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Abstract

Class incremental learning aims to solve a problem that
arises when continuously adding unseen class instances to
an existing model This approach has been extensively stud-
ied in the context of image classification; however its appli-
cability to object detection is not well established yet. Ex-
isting frameworks using replay methods mainly collect re-
play data without considering the model being trained and
tend to rely on randomness or the number of labels of each
sample. Also, despite the effectiveness of the replay, it was
not yet optimized for the object detection task. In this pa-
per, we introduce an effective buffer training strategy (eBTS)
that creates the optimized replay buffer on object detection.
Our approach incorporates guarantee minimum and hier-
archical sampling to establish the buffer customized to the
trained model. Furthermore, we use the circular experience
replay training to optimally utilize the accumulated buffer
data. Experiments on the MS COCO dataset demonstrate
that our eBTS achieves state-of-the-art performance com-
pared to the existing replay schemes.

1. Introduction
Traditional machine learning models tend to forget previ-
ously learned patterns when trained on new datasets, a phe-
nomenon called “catastrophic forgetting” [14]. This poses
challenges for models operating in dynamic environments.
However, unlike machines, humans can learn new concepts
without entirely forgetting pre-existing knowledge. Build-
ing on this insight, incremental learning aims to address
this issue by training models to assimilate new concepts
progressively without retraining on the entire past dataset,
effectively preserving knowledge from prior tasks while in-
tegrating new task.

Most incremental methods [2, 4, 6, 7, 11, 12, 15] han-
dle image classification task. We can also apply these incre-

Figure 1. The final mean average precision (mAP . %)
and the number of classes that satisfy COCO’s distribu-
tion at the 40+40 setup. We use the following formula(

buffer capacity× Number of samples in Ci
Total number of samples in C1,...,n

)
to check the dis-

tribution for the previous classes.

mental methods to object detection; however, due to vary-
ing labels for foreground objects in the scene, the strategies
for object detection are relatively ineffective. Nevertheless,
this task can play an important role in real-world applica-
tions. This allows us to adapt to environments where new
object labels are constantly appearing. For example, when
a new product is discovered, the detection system should
recognize it while simultaneously detecting previous labels.
Instead of completely retraining the model every time new
labels appear, it helps to update the model to accommodate
the unseen label incrementally. This greatly improves flex-
ibility and persistence in real-world applications and saves
computing resources. We call this work class incremental
object detection (CIOD).

One of the most commonly used methods in CIOD is
experience replay (ER) [1, 3, 5, 10, 15, 16]. Random-based
ER [3, 4, 15, 16] mitigates the complexity of multiple la-
bels by simply randomly sampling from the previous data
and building a buffer [15] for integration with the new data.
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RODEO [1] and Hard [10] suggested replay designed for
CIOD, but it is still unclear whether they are the best strat-
egy for preventing forgetting. Due to the lack of clarity on
this effectiveness, we consider that there is room for en-
hancing these learning strategies, specifically replay strat-
egy.

In this paper, we propose an effective class-wise buffer
training strategy, eBTS. Our methods consist of two buffer
configuration components and a simple but efficient training
approach. First, guarantee minimum ensures the inclusion
of a minimum quantity of each class sample, reflecting the
class distribution of the prior dataset in the buffer. Second,
hierarchical sampling prioritizes samples with high number
of unique labels and low loss when the buffer becomes full.
This helps to retrain more diverse labels and optimize data
to the trained model. In terms of training approach, we pro-
pose circular experience replay (CER) that deals with the
asymmetry between current and prior tasks’ data. It com-
bines original ER training [1, 10, 15] and CER training,
which are designed to avoid overfitting and to enhance prior
knowledge. In Fig. 1, our method demonstrates the ability to
accurately reflect the prior distribution in the buffer, as well
as excellent performance. Our contributions can be summa-
rized as follows:
1) We introduce a buffer management strategy that is easily

compatible with CIOD. The buffer manager operates the
buffer based on two criteria: high number of unique la-
bels and low loss, rather than any other single measures
(e.g. many labels, randomness, etc.). We experimentally
verified that it is the viable measure that reflects the ten-
dency of the trained model.

