.25 621.75 33.26±0.90 51.79
20 epochs 73.47±0.67 623.92 65.17±0.55 1248.23 42.51±0.44 102.11
50 epochs 77.81±0.34 1558.51 80.25±0.61 3109.87 52.16±0.56 257.91

GC
Scratch

[9]

1 epoch 23.01±1.02 30.79 21.44±1.02 60.99 18.67±0.34 4.01
5 epochs 49.77±0.54 155.34 34.41±0.78 310.33 24.43±0.83 25.87
10 epochs 68.56±0.39 310.29 49.89±0.53 622.01 35.49±0.61 51.70
20 epochs 75.04±0.61 623.33 66.78±0.47 1248.98 44.05±0.52 102.63
50 epochs 77.98±0.45 1557.76 82.03±0.42 3109.14 53.58±0.61 257.24

PudNet 43.21±0.69 0.49 51.05±0.56 0.56 38.05±0.73 0.39

MUSML [43]. For our target network Ω, We explore three
different architectures: a 3-layer CNN (ConvNet-3), ResNet-
18[4], and ResNet-34[4]. Throughout the experiments, we
utilize the accuracy (ACC) metric to evaluate the classification
performance. Top-1 Accuracy is employed as the evaluation
metric, unless otherwise specified.

We perform the experiments using GeForce RTX 3090 Ti
GPU. All experiments are optimized by the Adam optimizer.
We set the learning rate to 0.001 and train PudNet until
convergence. In the metric-based learning process, following
[44], the temperature τ = 10 in Eq.(7) is fixed. 10 labeled
samples per class are used to deduce the class centroid.
As mentioned before, we introduce auxiliary tasks to assist
optimization. We incorporate a full classification linear layer
(e.g. an 80-way linear head in CIFAR-100) to maintain a static
class set during training. We also introduce a consistency loss
to address the mismatch in dimensions between the logits

derived from metric-based classification (e.g., 5-dimensional
in CIFAR-100) and the logits produced by the full linear head
(e.g., 80-dimensional in CIFAR-100). To align the dimensions,
we transpose the 5-dimensional logits to the 80-dimensional
logits by padding the remaining values with zeros. We search
η from {0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, · · · , 0.9}. For the ResNet-18 target
network, we set η = 0.2 for Fashion-set, η = 0.5 for
CIFAR-100-set, ImageNet-100-set and ImageNet-1K-set. The
hyperparameter η is set as 0.5 in the inter-dataset setting. For
the ConvNet-3 target network, we set η = 0.1, and for the
ResNet-34 target network, we set η = 0.5.

C. Result and Analysis

Performance Analysis of Intra-dataset Prediction. Table I
shows the results of our method in the intra-dataset setting.
We could find that our method consistently outperforms both
the meta-learning methods and the pretrained method. This
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TABLE III
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS IN TERMS OF THE TARGET NETWORK RESNET-18 IN THE INTER-DATASET SETTING.

Method ImageNet-100→Animals-10 ImageNet-100→CIFAR-10 ImageNet-100→DTD
ACC (%) time (sec.) ACC (%) time (sec.) ACC (%) time (sec.)

Pretrained 34.79±0.49 - 34.54±0.63 - 31.05±0.51 -

MatchNet [16] 32.38±0.82 - 31.98±0.72 - 28.15±0.67 -
ProtoNet [40] 35.78±0.64 - 35.21±0.74 - 31.58±0.77 -

Meta-Baseline [44] 36.21±0.42 - 38.34±0.69 - 33.07±0.83 -
Meta-DeepDBC [45] 38.57±0.55 - 40.93±0.71 - 34.01±0.69 -

MUSML [43] 36.89±0.44 3.21 37.12±0.65 5.34 33.67±0.63 2.18

Adam
Scratch

[6]

1 epoch 22.09±0.58 31.29 21.37±0.71 60.79 18.83±0.19 4.03
5 epochs 49.12±0.08 156.56 33.76±0.44 310.79 24.17±0.72 26.01
10 epochs 66.44±0.37 311.74 48.21±0.25 621.75 33.26±0.90 51.79
20 epochs 73.47±0.67 623.92 65.17±0.55 1248.23 42.51±0.44 102.11
50 epochs 77.81±0.34 1558.51 80.25±0.61 3109.87 52.16±0.56 257.91

