arXiv:2406.07915v1 [cs.IT] 12 Jun 2024

Aggregation Design for Personalized Federated Multi-Modal Learning over Wireless Networks

Benshun Yin, Zhiyong Chen, Senior Member, IEEE, and Meixia Tao, IEEE Fellow

Abstract—Federated Multi-Modal Learning (FMML) is an emerging field that integrates information from different modalities in federated learning to improve the learning performance. In this letter, we develop a parameter scheduling scheme to improve personalized performance and communication efficiency in personalized FMML, considering the non-independent and nonidentically distributed (non-IID) data along with the modality heterogeneity. Specifically, a learning-based approach is utilized to obtain the aggregation coefficients for parameters of different modalities on distinct devices. Based on the aggregation coefficients and channel state, a subset of parameters is scheduled to be uploaded to a server for each modality. Experimental results show that the proposed algorithm can effectively improve the personalized performance of FMML.

Index Terms—Federated learning, Multi-Modal learning, Aggregation coefficients.

I. INTRODUCTION

Federated learning (FL) [1], [2] is a well-known distributed learning framework. In recent years, FL has evolved from focusing solely on single-modal data to incorporating multiple modalities, termed Federated Multi-Modal Learning (FMML) [3]–[6]. By integrating information from different modalities, FMML facilitates more comprehensive representation of data, improving the accuracy and robustness of models. The key of FMML is leveraging multi-modal data on devices for collaborative learning, capitalizing on the synergistic potential of varied data types to improve learning outcomes.

The data modalities on different devices can be heterogeneous in FMML, due to variations in detection environments and device types, as shown in Fig. 1. For example, some vehicles may be equipped with visual sensors only, whereas others possess both visual and radar sensors. Generally, distinct neural networks are employed to extract features from different modalities. For instance, the transformer [7] can be used for processing text, whereas convolutional neural networks are applied for visual data. The modality heterogeneity in FMML implies that the parameters corresponding to the modalities a device possesses can be trained locally. On the other hand, the non-independent and identically distributed (non-IID) data across devices can lead to the local model converging towards personalized data distributions. To address the challenges posed by modality heterogeneity and non-IID data, we optimize the aggregation coefficients of each modality on each device in this letter.

All authors are with Cooperative Medianet Innovation Center and Shanghai Key Laboratory of Digital Media Processing and Transmission, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, China (e-mail: {yinbsh, zhiyongchen, mxtao}@sjtu.edu.cn). M. Tao is also with Department of Electronic Engineering, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, China. (Corresponding author: Zhiyong Chen, Meixia Tao)

Figure 1. A federated multi-modal learning system.

Many federated learning methods [8]–[12] have been proposed to address the challenge of non-IID data, but these methods are exclusively designed for single-modal data. Several recent works [3]–[6], [13] have considered the multimodal data in distributed learning. To address the issue of modality heterogeneity, the training scheme of FMML has been designed in [4]–[6]. A dynamic and multi-view graph structure is applied on the edge server to automatically capture the relationships among devices in [4]. In [5], an inter-modal contrastive objective is designed to complement the absent modality. To learn the cross-modal features, the modalityagnostic features and the modality-specific features are extracted from each modality separately in [6]. However, existing works have not considered aggregating sub-networks from part of users for enhancing the personalized performance.

Inspired by the above, we improve the model aggregation process of FMML to enhance the personalized performance and communication efficiency. Firstly, we employ a learningbased approach to optimize the aggregation coefficients of different devices for each modality. The aggregation coefficients are updated using a gradient descent approach, which is seamlessly integrated into the FMML training process without introducing additional communication overhead. Secondly, we develop a parameter scheduling method to improve the communication efficiency based on the aggregation coefficients and channel conditions. Finally, we conduct experiments to demonstrate that the proposed approach can effectively improve the personalized performance of FMML.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Multi-Modal Data and Neural Networks

We consider a federated multi-modal learning system as shown in Fig. 1, which consists of a set of wireless devices K = {1, 2, ..., K}. The set of modalities of device k is M_k ⊆ M, where M = {1, 2, ..., M} contains all modalities. Note that M_k varies across different devices. Each device k ∈ K has its local dataset {({x^m_{k,1}}_{m∈M}, y_{k,1}), ..., ({x^m_{k,Dk} }_{m∈M}, y_{k,Dk} )} with the size D_k. x^m_{k,1}, ..., x^m_{k,Dk} are the raw data of the modality m ∈ M_k. y_{k,1}, ..., y_{k,Dk} refer to the corresponding labels.