2) We propose an effective buffer training scheme, i.e. cir-
cular training, to overcome the imbalance caused by the
limited capacity of the replay buffer and enhance previ-
ous detection performance.

2. Methods
2.1. Overview

Our goal is to continually expand our knowledge by incor-
porating new labels while retaining previous knowledge in
class incremental object detection (CIOD). The setting of
CIOD consists of multiple tasks, each with a predefined
number of object classes denoted as Tt = T1, . . . , TN ,
where N is the total number of tasks. Each task has its own
corresponding dataset Dt which includes a set of input im-
ages Xt and corresponding labels Yt:

Dt ∼ ({Xt : x1, ..., xnt ∈ Tt}, {Yt : y1, ..., ynt ∈ Tt}) (1)

where nt is the number of data contained in Tt, and t is task
index. Also, we use the buffer B which is a memory used
for replay to store sample data (i.e. x, y). The B consists of
data structured as follows:

Algorithm 1: Guarantee Minimum process
Input: K, m, Dt, B1:t−1,M1:t

define: B ≡ {I : (L,U)} // buffer data format
define: De ≡ {x1, ..., xNe} // extra dataset format
De = B1:t−1 ∪ Dt if t > 1 else Dt // extra dataset
for d = 1, . . . , Ne do

Id, Ud ← get info(d) // id, unique labels of d
Ld ←M1:t(d) // loss value of d
if |B| < K then
B ← (Id, Ld, Ud)

else
// pick all labels set. (e.g. U1, . . . , UK )
UB ← get all unique labels set(B)
// pick the labels that appear less than m in Ud

U = {u ∈ Ud | count(u, UB) < m} // Eq. 4
if U = ∅ then
R← get samples(B)

else
R← get samples excluding labels(B,U)

end
B ← BufferManager(B,R,U , (Id, Ld, Ud))

end
end
Output: B

{Ii : (Li, Ui)} (2)

where Ii denotes the i-th image, Li is the associated sample
loss, and Ui signifies the list of unique classes in it.

Our effective buffer training strategy, eBTS has three
main components: 1) guarantee minimum process to con-
struct the representative image buffer (Sec. 2.2), 2) hierar-
chical sampling for effective buffer configuration (Sec. 2.3),
3) circular training for utilization of the buffer (Sec. 2.4).
The overall flow is shown in Fig. 2. We will describe more
details in the following subsection.

2.2. Guarantee minimum process

Data imbalance is a common problem in object detection
tasks. Specifically, when creating a replay buffer, classes
that are already under-represented in the data distribution
may become scarcer, which can degrade detection perfor-
mance. Therefore, it is important to ensure each class within
the replay buffer has a minimum number of data. To ad-
dress the issue, we propose the guarantee minimum (GM)
method. This method maintains class-wise diversity in B
and preserves the original data distribution D1:t−1 by en-
suring a minimum of m samples for every class.
Data structure. We generate an extra dataset De by com-
bining Dt and B1:t−1, and uses input sample d as Eq. 2.
Given Id and Ud, we calculate the Ld with pre-trained
model M1:t. Since we employ a transformer-based detec-
tor, we construct the loss function as follows:

Ld = LBbox + LGIoU + LLabel (3)

where LBbox and LGIoU represent L1 loss and generalized
IOU loss [13] for bounding box. Additionally, LLabel [9] is
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Figure 2. The overall process. During the buffer configuration process, when the buffer is full, we perform the GM process to ensure
coverage of all classes. Next, we select a candidate from the buffer to compare with new data based on two conditions. When training new
data, we use the CER training strategy following ER training strategy within a specific epoch.

cross entropy with focal loss for label. If the buffer B has not
reached its maximum capacity K, the new data is directly
added. However, once it attains full capacity, a strategic ap-
proach becomes necessary for data replacement.
Guarantee process. To replace the buffer samples with
class-wise diversity, we first identify the sets of unique la-
bels UB ∼ {U1, . . . , UK} in the B. After that, we introduce
the set U containing under-represented labels (i.e. class in-
dexes) below a certain bound m:

U = {u ∈ Ud | count(u, UB) < m} (4)

where, u is an element of the unique labels from the input
data Ud, and m represents the minimum guarantee value.
Then, we select the replacement candidates set R which
contains samples without labels from U in B. If U is empty
(i.e. all classes above m), we choose all samples in B
as replacement candidates R. This approach ensures that
our buffer reflects the overall class distribution, while also
covering the rare labels more effectively. Finally, we use
buffer manager employing hierarchical sampling (Sec. 2.3)
to compare R with a new sample. We summarize our GM
algorithm in Alg. 1.

