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Abstract

Existing class-incremental learning (CIL) approaches
based on replay or knowledge distillation are often con-
strained by forgetting or the stability-plasticity dilemma.
Some expansion-based approaches could achieve higher
accuracy. However, they always require significant pa-
rameter increases. In this paper, we propose a plugin ex-
tension paradigm termed the Deployment of extra LoRA
Components (DLC) for non-pre-trained CIL scenarios. We
treat the feature extractor trained through replay or distil-
lation as a base model with rich knowledge. For each task,
we use Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) to inject task-specific
residuals into the base model’s deep layers. During infer-
ence, representations with task-specific residuals are aggre-
gated to produce classification predictions. To mitigate in-
terference from non-target LoRA plugins, we introduce a
lightweight weighting unit. This unit learns to assign impor-
tance scores to different LoORA-tuned representations. Like
downloadable contents in software, our method serves as a
plug-and-play enhancement that efficiently extends the base
methods. Remarkably, on the large-scale ImageNet-100,
with merely 4% of the parameters of a standard ResNet-
18, our DLC model achieves a significant 8% improvement
in accuracy, demonstrating exceptional efficiency. More-
over, it could surpass state-of-the-art methods under the
fixed memory budget.

1. Introduction

In recent years, deep learning has achieved remarkable suc-
cess across a variety of domains [4, 5, 15, 36, 38]. However,
most models rely on a key assumption that the data distribu-
tion and learned classes remain fixed. In real-world scenar-
ios, data distributions evolve continuously and new classes
emerge over time [ 2], making static training paradigms im-
practical. Moreover, learning each new task typically relies

on introducing additional task-specific sub-models, leading
to inefficient model growth over time. Class-Incremental
Learning (CIL) [18, 37, 45] thus plays a crucial role in en-
abling models to continually learn from non-stationary data
streams while retaining prior knowledge.

Existing CIL methods [45] can be broadly categorized
into rehearsal-based, restriction-based, and expansion-
based approaches. Rehearsal-based methods maintain a
small replay buffer by storing a limited number of repre-
sentative exemplars from previous tasks [8, 19, 24]. How-
ever, the number of stored exemplars is typically far smaller
than that of samples in the current task, creating a severe
data imbalance that biases learning toward new classes and
thus exacerbates catastrophic forgetting. Restriction-based
methods [2, 22] aim to mitigate catastrophic forgetting by
constraining model updates during new task learning. A
representative example is knowledge distillation [23, 28],
which preserves previous knowledge by aligning the cur-
rent model’s output with those of its earlier versions. Such
constraints introduce a trade-off: the model must balance
adherence to past knowledge with adaptation to new data.
This stability-plasticity dilemma fundamentally limits the
achievable performance of restriction-based approaches.

To address this, expansion-based CIL methods [20, 26,
34] allocate task-specific architectural blocks, creating iso-
lated parameter spaces for new knowledge and freezing
previously learned parameters. While this isolates inter-
ference between tasks, the scalability limits as each new
task requires its own feature extractor, causing parameters
to grow linearly and incurring heavy storage costs. Re-
cent pre-trained models-based methods [43] attempt to re-
duce this cost through lightweight fine-tuning modules. Yet,
most PTM-based designs rely heavily on vision transform-
ers with massive parameters (86M), and their fine-tuning
modules can even surpass the size of conventional mod-
els. For instance, the introduction of a single Adapter mod-
ule [46] incurs an parameter overhead (15M) greater than
that of a complete ResNet-18 (11M). In addition, these
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Figure 1. Parameter-accuracy comparison of different CIL meth-
ods on ImageNet-100 with ResNet-18. DLC achieves the best bal-
ance between parameter efficiency and accuracy compared to prior
SOTA methods. iCaRL-DLC, WA-DLC, and BiC-DLC mean in-
tegrating DLC into the corresponding methods, respectively.

PTM-based expansion methods face practical limitations,
as PTMs are not universally available in practical applica-
tions. Therefore, expansion-based methods raise concerns
despite strong performance. Their long-term sustainability
and scalability in lifelong learning are questionable. This
exposes a new quandary to CIL: How can we maintain high
accuracy without a prohibitive linear increase in parame-
ters as the number of tasks grows?