As shown in Fig. 1, the data x^m_{k,d} of modality m is processed by the network with the parameter w̃^{n,m}_{k,t} to extract the feature. The features of different modalities are concatenated and then processed by the classifier with the parameter w̃^{n,c}_{k,t} to obtain the prediction. Using the output and the label, the loss function, such as cross-entropy, can be computed to evaluate the performance of multi-modal fusion. These parameters are obtained by device k after the n-th iteration of the tth global round. For convenience, we denote the parameter specific to modality m as w^{n,m}_{k,t} . Part of parameters in w̃^{n,c}_{k,t} are shared across different modalities, which is denoted as w^{n,M+1} k,t . In summary, the parameters that trained by device k is w^n_{k,t} = {w^{n,m}_{k,t} }_{m∈Mk} ∪ {w^{n,M+1}_{k,t} }.

B. Personalized Federated Multi-Modal Learning

In this paper, we aim to minimize the personalized loss function F_k(w) =^1_{Dk} ∑_{Dk} d=1 f({x^m_{k,d}}_{m∈Mk} , y_{k,d}; w) for device k through the collaborative learning of devices. Here, f(·) is the task-specific loss function, e.g., cross-entropy. The execution process of personalized FMML can be divided into two stages, i.e., local update and parameter aggregation. The local update and parameter aggregation stages are performed for many global rounds to obtain the desired learning performance.

1) Local Update Stage: Device k uses the parameter w^{n,m}_{k,t} , which is specific to modality m ∈ M_k, along with the shared parameter w^{n,M+1}_{k,t} , to calculate the loss function. Then, the gradient is calculated to update the parameter w^n_{k,t}. It’s not necessary for device k to maintain the parameters corresponding to the other modalities, i.e., w^{n,m}_{k,t} , m /∈ M_k, because they are not used in the forward and backward propagation. The update equation of device k is w^n_{k,t} = w^{n−1}_{k,t} − η∇_wn−1_{k,t} F_k(w^{n−1}_{k,t} ), (1) for n = 1, 2, ..., N_k. N_k is the number of local iterations performed on device k.

2) Parameter Aggregation Stage: We use I^m_{k,t} = 1 denote that device k uploads its locally trained parameter w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} to the server in the t-th round, otherwise I^m_{k,t} = 0. In personalized FMML, instead of obtaining a global model through parameter aggregation, the server retains a personalized model W_{k,t} = {W^m_{k,t}}_{m∈Mk} ∪ {W^{M+1}_{k,t} } for each device. W^m_{k,t} and W^{M+1}_{k,t} represent the parameter specific to modality m and the parameter shared across modalities respectively. For device k and modality m with I^m_{k,t} = 1, the server-side parameter is replaced with the aggregated parameter, i.e., W^m_{k,t} = K∑ k^′ =1 ξ^m_{k,k}′_{,t}w^{Nk ,m}_k′_{,t} , m = 1, 2, ..., M + 1, (2) where ξ^m_{k,k}′_{,t} ≥ 0, ∀k^′ , ∀k are the aggregation coefficients for the parameters. For device k and modality m with I^m_{k,t} = 0, ξ^m_{k,k}′_{,t} and ξ^m_k′_{,k,t} are set as 0 for ∀k^′ ≠ k. Besides, the coefficients satisfy ∑_K k^′ =1 ξ m k,k^′ ,t = 1. The server-side parameter

with I^m_{k,t} = 0 remain unchanged, i.e., W^m_{k,t} = W^m_{k,t−1}.

After parameter aggregation, the parameter W^m_{k,t} corresponding to I^m_{k,t} = 1 is transmitted to device k. For device k and modality m with I^m_{k,t} = 1, the initial parameter in the (t + 1)-th round is w^{0,m}_{k,t+1} = W^m_{k,t}. For the parameters of the other sub-networks, the initial parameter in the (t + 1)-th round is w^{0,m}_{k,t+1} = w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} .