2.3. Hierarchical sampling strategy
In this section, we introduce hierarchical sampling to cre-
ate a buffer containing representative samples of the prior
knowledge through two strategies: high number of unique
labels and low loss. The high number of unique labels strat-
egy [1] is used to diversify the buffer configuration, pre-
serving previously learned labels within a limited capac-
ity. However, when the buffer needs replacement, samples
with an equally low number of unique labels are randomly
replaced without specific conditions. Therefore, we use a

Algorithm 2: BufferManager
Input: B,R, U , Id, Ld, Ud // inputs from Alg. 1
define: B,R ≡ {I : (L,U)} // buffer & candidates

format
Rmin U ← min U(R) // cond. 1: number of unique labels
Iopt, Lopt, Uopt ← highest L(Rmin U) // cond. 2: loss
if U = ∅ then

if Lopt > Ld then
del B[Iopt] // delete data in buffer
B ← (Id, Ld, Ud) // insert new data to buffer

else
no change

end
else

del B[Iopt] // delete data in buffer
B ← (In, Ld, Un) // insert new data to buffer

end
Output: B

low-loss approach for a more sophisticated configuration. In
general, a low loss value indicate that the prediction is simi-
lar to the actual sample and the model has been well-trained
on that particular sample. Thus, we prioritize data by using
the loss for samples with the same number of unique labels.
We utilize hierarchical sampling (summarized in Alg. 2) to
compare replacement candidates R and the input sample.
We allocate an additional epoch to process all configuration
procedures.

2.4. Circular experience replay training

Previous CIOD replay methods [1, 10] used experience re-
play (ER) training method, which utilized a large buffer
capacity to prevent forgetting a relatively small number of
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Table 1. Incremental results for the COCO validation set using Deformable DETR in various scenarios. T1 (40 or 70) represents the
previous classes, and T(1+2) (80) denotes testing for all classes. The best result is highlighted in bold.

Scenarios Method T1(Old) T(1+2)(Overall)
mAP.5:.95 mAP.5 mAP.75 mAPS mAPM mAPL mAP.5:.95 mAP.5 mAP.75 mAPS mAPM mAPL

70 + 10

CutMix [16] 0.087 0.207 0.065 0.028 0.098 0.141 0.086 0.206 0.063 0.034 0.097 0.135
RODEO [1] 0.064 0.109 0.066 0.042 0.097 0.091 0.094 0.151 0.100 0.056 0.127 0.137
Hard [10] 0.068 0.124 0.067 0.059 0.104 0.075 0.095 0.161 0.098 0.074 0.128 0.120
Ours w/o CER 0.179 0.288 0.192 0.089 0.209 0.238 0.190 0.304 0.203 0.097 0.218 0.261
Ours 0.213 0.334 0.231 0.104 0.237 0.295 0.221 0.345 0.240 0.114 0.246 0.308

40 + 40

CutMix [16] 0.131 0.286 0.104 0.058 0.150 0.201 0.135 0.295 0.106 0.051 0.148 0.212
RODEO [1] 0.095 0.153 0.099 0.073 0.113 0.103 0.233 0.343 0.252 0.130 0.256 0.311
Hard [10] 0.072 0.131 0.072 0.070 0.107 0.059 0.220 0.332 0.239 0.121 0.250 0.285
Ours w/o CER 0.168 0.271 0.176 0.099 0.199 0.194 0.270 0.405 0.293 0.144 0.297 0.367
Ours 0.222 0.356 0.234 0.125 0.255 0.296 0.271 0.419 0.294 0.136 0.296 0.376