GC
Scratch

[9]

1 epoch 23.01±1.02 30.79 21.44±1.02 60.99 18.67±0.34 4.01
5 epochs 49.77±0.54 155.34 34.41±0.78 310.33 24.43±0.83 25.87
10 epochs 68.56±0.39 310.29 49.89±0.53 622.01 35.49±0.61 51.70
20 epochs 75.04±0.61 623.33 66.78±0.47 1248.98 44.05±0.52 102.63
50 epochs 77.98±0.45 1557.76 82.03±0.42 3109.14 53.58±0.61 257.24

PudNet 42.43±0.58 0.48 45.07±0.70 0.57 47.50±0.71 0.39

TABLE IV
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON IMAGENET-1K-SET IN THE

INTRA-DATASET SETTING.

Method ImageNet-1K-set
ACC(%) time(sec.)

Pretrained 35.77±0.84 -

Meta-Baseline [44] 38.92±0.93 -
Meta-DeepDBC [45] 39.15±1.12 -

MH [63] 39.07±0.89 39.22
MUSML [43] 41.33±0.95 35.17

GAP [64] 42.57±0.87 36.21

100 steps 9.35 ±1.42 229.33
GC 2000 steps 37.48±0.81 4488.71

Scratch 4000 steps 44.65±0.97 8967.55
[9] 6000 steps 52.03±0.85 13453.29

PudNet 44.92±0.91 3.89

demonstrates the effectiveness of learning a hyper-mapping
between datasets and their corresponding network parameters.
To showcase the time savings achieved by our method, we
provide the training time required for training the model from
scratch using the widely-used optimizer, Adam, as well as
the training acceleration technique, GC. We observe that it
takes around 55, 119, and 141 GPU seconds to train ResNet-
18 using the accelerated method GC and the network obtains
top-1 accuracies of 99.94%, 75.74%, and 72.89% on Fashion-
set, CIFAR-100-set, and ImageNet-100-set respectively. In
contrast, our method only costs around 0.5 GPU seconds
to predict the parameters of ResNet-18, while still achieving
comparable performance (96.24%, 73.33%, and 71.57% top-
1 accuracies) on the three datasets respectively, at least 100
times faster than the accelerated method.

Performance Analysis of Inter-dataset Prediction. We
further evaluate the performance of our method in the inter-
dataset setting. The results are listed in Table II and Table
III, highlighting the efficiency of our PudNet. For instance,

as shown in Table III, our PudNet can achieve a compa-
rable top-1 accuracy with that of training the model from
scratch on CIFAR-10 at around 10 epochs on the ImageNet-
100→CIFAR-10 dataset, while PudNet is at least 1000 times
faster than traditional training methods, Adam and GC. Be-
sides, our model still outperforms the meta-learning methods
by a large margin. More surprisingly, although the label space
of DTD (a texture classification dataset) is significantly differ-
ent from that of ImageNet-100, our method still demonstrates
good efficacy. We expect that these results can motivate more
researchers to explore this direction.

Scaling Up to ImageNet-1K. For the intra-dataset setting,
we partition ImageNet-1K into two mutually exclusive sets of
800 classes for training and 200 classes for testing. The top-
5 accuracies of different methods are reported in Table IV.
We can observe that our method still achieves surprisingly
good efficiency. For instance, It takes 8,967 GPU seconds to
train ResNet-18 on ImageNet-1K using GC from scratch and
obtains a top-5 accuracy of 44.65%. However, our PudNet only
costs 3.89 GPU seconds to predict the network parameters
of ResNet-18 achieving a comparable performance (44.92%),
more than 2,300 times faster than the traditional training
paradigm. In addition, our method also outperforms the state-
of-the-art meta-learning methods by a large margin. These
results highlight the effective scalability of PudNet to larger
and more complex datasets.