It can be observed from (2) that for modality m, only devices with I^m_{k,t} = 1 upload the parameters to the server for aggregation. Additionally, due to distinct personalized objectives on the devices, the aggregation coefficients vary across different devices. Optimizing the aggregation coefficients for each device is necessary to facilitate parameter aggregation that benefits the enhancement of personalized performance. If the parameters from other devices are not very helpful to the performance improvement of modality m on device k, device k can choose not to upload the parameter specific to modality m to the server for aggregation, thereby reducing communication overhead.

III. AGGREGATION DESIGN FOR PERSONALIZED FEDERATED MULTI-MODAL LEARNING

A. Learn to Update Aggregation Coefficients

To update the aggregation coefficients for improving the personalized performance, we initially define an parameter matrix for each modality m ∈ M, i.e.,

Ξ^m_t = ξ̂m_{1,1,t} ... ξ̂m_{1,K,t} ... ξ̂^m_{k,k}′_{,t} ... ξ̂m_{K,1,t} ... ξ̂m_{K,K,t} ∈ R^{K×K} . (3)

Due to the unknown data similarity between devices at the initial stage, all values in Ξ^m_t are initialized to^1_K . Then we transform these parameters to construct the aggregation coefficients that satisfy the requirements of being greater than 0 and summing to 1. Firstly, we apply the softmax function to the parameters ξ̂^m_{k,k}′_{,t} for each modality of each device, i.e., ξ̃^m_{k,k′ ,t} = e ξ̂^m_{k,k′ ,t} ∑_K k^{′′} =1 e ξ̂m_{k,k′′ ,t} , ∀k ′ , ∀k, ∀m. (4) Considering that a subset of parameters is uploaded, we further employ I^m_{k,t} to transform ξ̃^m_{k,k}′_{,t}. We define a matrix Ĩ^m_t ∈ R^{K×K} , where the k-th row and k^′ -th column of Ĩ^m_t is Ĩ^m_{k,k}′_{,t}. For device k and modality m with I^m_{k,t} = 0, we set Ĩ^m_{k,k,t} = 1 and Ĩ^m_{k,k}′_{,t} = Ĩ^m_k′_{,k,t} = 0 for k^′ ≠ k. The other elements in Ĩm_t are set as 1. Then we use Ĩ m_{k,k′ ,t} to obtain ξm_{k,k′ ,t}, i.e.,

ξ^m_{k,k}′_{,t} = Ĩ m_{k,k′ ,t}ξ̃m_{k,k′ ,t} ∑_K k^{′′} =1 Ĩ m k,k^{′′} ,t ξ̃m_{k,k′′ ,t} , ∀k^′ , ∀k, ∀m. (5)

Figure 2. Execution process of personalized federated multi-modal learning systems with the update of aggregation coefficients.

Algorithm 1 Personalized FMML with the update of aggregation coefficients Input: Initial parameters W_{k,0}, w^0_{k,0} and Ξ^m_t ; Learning rate η and η̂; Initial value A^m_k = 0. 1: for training round t = 1 to τ do 2: for all devices k = 1 to K in parallel do 3: Local update for N_k iterations with equation (1). 4: end for 5: for modality m = 1 to M + 1 do 6: Sort^{1−ξ̃mk,k,t} T^{P arD} k,t +T^{cmp}_{k,t} + ∑m−1 m′ =1 Im ′ k,t Υ m ′ +Υm

B log(1+ pk g2k,t BN0 ) for devices

with modality m in descending order.

7: Select the top K̂ devices with the largest values. Set I^m_{k,t} = 1 and A^m_k = 0 for them. Set I^m_{k,t} = 0 and A^m_k = A^m_k + 1 for the others.

8: For device k satisfying A^m_k ≥ A^{th} and m ∈ M_k, set I^m_{k,t} = 1 and A^m_k = 0.

9: end for 10: Transmit w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} with I^m_{k,t} = 1 to the server. 11: The server aggregates the received parameters with the coefficient ξ^m_{k,k}′_{,t}, and retain the gradient ∇_{ξ̂}m_{k,k′ ,t} W^m_{k,t}.