To address this challenge, we propose the Deployment
of extra LoORA Components (DLC). Rather than expanding
the feature extractor model, DLC adopts a plug-and-play
extension paradigm. Specifically, we attach task-specific
Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) plugins to the deep layers
of the base model. These plugins are updated exclusively
during their corresponding task’s training phase, which oc-
curs after the base model has been trained. This design en-
sures that the DLC plugins are trained independently, thus
enabling their seamless and non-interfering integration into
other methods. During inference, the base model loads all
LoRA plugins to extract their feature representations, and
they are aggregated into a composite one for final classi-
fication. However, non-target LoRA plugins that were not
adequately updated on the dataset corresponding to the sam-
ple’s task may introduce noise or less informative residuals
into the composite representation. So we propose a dedi-
cated lightweight weighting unit before the classifier. This
unit automatically assigns importance weights to different
LoRA plugin outputs. DLC could enhance many non-
expansion CIL approaches, such as knowledge distillation
or replay methods. Experimental results on various bench-
mark datasets show that our method consistently improves
the performance of replay- and distillation-based baselines.
For instance, it could achieve up to 8% accuracy gains on

ImageNet-100 using ResNet-18 and on CIFAR-100 using
ResNet-32, while only increasing the total number of pa-
rameters by 4% and 11%, respectively. Furthermore, under
the same memory budget, DLC outperforms existing state-
of-the-art baselines. Our contributions are summarized as
follows:

* We propose a plugin extension framework DLC, which
can be seamlessly integrated into diverse CIL meth-
ods without architectural modification by injecting task-
specific residuals into deep layers via LoRA.

* We introduce a lightweight weighting unit for inference,
which adaptively suppresses irrelevant LoRA activations
according to their learned importance. This adaptive fil-
tering mechanism effectively mitigates feature interfer-
ence between old and new tasks, leading to more stable
and accurate incremental classification.

» Extensive experiments show that DLC significantly
boosts various CIL methods’ performance. Meanwhile,
under the fixed memory budget, the DLC-enhanced dis-
tillation method could surpass SOTA baselines.

2. Related Work

DLC can be viewed as a specialized form of expansion-
based CIL that augments base methods with task-specific
plugins. This section first introduces methods facing the
stability-plasticity dilemma that are compatible with DLC,
followed by a review of expansion approaches.

2.1. CIL with stability-plasticity dilemma

To mitigate catastrophic forgetting, many methods imple-
ment constrained parameter updates during model opti-
mization [3, 7, 22]. A prominent strategy in this category
is knowledge distillation [14, 28]. It protects the previ-
ously acquired knowledge through a modified distillation
loss from the old to the new model. iCaRL [23] mitigates
forgetting by distilling the logits from the old model into
the new model. Subsequent methods like BiC [33] and
WA [39] further propose bias correction and weight align-
ment techniques to calibrate the classifier. Moreover, these
methods preserve extra knowledge of prior classes by em-
ploying replay buffers [1, 27] to save exemplars in training.
Furthermore, recent research has developed plug-and-play
auxiliary loss functions [11] that can be readily integrated
into existing methods to enhance their accuracy. However,
the fixed capacity of the feature extractor poses a funda-
mental constraint. The model is inherently limited in its
ability to retain knowledge from past tasks and learn new
tasks effectively, forcing it to seek a balance between stabil-
ity and plasticity through a trade-off between classification
and distillation/regularization losses, which ultimately caps
its achievable accuracy.



2.2. Expansion-Based CIL

Such methods expand specialized parameters for model
[20, 26, 34]. DER and TagFex [35, 40] train an independent
representation model on the new task for feature expansion,
while the models of old tasks are frozen to retain the learned
knowledge. MEMO [41] splits the feature extractor into a
generic shallow module and several task-specific deep mod-
ules. By increasing task-specific modules with fewer pa-
rameters, MEMO could save more memory space for stor-
ing replay samples than model-level expansion methods.
Expansion-based methods achieve notably higher accuracy
ceilings compared to fixed-capacity models. However,
these methods result in a linear increase in the total num-
ber of parameters with tasks, imposing a significant storage
overhead. Specifically, in the case of TagFex, the introduced
attention module further increases the parameter overhead
of the expansion. Even MEMO still expands over 70% of
the extractor’s parameters for every new task. Emerging
research leverages pre-trained models (PTMs) [21, 30, 46]
for CIL, mitigating catastrophic forgetting by leveraging
knowledge encapsulated in PTMs. This has spurred the de-
velopment of specialized parameter expansion methods de-
signed for PTMs, which involve training lightweight fine-
tuning modules like adapters [29, 44]. However, such meth-
ods paradoxically result in higher overall parameter counts
rather than a reduction. This is primarily due to the large
parameter size of ViT backbones—significantly exceeding
that of ResNet—combined with the non-negligible over-
head of their tuning modules. An adapter introduces pa-
rameters equivalent to 15% of the base ViT’s total. Fur-
thermore, PTM is not available in many CIL cases. These
parameter-efficient module expansion methods depend on
the rich prior knowledge embedded in PTMs and cannot be
directly transferred to non-pre-trained models.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Problem Formulation of CIL