For the inter-dataset setting, we conduct additional ex-
periments on three cross-domain datasets: ImageNet-1K →
Animals-10, ImageNet-1K → CIFAR-10, and ImageNet-1K
→ DTD. The results are presented in Table V. Remarkably, our
method continues to demonstrate impressive efficiency. Please
kindly note that compared to our PudNet trained on ImageNet-
100, as in Table III, which achieves 42.43% top-1 accuracy
on Animals-10, 45.07% top-1 accuracy on CIFAR-10, and
47.5% top-1 accuracy on DTD, training PudNet on the larger
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TABLE V
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON IMAGENET-1K IN THE INTER-DATASET SETTING.

Method ImageNet-1K→Animals-10 ImageNet-1K→CIFAR-10 ImageNet-1K→DTD
ACC (%) time (sec.) ACC (%) time (sec.) ACC (%) time (sec.)

Pretrained 51.02±0.54 - 40.31±0.69 - 44.19±0.61 -

Meta-Baseline [44] 52.19±0.63 - 42.66±0.72 - 45.43±0.89 -
Meta-DeepDBC [45] 54.37±0.59 - 44.74±0.70 - 46.53±0.72 -

MH [63] 53.14±0.64 5.35 42.97±0.66 7.75 45.48±0.73 4.52
MUSML [43] 53.81±0.58 4.08 44.23±0.74 6.07 45.92±0.76 2.91

GAP [64] 55.12±0.61 4.83 46.54±0.71 7.24 48.26±0.69 3.65

GC
Scratch

[9]

1 epoch 23.01±1.02 30.79 21.44±1.02 60.99 18.67±0.34 4.01
5 epochs 49.77±0.54 155.34 34.41±0.78 310.33 24.43±0.83 25.87
10 epochs 68.56±0.39 310.29 49.89±0.53 622.01 35.49±0.61 51.70
20 epochs 75.04±0.61 623.33 66.78±0.47 1248.98 44.05±0.52 102.63
50 epochs 77.98±0.45 1557.76 82.03±0.42 3109.14 53.58±0.61 257.24

PudNet 58.51±0.63 0.51 51.03±0.68 0.63 54.50±0.74 0.32

TABLE VI
ABLATION STUDY OF OUR METHOD PUDNET. ‘IN’ DENOTES ‘IMAGENET-100’.

Method Intra-dataset Inter-dataset
Fashion-set CIFAR-100-set ImageNet-100-set IN→Animals-10 IN→CIFAR-10 IN→DTD

PudNet-w.o.-Context 93.08±0.44 65.35±0.51 61.42±0.70 37.21±0.51 39.43±0.68 37.79±0.83

PudNet-metric 94.75±0.44 68.60±0.61 61.28±0.85 40.35±0.60 43.78±0.69 43.67±0.72
PudNet-w.o.-kl 95.44±0.38 70.27±0.54 67.53±0.73 41.23±0.68 43.98±0.74 45.12±0.88

PudNet 96.24±0.39 73.33±0.54 71.57±0.71 42.43±0.58 45.07±0.70 47.50±0.71

TABLE VII
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS IN TERMS OF DIFFERENT TARGET

NETWORK ARCHITECTURES ON CIFAR-100-SET.

ConvNet-3 ResNet-34

Method ACC(%) time(sec.) ACC(%) time(sec.)

Pretrained 58.35±0.61 - 65.03±0.53 -

MatchNet [16] 47.75±0.73 - 60.37±0.70 -
ProtoNet [40] 51.96±0.57 - 64.28±0.58 -

Meta-baseline [44] 57.69±0.38 - 67.40±0.69 -
Meta-DeepDBC [45] 60.52±0.41 - 69.64±0.75 -

MUSML [43] 56.49±0.56 1.21 66.39±0.59 3.11

Adam
Scratch

[6]

1 epoch 49.11±1.03 0.99 47.39±1.36 5.47
30 epochs 64.54±0.40 28.37 71.17±0.53 153.87
50 epochs 70.68±0.53 49.02 78.72±0.71 263.25

GC
Scratch

[9]

1 epoch 50.23±1.23 0.99 48.44±1.41 5.52
30 epochs 66.76±0.54 29.8 72.37±0.75 154.19
50 epochs 71.56±0.63 50.2 79.85±0.83 264.03

PudNet 64.09±0.40 0.03 72.87±0.64 0.59

ImageNet dataset yields an improvement of approximately
16%, 6%, and 7% on the three inter-dataset tasks, respectively,
while requiring comparable time costs. These results indicate
that training our model with more complex and comprehensive
datasets results in better generalization performance. Based on
the experiments conducted in both the intra-dataset and inter-
dataset settings, it is evident that our PudNet can effectively
scale to larger datasets.

