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Abstract—Recent video class-incremental learning usually ex-
cessively pursues the accuracy of the newly seen classes and
relies on memory sets to mitigate catastrophic forgetting of the
old classes. However, limited storage only allows storing a few
representative videos. So we propose SNRO, which slightly shifts
the features of new classes to remember old classes. Specifically,
SNRO contains Examples Sparse(ES) and Early Break(EB). ES
decimates at a lower sample rate to build memory sets and uses
interpolation to align those sparse frames in the future. By this,
SNRO stores more examples under the same memory consump-
tion and forces the model to focus on low-semantic features which
are harder to be forgotten. EB terminates the training at a small
epoch, preventing the model from overstretching into the high-
semantic space of the current task. Experiments on UCF101,
HMDB51, and UESTC-MMEA-CL datasets show that SNRO
performs better than other approaches while consuming the same
memory consumption.

Index Terms—Class-Incremental Learning, Action Recogni-
tion, Knowledge Distillation

I. INTRODUCTION

Human activity recognition has been widely studied in
recent years, which usually training models with all classes in
one stage [1], [6], [8], [11], [13], [19] in a large-scale video
dataset. However, in many real-world application scenarios,
due to privacy protection or technical limitations, model train-
ing is often divided into multiple tasks where different classes
appear in sequence. Since the model tends to heavily over-fit
the classes available in the current task, causing performance
deterioration on those previously seen, this problem is called
catastrophic forgetting [14]. The method used to solve this
question is class-incremental learning, which aims to maintain
the model’s performance in a sequence of independent tasks.

Many class-incremental learning methods have achieved
remarkable performance in the image domain [2], [5], [7],
[12], [22]. They demonstrate that the memory sets of old
classes can relieve catastrophic forgetting, with more examples
in previous tasks stored, less catastrophic forgetting happens.
Existing video class-incremental learning methods [15], [21]
also verify this. At the end of every task, they manage to
select a small count of representative videos and then construct
a memory set from these videos shown as Fig. 1. For these
representative videos: vCLIMB [21] extracts 8-16 frames for
each video and down-sample these frames to store, leading to
non-negligible memory overhead. TCD [15] extracts 8 frames
for each video and reaches a remarkable performance based on
knowledge distillation, but still not relieve the high memory
overhead.

Fig. 1. Analysis for memory consumption. xF × yV = zMb means that
sampling x frames for each video from y different videos to store for each
class. Assume the resolution of frame is 3×224×224, and the total memory
consumption is zMbytes

Besides, the existing video class-incremental approaches
excessively pursue the recognition accuracy for the current
new classes in each incremental task. They believe that the
model should first fully fit the high-semantic features of the
new classes, and then consider how to maintain the features of
the previous classes. However, lots of features of old classes
have been overwritten by new classes in this process, and have
no efficient ways to retrieve these lost features.

To remedy the above weaknesses, we present the proposed
SNRO. SNRO significantly alleviates the catastrophic forget-
ting of old classes at the cost of slightly drop the performance
of the current new classes, thereby improving the overall
recognition accuracy. SNRO consists of two essential parts:
Examples Sparse and Early Break. Examples Sparse firstly
performs Sparse Extract on representative videos of old classes
and saves those sparse frames, storing a larger memory set
under the same memory consumption. Frame Alignment is
then used to align sparse frames with the network input. Since
the sparse frames contain less spatio-temporal information
than the original frames, the network can be prevented from
excessively extending to the high semantic space. Early Break
is used to terminate training earlier during each incremental
task, trying to give up the high performance for current new
classes of the model which is usually accompanied by over-fit.

The main contributions of our work could be summarized
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Fig. 2. llustration of the proposed SNRO framework. Note that we also used Examples Sparse in the testing phase

as follows:
• We use Sparse Extract to save larger memory sets with

the same space consumption as other methods, effectively
alleviating the forgetting of old classes.

• We use Frame Alignment to reduce the spatio-temporal
information of video representation and use Early Break
to prevent the model from over-stretching to newly seen
classes. By slightly dropping the performance of the
current task, we greatly improve the performance of
previous tasks.

• The experiments on UCF101 dataset [18], HMDB51
dataset [10] and UESTC-MMEA-CL dateset [23] demon-
strate the effectiveness of the SNRO.

II. PROPOSED METHOD

This section presents the framework of SNRO as shown
in Fig. 2, which mainly consists of two crucial components:
Examples Sparse and Early Break. Examples Sparse decimates
videos of old classes at a lower sample rate and uses inter-
polation to align frames in the future training stage. Early
Break terminates the training at a small epoch when in the
incremental training stage.