12: The server calculate w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} − W^m_{k,t−1} and combine it with ∇_{ξ̂}m_{k,k′ ,t−1} W^m_{k,t−1} to obtain Ξ^m_{t+1}.

13: The server sends W^m_{k,t} with I^m_{k,t} = 1 to the respective devices.

14: end for

The gradient of Ξ^m_t can be obtained using the chain rule. Suppose that device k downloads W^m_{k,t} from the server as the initial parameter w^{0,m}_{k,t+1}, then the gradient of ξ̂^m_{k,k}′_{,t} is ∇_{ξ̂}m_{k,k′ ,t} F_k(W^m_{k,t}) = (∇_{ξ̂}m_{k,k′ ,t} W^m_{k,t})^T ∇_W m_{k,t} F_k(w^0_{k,t+1}). (6) The server can obtain the gradient ∇_{ξ̂}m_{k,k′ ,t} W^m_{k,t} after the

parameter aggregation. The gradient ∇_W m_{k,t} F_k(w^0_{k,t+1}) can be estimated by the change of parameters. For example, if device k uploads w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t+1} to the server in the (t + 1)-th round, the gradient ∇_W m_{k,t} F_k (w^0_{k,t+1}) can be estimated using w^{Nk ,m} k,t+1 − W m k,t. The parameter ξ̂^m_{k,k}′_{,t} is updated by ξ̂^m_{k,k′ ,t+1} = ξ̂^m_{k,k′ ,t} − η̂∇_{ξ̂m} k,k ′ ,t F_k(W^m_{k,t}), (7)

where η̂ is the learning rate.

The execution process of personalized FMML with the update of aggregation coefficients is shown in Fig. 2. Firstly, the devices perform local updates using (1) in the t-th global round. Secondly, the server schedules the parameters specific to modality m from a subset of devices, which are then aggregated with others to improve performance. If the parameter specific to modality m of device k is scheduled, the index I^m_{k,t} is set to 1. Otherwise I^m_{k,t} = 0. After the server scheduling, device k uploads the parameter w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} with I^m_{k,t} = 1 to the server. Upon receiving the parameters, the server performs aggregation using the aggregation coefficients ξ^m_{k,k}′_{,t} to obtain W^m_{k,t}. After the aggregation, the gradient ∇_{ξ̂}m_{k,k′ ,t} W^m_{k,t} can be obtained and retained at the server for updating the coefficient in the next round. Then the parameter change w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} −W^m_{k,t−1} is calculated with the uploaded parameter w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} , which is combined with the gradient ∇_{ξ̂}m_{k,k′ ,t−1} W^m_{k,t−1} obtained from

the (t − 1)-th round to update Ξ^m_t , resulting in Ξ^m_{t+1}. For device k and modality m with I^m_{k,t} = 0, the parameter change is set as 0. Therefore, only the subset of elements in Ξ^m_t corresponding to I^m_{k,t} = 1 is updated in the t-th round. Finally, the server-side parameter W^m_{k,t} specific to modality m with I^m_{k,t} = 1 is transmitted to device k. The overall training process of the proposed personalized FMML with the update of aggregation coefficients is outlined in Algorithm 1.

B. Improvement on Communication Efficiency

To improve the communication efficiency, we schedule the parameters specific to modality m from K̂ devices. We use the obtained aggregation coefficients to determine the necessity of aggregating users’ parameters within each modality. Specifically, a larger value of ξ^m_{k,k}′_{,t} indicates a greater

necessity to aggregate the parameter w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} with w^{Nk′ ,m}_k′_{,t} for improving the personalized performance on device k. ∑ k^′ ≠k ξ m k^′ ,k,t = 1 − ξ m k,k,t represents the impact of w N_k ,m k,t on the parameters specific to modality m of the other devices. ∑ k^′ ≠k ξ m k,k^′ ,t can represent the total impact of parameters w^{Nk′ ,m} k^′ ,t , k ′ ≠ k from other devices on the parameter w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} of device k. Because ξ^m_{k,k}′_{,t} and ξ^m_k′_{,k,t} are determined by the data similarity between device k and k^′ , the values of ∑ k^′ ≠k ξ m k^′ ,k,t and ∑ k^′ ≠k ξ m k,k^′ ,t are generally close. There-

fore, devices with a larger value of 1 − ξ^m_{k,k,t} are more likely to upload the parameter w^{Nk ,m}_{k,t} to the server.