Ablation Study. We design several variants of our method
to analyze the effect of different components in both intra-

TABLE VIII
PERFORMANCE OF FINETUNING ALL METHODS ON TARGET NETWORK

RESNET-18 USING 50 EPOCHS.

Method CIFAR-100-set ImageNet-100→DTD

Pretrained 59.75±0.24 53.43±0.43

MatchNet [16] 56.83±0.40 52.26±0.71
ProtoNet [40] 58.14±0.29 54.44±0.64

Meta-baseline [44] 60.05±0.27 54.52±0.58
Meta-DeepDBC [45] 61.35±0.28 55.09±0.63

MUSML [43] 59.28±0.29 53.61±0.69

Adam Scratch [6] 48.25±0.30 52.16±0.56
GC Scratch [9] 50.03±0.32 53.58±0.61

PudNet 65.19±0.22 58.25±0.57

dataset and inter-dataset settings. The results are listed in
Table VI. We first examine the effect of the context relation
information. ‘PudNet-w.o.-Context’ denotes that the dataset
sketch is directly fed into the weight generator without utiliz-
ing AHRU. Our PudNet outperforms ‘PudNet-w.o.-Context’
by a significant margin, demonstrating the effectiveness of
capturing dependencies among parameters of different layers.

We further evaluate the effect of the auxiliary task. ‘PudNet-
metric’ means our method only utilizes the parameter-free
loss. ‘PudNet-w.o.-kl’ means our method does not use the
KL Divergence. As shown in Table VI, ‘PudNet-w.o.-kl’
achieves better performance compared to ‘PudNet-metric’,
highlighting the effectiveness of the auxiliary full classification
task. Moreover, PudNet outperforms ‘PudNet-w.o.-kl’, thus
illustrating the effectiveness of matching the predicted proba-
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Fig. 5. Effect of different groups of datasets in terms of the target network ResNet-18.
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Fig. 6. Sensitivity analysis of hyper-parameter η.
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Fig. 7. Training loss of PudNet.

bility distributions of the parameter-free classification and full
classification method.

Performance Analysis of Different Target Networks. We
conduct experiments to further evaluate our method by pre-
dicting parameters for different target network architectures,
namely ConvNet-3 and ResNet-34. The results are presented
in Table VII. We observe that our method can achieve com-
parable top-1 accuracy to those of GC at 30 epochs for both
target network architectures, while our method exhibits more
than 250 times faster than GC. This further demonstrates the
efficiency of our method.

Finetuning Predicted Parameters. Since a typical strategy
for applying a pretrained model to a new dataset is to finetune
the model, we evaluate our method by finetuning the models
obtained from both the intra-dataset and the inter-dataset set-
tings. To facilitate this evaluation, we incorporate an additional
linear classification layer into PudNet, as well as and baselines
(excluding ‘Adam Scratch’ and ‘GC Scratch’). Subsequently,
we randomly select 10,000 images from CIFAR-100 and 800
images from DTD for finetuning the respective models, while
the remaining images are reserved for testing. The results dis-
played in Table VIII demonstrate that our method outperforms
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TABLE IX
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON IMAGENET-1K-SET IN THE INTRA-DATASET SETTING FOR IMAGE DENOISING

Method time(sec.) Gaussian (σ = 0.25) Gaussian (σ = 0.50) Gaussian (σ = 0.75)
PNSR(dB) SSIM PNSR(dB) SSIM PNSR(dB) SSIM

Adam
Scratch

1 epoch 0.13× 103 21.69 0.871 20.88 0.851 18.98 0.814
50 epochs 6.72× 103 28.01 0.947 25.84 0.919 24.21 0.891