A. Problem formulation

Video class-incremental learning aims at training a model
Φ(;Θ) with parameter Θ while the tasks {T1, T2, · · ·, Tk, · · ·}
arrive in a sequence. Each task Tk has its exclusive dataset
Dk which contains several classes that have never been seen
in previous tasks, which means (D1 ∪ · · · ∪Dk−1)∩Dk = ∅.
The training of task Tk could be divided into two stages: Base
Train and Fine Tune. According to existing works, we make a
memory set Mk for dataset Dk when finished task Tk’s Base
Train, and provide all memory sets to Tk’s Fine Tune and
subsequent tasks.

B. Examples Sparse

We refer to the standard protocol of video class-incremental
method [15] which is based on memory-replay strategy and
knowledge distillation. We realize that rich context information
will cause the model to stretch towards high-semantic space,

leading to heavily relying on high-semantic features to inter-
face. This kind of stretch is helpful in a single classification
task but is disastrous in the class-incremental task. In the
process of continuous training, high-semantic features are
easily overwritten by new classes with sufficient samples,
while the model has not learned enough ability to classify
based on low-semantic features, which leads to the seriously
forgotten of old classes.

The meaning of Examples Sparse lies in this. Specifically,
Examples Sparse contains two parts: Sparse Extract and Frame
Alignment. In task Tk’s Base Train stage, (M1 ∪ · · · ∪
Mk−1) ∪ Dk are accessible to update the model Φ(;Θk−1)
and use Sparse Extract to establish Dk’s memory set Mk.
We first select a subset of video Ck by herding strategy [16]
from Dk after task Tk’s Base Train. Assume that the action
recognition network needs F frames of a video to perform
classify, thus given a video Ci

k ∈ Ck, TCD [15] extract F
frames uniformly, while we only sample F̄ (F̄ = F

2 or
F
4 )

frames uniformly to build memory set. In Tk’s Fine Tune stage,
memory sets (M1 ∪ · · · ∪ Mk) are accessible to update the
model Φ(;Θk) trained in Base Train stage. Frame Alignment
is used to align the memory set with F̄ frames to F frames
the network requires. For example, if F̄ = F

2 , given extracted

frames Ii1k , Ii2k , · · ·, Ii
F
2

k , to avoid additional computational
consumption, we choose Uniform Interpolation:

Ii1k ,
Ii1k + Ii2k

2
, Ii2k , · · ·, Ii

F
2

k (1)

or Repeated Interpolation:

Ii1k , Ii1k , Ii2k , · · ·, Ii
F
2

k (2)

to align them to T frames. in fact, Frame Alignment is also
required in Tk’s Base Train stage for it uses memory sets too.
Notice that we do not perform Examples Sparse on DK in
TK’s Base Train which may heavily sacrifice the performance
of the new classes. DK firstly helps the model achieve decent
performance on new classes, and a part of its high-semantic
features are then shifted to low-semantic features in Fine Tune
stage due to its sparse Mk.



(a) GradCAM maps in TCD

(b) GradCAM maps in SNRO

Fig. 3. (a) and (b) show visualization of GradCAM maps in different tasks
of a video labeled ”Biking” in TCD and SNRO. This class appears in task
T6. The first row of (a) and (b) are raw frames. The second and the third
row are their corresponding GradCAM maps at the end of task T6 and task
T8. SNRO converges worse than TCD on the bicycle’s feature at the end of
T6, which means ”Shift New Classes”. But is better than TCD at the end of
T8, which means ”Remember Old Classes.”

Examples Sparse ensures we build larger memory sets
consuming the same space as TCD. And using F

2 frames to
represent a video contains less spatio-temporal information
than using F frames, it effectively prevents the network
from over-stretching to high-semantic spaces, which allows
preserving more low semantic features in future incremental
tasks as shown in Fig. 3.(a) and Fig. 3.(b). Since Examples
Sparse makes the network more dependent on low-semantic
features for classification, we also do Examples Sparse in the
interface stage.

C. Early Break

To better prevent the model from over-fit to new classes
with sufficient samples in task Tk, which is often caused by
deploying too many training epochs [9], [17], [24], we use
Early Break to terminate training. Under multiple experiments,
we find in the incremental tasks Tk(k > 0), the model sticks
in over-fit just in a few epochs, usually 5-10. Continuing
to iterate in this sense causes the model to severely over-
fit the new class, losing many features learned in previous
tasks. Specifically, the initial task T0 is fixedly trained for
N epochs, and its highest training average accuracy is set as
the threshold in the incremental task Tk(k > 0)’s Base Train
stage. Tk’s Base Train can train up to N

2 epochs, and if the
threshold is reached during this period, the training will be
exited immediately. Note that we don’t apply Early Break to
Fine Tune stage, because it uses the memory sets of all seen
classes with the same sample numbers.