Additionally, it’s crucial to consider the impact of channel conditions. For computing the training latency conveniently, synchronous aggregation method is adopted as shown in Fig. 2. Parameters are aggregated after receiving all the scheduled parameters. Therefore, when scheduling parameters, we aim for a shorter duration between two consecutive aggregation processes. In the t-th training round, the download latency of device k is determined by the parameter scheduling I^m_{k,t−1} in the (t − 1)-th round, i.e., T^{P arD} k,t = ∑ m∈M_k I m k,t−1Υ m + I^{M+1}_{k,t−1}Υ^{M+1}

B log(1 +^{p̂g2k,t}_{BN0} )

, (8)

where Υ^m denotes the parameter size (in bit) specific to modality m and Υ^{M+1} is the size of the shared parameters. The server transmits the parameters to device k using a channel with a bandwidth of B through the transmission power p̂. The channel gain between device k and server in the t-th round is g_{k,t}. The spectral density of the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) is N_0. The latency of local update is T^{cmp}_{k,t} = N_k( ∑ m∈M_k O m + O^{M+1}) f_ke_k , (9)

where O^m is the floating point operations (FLOPs) specific to modality m in each iteration and O^{M+1} is the FLOPs for the shared parameters. f_k and e_k are the computing frequency and the number of FLOPs per cycle for device k, respectively.

When scheduling parameters, it is necessary to consider the completion time of local updates on devices. If T^{P arD}_{k,t} +T^{cmp}_{k,t} is large, uploading numerous parameters of device k may extend the duration of the training round. To balance personalized performance and latency, we adopt the parameter scheduling method outlined in lines 5 to 9 of Algorithm 1 to select K̂ devices. Specifically, p_k is the transmission power of device k. Device k has not uploaded the parameters of modality m to the server for A^m_k rounds. If A^m_k exceeds the threshold A^{th}, device k must upload the parameters once to prevent insufficient optimization of the corresponding aggregation coefficients.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

A. Simulation Setup

In the simulation, we consdier a FMML system, where devices are uniformly distributed within a circular area with a diameter of 100 meters. The distance between device k and base station is d_k. The channel gain g_{k,t} follows the Rayleigh distribution with the mean 10^{−P L(dk)/20}. The path loss is P L(d_k)(dB) = 32.4 + 20 log_{10}(f̂^{carrier}_k ) + 20 log_{10}(d_{k,k}′ ) and the carrier frequency is f̂^{carrier}_k = 2.6 GHz.

Two datasets are utlitzed in the simulation. The CREMA- D dataset [14] comprises data from six categories, featuring both visual and audio modalities. This dataset is distributed across 9 devices, with one-third of these devices processing both modalities and the remaining devices processing only one modality. Two ResNet-18 [15] with different input dimensions are used to extract features of length 512 from the 257 × 188 audio inputs and 224 × 224 × 3 visual inputs, respectively.

Table I ACCURACIES ON CREMA-D WITH K̂ =^K_3

non-IID-1 non-IID-2 non-IID-3 FedAvg 48.90 52.99 36.90 Local training 54.93 53.51 39.70 FedProx 51.02 53.08 36.90 FedFomo 57.53 54.03 43.14 FedAMP 58.65 53.90 41.91 Proposed 65.31 55.98 48.11

Table II ACCURACIES ON MOSEI WITH K̂ =^K_3

non-IID-1 non-IID-2 non-IID-3 FedAvg 49.13 52.46 43.54 Local training 50.81 52.72 43.21 FedProx 49.05 53.01 43.27 FedFomo 50.88 53.44 43.81 FedAMP 50.15 53.28 43.65 Proposed 52.88 54.81 45.47

The extracted features are then concatenated and fed into a fully connected neural network with node sizes of [1024, 1024, 6]. The MOSEI dataset [16] comprises data from seven categories, encompassing visual, audio, and textual modalities. It is partitioned among 18 devices, where one-third of the devices have all three modalities, another third have two modalities, and the final third have only one modality. The input feature dimensions for audio, visual and text are 74, 35, 300, respectively. Three different transformers are applied to extract features of length 128 by processing the inputs, respectively. The extracted features are then concatenated and fed into a fully connected neural network with node sizes of [384, 384, 7]. The training is performed for 50 rounds with η = 2 × 10^{−4}, η̂ = 0.01 and A^{th} = 10.