100 epochs 1.36× 104 28.45 0.951 26.25 0.920 24.65 0.893
300 epochs 4.17× 104 29.56 0.956 26.78 0.927 25.02 0.902

GC
Scratch

1 epoch 0.16× 103 21.85 0.869 21.01 0.846 18.71 0.821
50 epochs 6.80× 103 28.47 0.947 25.95 0.919 24.64 0.892

100 epochs 1.37× 104 28.64 0.953 26.92 0.924 25.02 0.901
300 epochs 4.17× 104 30.12 0.959 27.23 0.933 25.77 0.914

PudNet 0.91 28.53 0.950 25.97 0.921 24.52 0.892

TABLE X
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS IN THE INTER-DATASET SETTING FOR IMAGE DENOISING

Noise Type Method ImageNet-1K→Animals-10 ImageNet-1K→CIFAR-10 ImageNet-1K→DTD
PNSR(dB) SSIM time(sec.) PNSR(dB) SSIM time(sec.) PNSR(dB) SSIM time(sec.)

Gaussian
(σ = 0.25)

GC
Scratch

1 epoch 21.52 0.891 0.14× 103 22.56 0.902 0.11× 103 21.04 0.723 0.57× 102

50 epochs 27.28 0.957 7.30× 103 32.58 0.973 5.34× 103 26.18 0.809 2.86× 103

100 epochs 28.87 0.963 1.45× 104 34.12 0.980 1.08× 104 27.43 0.834 5.80× 103

300 epochs 29.51 0.968 4.09× 104 36.01 0.984 3.20× 104 29.01 0.851 1.74× 104

PudNet 28.32 0.960 1.48 33.52 0.975 1.14 27.66 0.819 1.45

Gaussian
(σ = 0.50)

GC
Scratch

1 epoch 20.40 0.872 0.14× 103 21.65 0.887 0.10× 103 18.85 0.587 0.57× 102

50 epochs 24.51 0.919 7.30× 103 30.53 0.961 5.33× 103 23.40 0.703 2.87× 103

100 epochs 25.64 0.931 1.45× 104 31.28 0.964 1.08× 104 24.79 0.740 5.81× 103

300 epochs 26.55 0.941 4.09× 104 32.14 0.971 3.20× 104 26.22 0.762 1.74× 104

PudNet 25.49 0.930 1.49 30.82 0.960 1.16 25.39 0.716 1.44

Gaussian
(σ = 0.75)

GC
Scratch

1 epoch 19.58 0.852 0.15× 103 21.35 0.875 0.10× 103 15.97 0.475 0.57× 102

50 epochs 23.35 0.893 7.30× 103 28.48 0.944 5.34× 103 21.67 0.632 2.88× 103

100 epochs 24.21 0.908 1.45× 104 29.47 0.951 1.08× 104 23.33 0.651 5.82× 103

300 epochs 24.65 0.914 4.09× 104 29.53 0.954 3.20× 104 24.47 0.675 1.74× 104

PudNet 24.30 0.893 1.49 28.43 0.947 1.17 23.83 0.636 1.45

other competitors and achieves the best performance. This
indicates that the predicted parameters generated by PudNet
can effectively serve as a pretrained model.

Effect of Different Groups of Datasets. We analyze the
effect of different groups of datasets on training PudNet.
Fig. 5 reports the results obtained by exploiting PudNet to
predict parameters for ResNet-18. We construct varying groups
of datasets using Fashion-set, CIFAR-100-set, and ImageNet-
100-set, respectively. We find that with more groups of datasets
for training, our PudNet achieves better performance. This im-
provement can be attributed to the fact that a larger number of
groups provide more opportunities for our PudNet to learn the
hyper-mapping relation, thereby enhancing its generalization
ability. However, as the number of groups becomes large, the
performance increase becomes slow.

Parameter Sensitive Analysis. We analyze the effect of
different values of the hyper-parameter η. Recall that η con-
trols the percent of dataset complementary information in the
initial residual connection. Fig. 6(a)(b)(c) show the results in
terms of ResNet-18. We observe that our model obtain better
performance when η > 0 in general. Additionally, our method
is not sensitive to η in a relatively large range.