A CIL model aims to learn new classes while retaining
previous knowledge from the continuously evolving data
streams D1y, Do, -+, Dy [9], where D; = {(xj7yj)}?;1
containing n; instances. One class will appear only once
on a given D; and will not be repeated. At each incremen-
tal learning stage ¢, only the current data stream D; and a
few exemplars from the previous classes [23] can be used
for model training. For any stage ¢, the model has learned
D =DiUDyU---U Dy streams, We aim to find a model
f(x) : X — Y that minimizes empirical risk across all
learned classes, where X and ) = Y; U Y5 .- U Y, repre-
sent the sample’s feature and class spaces, respectively. The
effectiveness of the model is evaluated by the test dataset
Dtest = Dtest  Dest ... U DIt which can be ex-

pressed in Eq.(1):
J(x) = argmin B e 1) £ 9)), (D

where H is the hypothesis space of model and I(-) denotes
the indicator function.

3.2. Consistent Knowledge Preserved in CIL

Considering the classic CIL scenario with only a single
feature extractor. The objective function used in non-CIL
settings is the cross-entropy loss Lcg, while restriction-
based CIL methods incorporate an additional restriction
term Ly that enforces the preservation of knowledge ac-
quired from previous tasks. This composite objective func-
tion can be formally expressed as:

L = Lcg + LvEM- ()

As a canonical example of restriction-based methods, we
examine logit-based distillation, which ensures consistency
between the logit distributions produced by the old and new
models for known classes. Specifically, the restriction term
Lymem is defined as a distillation loss Lxp. Let ¢(x) and
g(x) represent the logits of the teacher and student models.
The cross-entropy version of Lxp is defined as:

Lxp = Z Qz

and the KL divergence version is defined as:

ACKD*T Z%

where the 7 is the temperature scalar.

Moreover, most methods are complemented by a replay
buffer that stores a subset of representative exemplars from
previous tasks. These exemplars are interleaved with data
from the current task during training to help maintain per-
formance on past tasks. Specifically, when learning the ¢-th
task, the model is conventionally trained only on the new
dataset D;. With the replay buffer, the training dataset is
supplemented with Dey, retrieved from the buffer, forming
a combined training set Dypin = Dy U Deyp.

Although the model’s parameters are dynamically up-
dated throughout the incremental learning process, the use
of knowledge distillation and the replay buffer ensures that
a portion of knowledge from previous tasks remains pre-
served. Replay ensures the model continues to minimize
the empirical risk on a representative subset of past tasks,
anchoring the parameters in regions consistent with previ-
ous data. Concurrently, knowledge distillation functions as
a functional regularizer, ensuring that the mappings for old
classes remain stable by aligning the output logits (or dis-
tributions) with those of the prior model. Consequently,
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Figure 2. The proposed DLC framework. Left: Training. When a new task ¢ arrives, a dedicated plugin set L; is created. Then
sequentially train the feature extractor and L;. Right: Test. The feature extractor sequentially loads all task plugins L; to produce
enhanced representations, which are concatenated, weighted by a gating unit, and classified.

a model trained with the replay buffer and distillation re-
tains significant knowledge about past classes, functioning
as a capable but suboptimal “generalist.” We posit that the
knowledge stored in the model can be efficiently activated
and tuned with minor task-specific parameters.

4. The Proposed Method

While the use of rehearsal and restriction enable the model
to retain knowledge from previous tasks, an additional ob-
jective or imbalanced exemplars could create an optimiza-
tion trade-off. This results in a suboptimal convergence
point for the cross-entropy loss or past data, ultimately cap-
ping the model’s classification performance.

DLC proposes a distinctive paradigm, as shown in Fig.
2. We regard the model trained with a replay buffer and
distillation as a foundation model, which stored knowledge
across all tasks (albeit with suboptimal accuracy). Then re-
fine it through residuals from each task-specific LoRA plu-
gin to enhance accuracy. The details of the proposed DLC
framework are elaborated in the following subsections.

4.1. LoRA for Convolutional Layers

A basic CIL model typically comprises a feature extractor
¢(x) followed by a classifier W. Most model expansion
methods focus on expanding the ¢(x) to achieve feature ex-
pansion. To maximize parameter efficiency, our approach
avoids expanding the entire ¢ () or its deeper layers. In-
stead, we append parameter-efficient plugins after selected
network layers within the ¢(x) to adapt the representations
produced by the base model. We specifically adopt Low-
Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [13] due to its minimal parameter

size and its architectural flexibility.