1 2 3
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m
AP

 0
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Ours(w/o CER) CutMix RODEO Hard
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#Phase 40+20+20
Figure 3. Multi-phase result.

buffer data. However, this approach results in significant re-
source wastage. To address this issue, we propose the circu-
lar experience replay (CER) training strategy to make full
use of the buffer which has limited capacity. First, we sep-
arates Dt+1 and B1:t to create the distinct training datasets.
We then train the model with randomly selecting data from
both datasets. The B1:t is repeatedly utilized with uniform
probability until all Dt+1 is fully used. To enhance the uti-
lization of previous information, we apply CER training fol-
lowing ER training.

3. Experiments

3.1. Implementation and experiments

eBTS is based on Deformable DETR [18] trained from
scratch on the COCO [8] for 50 epochs in each task. All
experiments are performed using 4 RTX3090 GPUs with
batch size of 3. In the first, two-phase, we incrementally
train 40+40 and 70+10 divided classes. We evaluate the
model on T1+2 and T1 to assess the degree of forgetting.
In the second, multiple-phase, we train 40+20+20 divided
classes. Then, we test the model by combining the added
classes. To ensure a fair comparison, we only extracted the
replay components from various CIOD methods [1, 10, 16]
that use replay and trained them using our baseline. We kept
all conditions identical, except for the buffer composition
(random [16], high number of unique labels [1], many la-

Table 2. Comparison of the appropriate proportions of CER used
with ER on COCO. The best result is highlighted in bold

phase 7010 4040

ER-CER Ratio T1 T(1+2) T1 T(1+2)

ER + CER AP AP AP AP

40 10 0.168 0.183 0.172 0.253
42 8 0.169 0.185 0.192 0.262
44 6 0.188 0.199 0.210 0.271
46 4 0.194 0.208 0.192 0.260
48 2 0.213 0.221 0.222 0.271

bels [10] and training method (original ER [1, 10], Cut-
Mix [17] based CutMix ER [16]). In all our experiments, we
set the buffer capacity at around 1% (1200) of the COCO,
and the least m set at 1% (12) of the buffer capacity.

3.2. Experimental results

We analyze two-phase results using the mAP metric on
COCO dataset [8]. In Table 1, we qualitatively show that
our approach eBTS achieved state-of-the-art results in the
T1 and T1+2. Furthermore, our method (“ours w/o CER”)
performs well even without using the circular training strat-
egy, in comparison to previous methods. This indicates the
effectiveness of our buffer configuration algorithm, which
includes guarantee minimum processing and a hierarchical
sampling strategy, in retaining previous knowledge T1. As
shown in Fig. 3, our method (“Ours w/o CER”) also demon-
strates good performance after training the last task in the
multi-phase. To ensure a fair, we exclusively employed ER
training for all methods, excluding CER from our complete
algorithm and omitting CutMix training [17] used in Cut-
Mix [16]. CutMix demonstrates comparable performance
to our approach at task 2, but becomes less effective as the
number of classes to be collected increases.

3.3. Ablation

In Table 2, we demonstrate how the ratio of ER and CER
is defined within the specified 50 epochs. The best perfor-
mance is achieved with a 48:2 ratio in both the 70+10 and

4



40+40. Furthermore, Table 1 highlights that CER signif-
icantly improves performance in the 70+10 setup, where
a larger number of classes need to be retained. The mAP
increases from 0.190 to 0.221, compared to a smaller im-
provement from 0.270 to 0.271 in the 40+40.

4. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose an improved replay scheme to
overcome the existing constraints in the class incremen-
tal object detection task. Our approach, eBTS, effectively
manages the replay buffer with the guarantee minimum pro-
cess and hierarchical sampling. In addition, we use a circu-
lar training strategy to address data imbalance. Our method
demonstrates better performance in reducing catastrophic
forgetting on the COCO dataset compared to existing meth-
ods. The ablation study demonstrates the optimal ratios for
experience replay and circular experience replay. In future
work, we aim to integrate our proposed method with other
strategies to deal with the forgetting problem more effec-
tively.
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