Convergence Analysis. We discuss the convergence prop-
erty of the proposed method by plotting the loss curves with

increasing iteration. Here we utilize PudNet to predict param-
eters for ResNet-18, based on Fashion-set, CIFAR-100-set and
ImageNet-100-set respectively. As shown in Fig. 7, the training
metric-based loss (abbreviated as metric loss) and training total
loss first decrease rapidly as the number of iterations increases,
and then gradually decrease to convergence.

D. Image Denoising Experiments

We additionally conduct experiments on a typical image
denoising task in the image processing field. Here, we leverage
PudNet to generate parameters for a well-established convolu-
tional blind-spot network [65], which is built upon the UNet
[66] architecture.

The noisy datasets are constructed based on both the intra-
dataset setting and the inter-dataset setting. Following [65],
[67], noisy versions of all images are created by adding
zero mean Gaussian noise with standard deviations of σ =
{0.25, 0.50, 0.75}. We construct 20,000 sub-datasets compris-
ing noisy images from the 800 classes in ImageNet-1K to
train PudNet. For evaluating the performance of PudNet, in
the intra-dataset setting, we utilize the testing noisy data
from the remaining 200 classes in ImageNet-1K. Furthermore,
we introduce the inter-dataset setting by constructing noisy
cross-domain datasets. The noisy images from Animals-10,
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TABLE XI
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT METHODS IN THE INTER-DATASET SETTING FOR IMAGE DENOISING

Noise Type Method ImageNet-1K→CIFAR-100 ImageNet-1K→CUB-200 ImageNet-1K→BSDS500
PNSR(dB) SSIM time(sec.) PNSR(dB) SSIM time(sec.) PNSR(dB) SSIM time(sec.)

Gaussian
(σ = 0.25)

GC
Scratch

1 epoch 26.88 0.933 0.12× 103 19.89 0.826 0.71× 102 13.69 0.443 0.16× 102

50 epochs 32.24 0.963 5.82× 103 25.92 0.913 3.57× 103 28.29 0.921 0.84× 103

100 epochs 34.13 0.973 1.19× 104 26.75 0.924 7.25× 103 30.55 0.933 1.69× 103

300 epochs 35.65 0.982 2.99× 104 27.61 0.935 2.21× 104 32.84 0.947 5.07× 103

PudNet 33.61 0.971 1.02 26.24 0.920 1.53 30.80 0.931 0.67

Gaussian
(σ = 0.50)

GC
Scratch

1 epoch 26.09 0.912 0.12× 103 19.14 0.794 0.72× 102 14.08 0.439 0.17× 102

50 epochs 30.42 0.951 5.83× 103 23.81 0.875 3.58× 103 25.44 0.831 0.85× 103

100 epochs 31.26 0.956 1.19× 104 24.57 0.888 7.25× 103 26.50 0.841 1.70× 103

300 epochs 32.27 0.964 3.00× 104 25.14 0.902 2.21× 104 28.59 0.865 5.07× 103

PudNet 30.48 0.950 1.03 24.10 0.881 1.53 28.20 0.868 0.68

Gaussian
(σ = 0.75)

GC
Scratch

1 epoch 24.41 0.887 0.12× 103 18.29 0.763 0.74× 102 14.12 0.369 0.17× 102

50 epochs 28.75 0.934 5.83× 103 22.41 0.844 3.59× 103 22.73 0.750 0.85× 103

100 epochs 29.17 0.940 1.20× 104 23.09 0.854 7.26× 103 23.75 0.771 1.70× 103

300 epochs 29.92 0.944 3.00× 104 23.60 0.868 2.21× 104 25.83 0.801 5.07× 103

PudNet 28.72 0.931 1.03 22.66 0.846 1.53 26.02 0.807 0.68

(a) Intra-dataset: ImageNet-1K-set (b) Inter-dataset: ImageNet-1K→DTD (c) Inter-dataset: ImageNet-1K→BSDS500

Fig. 8. Visualizations of testing results on different datasets. The first row displays the noisy images with a Gaussian noise level of σ = 0.25. The second
row showcases the denoised images generated by the PudNet using a single forward propagation.