III. EXPERIMENTS

Datasets. We evaluated SNRO on three action recognition
datasets, UCF101 [18], HMDB51 [10] and UESTC-MMEA-
CL [23]. UCF101 dataset contains 13.3K videos from 101
classes. We train the model on 51 classes in the initial task,

and the remaining 50 classes are divided into groups of 10,
5, and 2 classes for each incremental task. HMDB51 dataset
contains 6.8K videos from 51 classes. We train the model on
26 classes in the initial task, and the remaining 25 classes are
divided into groups of 5 and 1 classes for each incremental
task. UESTC-MMEA-CL dataset contains 6.4K videos from
32 classes. Follow the setting of [23], we divide 32 classes
into 4,8, and 16 groups, each group has 8,4, and 2 classes,
and send groups to the corresponding task sequentially.
Implementation Details. We employ TSM [13] as our
backbone and follow its data pre-processing procedure. The
proposed SNRO is based on TCD [15]. For UCF101 dataset
and UESTC-MMEA-CL dataset, we train a ResNet-34 TSM
with a batch size 32. For HMDB51 dataset, we train a ResNet-
50 TSM with a batch size of 12.These settings are consistent
with TCD. we set F̄ = F

4 which F = 8 in the Examples
Sparse strategy for UCF101, and set F̄ = F

2 for HMDB51
and UESTC-MMEA-CL because their longer video lengh.

In task T0’s Base Train of each experiment, we train
N = 50 epochs and record the best performance as the
Early Break’s threshold in the incremental task Tk(k > 0).
Each task’s Fine Tune is fixed to 30 epochs. For initialization,
we use the ImageNet-pretrained weights instead of Kinetics-
pretrained weights, preventing pretrained weights from already
containing the information of unseen classes [20]. We run
our experiments using three random class orders(random seed
is set to 1000,1993 and 2021) and report their final average
performance of CNN and NME.

A. Comparison with State-of-the-art Results

We compare the proposed SNRO with existing class-
incremental learning approaches [15]. For a fair comparison,
we use the same exemplar memory size of 6Mb for each class.

To demonstrate that SNRO greatly improves the perfor-
mance of old classes, we report the final average accuracy
and average forgetting [3] of SNRO and other methods on
different datasets. Assume ak,j(j ≤ k) denotes the CNN
or NME accuracy evaluated on the test set of task Tj after
incremental task Tk, then the average accuracy on task Tk is
defined as:

ACCk =
l

k

k∑
j=1

ak,j (3)

The forgetting fk,j is defined as the CNN or NME forgetting
on task Tj after incremental task Tk which formulated as:

fk,j = max
l∈j,···,k−1

al,j − ak,j , ∀j < k (4)

The average forgetting on task Tk is defined as:

FORk =
l

k − 1

k−1∑
j=1

fk,j (5)

Table I reports the final task’s average accuracy on UCF101
and HMDB51, which shows that SNRO outperforms other
methods under different configurations in terms of all CNN
and NME. We compared SNRO with recent methods on



Dataset UCF101 HMDB51

Num. of Classes 10× 5 stages 5× 10 stages 2× 25 stages 5× 5 stages 1× 25 stages
Classifier CNN NME CNN NME CNN NME CNN NME CNN NME

Finetuning 24.97 - 13.45 - 5.78 - 16.82 - 4.83 -
LwFMC [12] 42.14 - 25.59 - 11.68 - 26.82 - 16.49 -

LwM [4] 43.39 - 26.07 - 12.08 - 26.97 - 16.50 -
iCaRL [16] - 65.34 - 64.51 - 58.73 - 40.09 - 33.77
UCIR [7] 74.31 74.09 70.42 70.50 63.22 64.00 44.90 46.53 37.04 37.15

PODNet [5] 73.26 74.37 71.58 73.75 70.28 71.87 44.32 48.78 38.76 46.62
TCD [15] 74.89 77.16 73.43 75.35 72.19 74.01 45.34 50.36 40.47 46.66

SNRO 78.96 77.76 77.60 76.95 76.84 76.21 48.65 52.10 46.40 49.38
TABLE I

COMPARISON WITH THE STATE-OF-THE-ART APPROACHES ON UCF101 AND HMDB51.