We apply three different distributions of data categories. Non-IID-1: each device only possesses data from any three categories. Non-IID-2: 50% data on each device belongs to one category, while the remaining data is randomly selected. Non-IID-3: 30% data on each device belongs to one category, while the remaining data is randomly selected.

B. Performance Comparison

The test accuracies of the proposed method are compared with those of FedAvg [1], local training, FedProx [8], Fed- Fomo [9] and FedAMP [12]. As shown in Tables I and II, the proposed method achieves the highest test accuracies. For example, in the Non-IID 1 case of CREMA-D, the accuracy can be increased from 50.63% to 60.49%. Compared to FedAvg and FedProx, which train a global model, local training focuses solely on the performance of each device, exhibiting better personalized performance. FedFomo is specifically designed to enhance the personalized performance of devices. The proposed method outperforms FedFomo, indicating that it can effectively update the aggregation coefficients.

In addition to the ratio shown in line 6 of Algorithm 1, we also utilize the linear combination 1 − ξ̃^m_{k,k,t} − α ( T^{P arD} k,t + T^{cmp}_{k,t} + ∑_{m−1} m ′ =1 I^m ′ k,t Υ^m ′ +Υ^m

B log(1+^{pk g} 2 k,t BN0 ) ) as a metric for scheduling, where

Table III COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT SCHEDULING METHODS

Method ratio α = 10^{−4} α = 10^{−3} α = 10^{−2} Accuracy 65.31 65.32 64.52 63.21 Training time 5.30×10^3 5.47×10^3 5.39×10^3 4.68×10^3

Table IV ACCURACIES ON CREMA-D WITH DIFFERENT K̂

K̂ =^K_3 K̂ =^{2K}_3 K̂ = K

non-IID-1

FedAvg 48.90 49.02 48.83 FedAMP 58.65 58.55 59.48 Proposed 65.31 64.18 66.89

non-IID-2

FedAvg 52.99 54.86 54.10 FedAMP 53.90 55.53 55.07 Proposed 55.98 58.56 59.74

non-IID-3

FedAvg 36.90 40.38 41.05 FedAMP 41.91 40.26 41.12 Proposed 48.11 47.98 48.13

α is a hyperparameter. The accuracy and training latency of the two methods are shown in Table III. Increasing α can bias the scheduling method towards reducing latency, while causing the decrease in accuracy. Compared to the linear combination, scheduling using the ratio can achieve higher accuracy within the same training time. Table IV shows the performance under different K̂. We can observe an overall improvement in performance with the increase of K̂.

Table V presents the training time of different methods. The proposed method, by considering the impact of parameter scheduling on each round’s duration, achieves lower latency than FedAvg. In contrast, FedFomo, which necessitates downloading all parameters uploaded by other devices for local testing, incurs the longest training time.

Fig. 3 illustrates the variation of aggregation coefficients for both modalities on CREMAD with the non-IID-1 distribution. It is observed that the aggregation coefficients for each device’s own parameters increase significantly. Meanwhile, the aggregation coefficients for devices with a similar data distribution, characterized by having two common categories, gradually decrease. In cases where the similarity in data distribution among devices is very low (either lacking identical categories or having only one common category), the aggregation coefficients for these devices decrease significantly.

V. CONCLUSION To improve personalized performance in FMML, this letter adopts a learning-based approach to obtain the aggregation coefficients for parameters across various modalities on distinct devices. For improving the communication efficiency, we further design a parameter scheduling method, taking into account both the aggregation coefficients and the channel state of devices. Experimental results show that the proposed method effectively improve the personalized performance of FMML, notably reducing training time.