CIFAR-10, DTD, CIFAR-100, CUB-200 [68], and BSDS500
[69] are used for evaluation. These six constructed cross-
domain datasets are denoted as ImageNet-1K→Animals-10,
ImageNet-1K→CIFAR-10, ImageNet-1K→DTD, ImageNet-
1K→CIFAR-100, ImageNet-1K→CUB-200, and ImageNet-
1K→BSDS500. To assess the performance of the image
denoising, we use two widely-used metrics: peak signal-to-
noise ratio (PSNR) [70] and structural similarity (SSIM) [71].

Performance Analysis of Intra-dataset Image Denoising.
Table IX presents the results of image denoising in the intra-
dataset setting. To demonstrate the time our method could
save, we provide the time of training the blind-spot network
from scratch using the widely-used optimizer Adam and the
training acceleration technique, GC. We find that it takes
around 100, 50, and 50 epochs to train the blind-spot network
using the accelerated method GC and the network obtains
PSNR values of 28.64 dB, 25.95 dB, and 24.64 dB, as well
as SSIM values of 0.953, 0.919, and 0.892 for three different

types of Gaussian noise, respectively. In contrast, our method
costs less than 1 GPU second to predict the parameters of
the blind-spot network while still achieving the comparable
performance (PSNR of 28.53 dB, 25.97 dB, and 24.52 dB,
and SSIM of 0.950, 0.921, and 0.892) on the three datasets
respectively, at least 6, 000 times faster than the training
accelerated method.

Performance Analysis of Inter-dataset Image Denoising.
We further evaluate the performance of our PudNet with the
image denoising task on six cross-domain datasets. We lever-
age PudNet trained on ImageNet-1K-set to directly generate
parameters of the blind-spot network for six different cross-
domain datasets. The results are reported in Table X and Table
XI, which show the efficiency of our PudNet. For instance,
on the ImageNet-1K→DTD dataset shown in Table X, our
PudNet achieves comparable PSNR and SSIM metrics with
that of training the model from scratch on DTD for over
100 epochs, while PudNet is at least 4,000 times faster than
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traditional training methods utilizing GC. On the ImageNet-
1K→BSDS500 dataset shown in the Table XI, our PudNet
achieves comparable PSNR and SSIM metrics with that of
training the model from scratch on BSDS500 at around 300
epochs with Gaussian noise type (σ = 0.75), while PudNet
is at least 7,000 times faster than traditional training methods
with GC.

Visualization of the Denoised Image Data. We further
investigate the performance of PudNet in image denois-
ing through visualizations. We randomly select two samples
from ImageNet-1K-set in the intra-dataset setting, as well
as two samples from ImageNet-1K→DTD and ImageNet-
1K→BSDS500 in the inter-dataset setting respectively. We
leverage the PudNet trained on ImageNet-1K-set to generate
parameters of the blind-spot network for these noisy images.
As presented in Figure 8, our PudNet exhibits relatively
satisfactory performance in generating network parameters for
the image denoising task.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS

In this paper, we identify correlations among image datasets
and the corresponding parameters of a given ConvNet and
explore a new training paradigm for ConvNets. We propose a
new hypernetwork, called PudNet, which could directly predict
the network parameters for an image unseen dataset with
only a single forward propagation. In addition, we attempt to
capture the relations among parameters across different net-
work layers through a series of adaptive hyper-recurrent units.
Extensive experimental results demonstrate the effectiveness
and efficiency of our method in both intra-dataset prediction
settings and inter-dataset prediction settings.

Nevertheless, the current work primarily delves into param-
eter generation for target networks based on CNNs. A potential
avenue for future research could involve extending parameter
generation to large language models (LLMs) [72] or vision
language models (VLMs) [73]. For example, LLMs or VLMs
commonly employ adapters [74] or LoRA methods [75] to
enhance generalization to downstream tasks. This typically
requires a certain amount of time for training. In future work,
we can explore the potential of our approach in predicting
parameters for adapters or LoRA methods, offering a pathway
to save training time.
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