Num. of Classes 8× 4 stages 4× 8 stages 2× 16 stages
Classifier CNN NME CNN NME CNN NME

Finetuning 53.19 - 29.3 - 17.3 -
LwM [4] 51.6 - 40.4 - 21.9 -
EWC [9] 72.04 - 51.6 - 31.8 -

iCaRL [16] 75.84 - 70.44 - 69.15 -
TCD [15] 83.47 85.62 78.23 79.05 76.85 77.13

SNRO 84.68 85.81 82.38 82.48 80.52 79.60
TABLE II

COMPARISON WITH THE STATE-OF-THE-ART APPROACHES ON
UESTC-MMEA-CL.

Dataset UCF101 HMDB51 UESTC.

Num. of Classes 5× 10 stages 5× 5 stages 4× 8 stages
Classifier CNN NME CNN NME CNN NME

TCD [15] 3.24 1.71 7.82 3.15 9.85 7.08
SNRO 1.92 1.40 7.16 2.98 8.50 7.04

TABLE III
AVERAGE FORGETTING OF SNRO AND TCD ON UCF101, HMDB51,

AND UESTC-MMEA-CL.

UESTC-MMEA-CL in Table II, SNRO sets new state-of-the-
art performance, which means it is also more effective on the
large-scale dataset.

Table III shows that the final task’s average forgetting of
SNRO is lower than the state-of-the-art methods on every
dataset, meaning SNRO achieves better performance by re-
ducing the forgetting of old classes, rather than pursuing the
high performance of new classes.

B. Ablation Study

In this section, we analyze the effectiveness of SNRO by
presenting ablation studies on UCF101 dataset.

Examples Sparse Early Break CNN NMESparse Extract Frame Alignment

✕ ✕ ✕ 72.06 73.05
✕ ✕ ✓ 72.79 73.40

T/2 Avg. ✓ 74.69 74.17
T/2 Dupe. ✓ 75.33 75.13
T/4 Avg. ✓ 74.33 73.53
T/4 Dupe. ✕ 75.24 75.53
T/4 Dupe. ✓ 76.12 75.97

TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDY RESULTS ABOUT EXAMPLES SPARSE & EARLY BREAK

ON UCF101. AVG. MEANS AVERAGE, DUBE. MEANS DUPLICATE. THE
INCREMENTAL STAGE IS SET TO 5× 10. THE RANDOM SEED IS SET TO

1000.

Classifier NoF. NoV. Memory Size CNN NME

TCD 8 5 6Mb 72.06 73.05
TCD 8 10 12Mb 75.19 75.40

SNRO 4 10 6Mb 75.33 75.13

TABLE V
ABLATION STUDY RESULTS ABOUT SNRO AND TCD UNDER THE

PREMISE OF THE SAME MEMORY SET SIZE. NOV. REPRESENTS HOW MANY
MEMORY VIDEOS ARE STORED FOR EACH CLASS, AND NOF. REPRESENTS

HOW MANY FRAMES ARE STORED IN EACH VIDEO.

1) Examples Sparse & Early Break: In order to demon-
strate the effectiveness of Examples Sparse and Early Break,
we conducted experiments with different configurations on the
UCF101 dataset. Table IV shows the experiments’ results.
Examples Sparse brings a major performance promotion,
mainly because it significantly increases the capacity of the
memory set and suppresses high semantic features. Early
Break effectively prevents the tendency of over-fit to new
classes, achieving a 0.73% CNN improvement with the same
memory set construction method.

2) Less Spatio-Temporal Information Is Not Bad: We fix
the storage space and the number of memory samples respec-
tively and conduct experiments on TCD and SNRO. Table V
shows that when the fixed storage space is 6Mb, the accuracy
of SNRO is significantly better than that of TCD, mainly
because SNRO can save twice samples for each old class and
significantly reduce the forgetting of old classes. Even if the
memory consumption of TCD is increased to 12Mb, managing
to maintain the same size memory sets as SNRO, SNRO still
be competitive. Notice that under the same size memory sets,
less spatio-temporal information does not bring performance
loss to SNRO, and even surpasses TCD which consumes twice
the storage space in terms of CNN performance.

IV. CONCLUSION

We present a novel framework for video class-incremental
learning named SNRO, which slightly shifts the features of
new classes during their training stage and helps greatly
improve the performance of old classes. Specifically, we intro-
duced Examples Sparse and Early Break, first one helps store
more examples and forces the model to pay more attention
to low-semantic features which are harder to be forgotten,
and the second prevents the model from overstretching into
the high semantic space of the current task. Compared with
existing works, SNRO achieves higher performance with the



same memory consumption, even if its memory consumption
is limited to half of the other works, SNRO is still competitive.
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