REFERENCES

[1] B. McMahan, E. Moore, D. Ramage, S. Hampson, and B. A. y Arcas, “Communication-efficient learning of deep networks from decentralized data,” in Proc. Artificial intelligence and statistics, 2017, pp. 1273–1282.

Table V TRAINING TIME (SECONDS) OF DIFFERENT ALGORITHMS

K̂ =^K_3 K̂ =^{2K}_3 K̂ = K

FedAvg 6.50×10^3 7.47×10^3 7.87×10^3 FedFomo 7.95×10^3 1.13×10^4 1.46×10^4 Proposed 5.47×10^3 7.10×10^3 7.87×10^3

(a) (b)

Figure 3. The variation of the aggregation coefficients of (a) audio modality, (b) visual modality on CREMA-D with the non-IID-1 distribution.

[2] C. Feng, Z. Zhao, Y. Wang, T. Q. S. Quek, and M. Peng, “On the design of federated learning in the mobile edge computing systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 9, pp. 5902–5916, Sept. 2021.

[3] B. Salehi, J. Gu, D. Roy, and K. Chowdhury, “Flash: Federated learning for automated selection of high-band mmwave sectors,” in Proc. IEEE Conference on Computer Communications, 2022, pp. 1719–1728.

[4] J. Chen and A. Zhang, “Fedmsplit: Correlation-adaptive federated multitask learning across multimodal split networks,” in Proc. ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, 2022, p. 87–96.

[5] Q. Yu, Y. Liu, Y. Wang, K. Xu, and J. Liu, “Multimodal federated learning via contrastive representation ensemble,” in Proc. International Conference on Learning Representations, 2023.

[6] X. Yang, B. Xiong, Y. Huang, and C. Xu, “Cross-modal federated human activity recognition via modality-agnostic and modality-specific representation learning,” in Proc. AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, vol. 36, no. 3, Jun. 2022, pp. 3063–3071.

[7] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit, L. Jones, A. N. Gomez, L. u. Kaiser, and I. Polosukhin, “Attention is all you need,” in Proc. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, vol. 30, 2017.

[8] T. Li, A. K. Sahu, M. Zaheer, M. Sanjabi, A. Talwalkar, and V. Smith, “Federated optimization in heterogeneous networks,” Proc. Machine learning and systems, vol. 2, pp. 429–450, 2020.

[9] M. Zhang, K. Sapra, S. Fidler, S. Yeung, and J. M. Alvarez, “Personalized federated learning with first order model optimization,” in Proc. International Conference on Learning Representations, 2021.

[10] W. Shi, S. Zhou, Z. Niu, M. Jiang, and L. Geng, “Joint device scheduling and resource allocation for latency constrained wireless federated learning,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 453–467, Jan. 2021.

[11] H. Zhu, Y. Zhou, H. Qian, Y. Shi, X. Chen, and Y. Yang, “Online client selection for asynchronous federated learning with fairness consideration,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, Apr. 2023.

[12] Y. Huang, L. Chu, Z. Zhou, L. Wang, J. Liu, J. Pei, and Y. Zhang, “Personalized cross-silo federated learning on non-iid data,” in Proc. AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, vol. 35, no. 9, 2021, pp. 7865– 7873.

[13] B. Yin, Z. Chen, and M. Tao, “Knowledge distillation and training balance for heterogeneous decentralized multi-modal learning over wireless networks,” IEEE Transactions on Mobile Computing, pp. 1–15, 2024.

[14] H. Cao, D. G. Cooper, M. K. Keutmann, R. C. Gur, A. Nenkova, and R. Verma, “Crema-d: Crowd-sourced emotional multimodal actors dataset,” IEEE Transactions on Affective Computing, vol. 5, no. 4, pp. 377–390, 2014.

[15] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun, “Deep residual learning for image recognition,” in Proc. IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, June 2016.

[16] A. Bagher Zadeh, P. P. Liang, S. Poria, E. Cambria, and L.-P. Morency, “Multimodal language analysis in the wild: CMU-MOSEI dataset and interpretable dynamic fusion graph,” in Proc. Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics, Jul. 2018, pp. 2236–2246.