The standard LoRA method was originally designed for
linear layers. Given that most non-pre-trained CIL mod-
els are based on Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN5s),
it is necessary to change the original LoRA formula-
tion to the convolutional operations fundamental to CNNss.
For a convolutional layer with weight tensor W o €
RCouxCnxKxEK and input & € RNVXCnxHXW “the origi-
nal forward pass is h = Wy * &, where * denotes the
convolution operation. By analogy to LoRA, ConvLoRA
constructs a low-rank adaptation for a convolutional weight
tensor via a sequence of two convolutional operations. The
forward pass first processes the input with A:

z=Axx, o)

where A € R"XCnxKXK projects the feature to a low-rank
space. Then followed by kernel B:

hiora = B * zZ, (6)

where B € RCux7x1x1 restores channel dimensionality.
In summary, the forward pass with ConvLoRA is:

h =W *x+ — (B*(A*a:)) (7

where « is a scaling hyperparameter, 7 is the low-rank.

4.2. Deploy LoRA as Task-Specific Plugins

LoRA cannot be directly applied in non-PTM settings, not
only because PTMs provide diverse knowledge. Without
a frozen PTM backbone, the output of the model changes



with parameter updates, leading to unstable layer inputs
for LoRA. However, LoORA becomes applicable in replay-
and distillation-based methods, as these approaches effec-
tively constrain the variation of the model’s outputs on old
tasks, thereby ensuring that the input features to LoRA re-
main close to the distribution encountered during its train-
ing phase. Specifically, after training on task ¢, the output
deviation of the model at any layer ¢ will not exceed K,I';
(The detailed proof is provided in the supplementary ma-
terial). Here, K, is determined by hyperparameters such
as the network structure and distillation temperature, while
I'; characterizes the intensity of distribution discrepancy in-
duced by selected distillation and replay strategies. This
upper bound limits the maximum feature drift magnitude of
the model on the old tasks’ distribution.

Similar to expansion-based methods, our approach in-
corporates independent LoRA plugins for each task. Specif-
ically, for each task ¢, we create a dedicated set of kK LoRA
plugins for ¢(x), denoted collectively as L;. The ¢(x)
equipped with L, is denoted by ¢”¢(x). In DLC, LoRA
plugins are deployed in the final layers of ¢(x). Taking a
CNN-based architecture as an example, the first LoRA plu-
gin in L, is applied to the last convolutional layer of the
¢(x). The remaining LoRA plugins are then sequentially
deployed in a backward manner toward earlier layers. This
design is motivated by two key considerations. First, fea-
tures extracted from deeper layers are more semantically
meaningful and are directly utilized for final classification
decisions. Injecting task-specific residual adaptations via
LoRA at this level allows for more direct enhancement of
inter-class discriminability. Second, it demonstrates bet-
ter compatibility with distillation-based objectives. When
applied to shallow layers, the residual modifications in-
troduced by LoRA would cause alterations in low-level
features that propagate through the entire network, conse-
quently amplifying the divergence in the final output log-
its. This increased discrepancy substantially raises the opti-
mization difficulty for distillation losses, which rely on logit
alignment between old and new models.

In DLC, the LoRA plugins and ¢(x) undergo a decou-
pled, two-phase training procedure. Specifically, upon the
arrival of a new task ¢, we first train only the ¢(x) and
classifier W, keeping all LoRA plugins frozen, to facilitate
adaptation to the new task distribution. After this phase,
¢(x) is frozen to prevent knowledge drift, and the L, are
trained with the same data. Upon completion, L, is perma-
nently frozen to safeguard the acquired task-specific knowl-
edge from forgetting. The training objective for all LoORA
plugins incorporates the cross-entropy loss and the auxil-
iary loss [35, 41] commonly employed in expansion-based
methods, formulated as follows:

Liora = Lcg + Laux- (8

The two-phase training procedure ensures that the LoRA
plugins are trained without interference from distillation
losses, enabling specialized learning for the current task
and thereby improving its accuracy. Since the ¢(x) re-
main frozen during LoRA updates, the training process of
LoRA plugins exhibits stability. Furthermore, it prevents
the ¢(x)’s training from being affected by LoRA, thereby
maintaining the plug-and-play characteristic of DLC.
During the inference phase, all LoRA plugins are ac-
tivated to extract their respective feature representations.
These representations are then concatenated to form an in-
tegrated feature vector, which enhances the base model
through a multi-task feature ensemble. For a linear clas-
sifier W, the classification process can be formulated as:

§=Wip" (z),0"*(x),..., " ()] 9)

where 7" denotes the maximum index of known tasks. Com-
pared to the model expansion, LoRA plugin expansion can
bring significant parameter advantages. Specifically, for a
convolutional layer (Cj,,, Cyut, K X K), the space complex-
ity of its parameters is ©(C},,Cyys K?), while a ConvLoRA
only occupies O(r(Ci, K2 + Coyt)). For expanding one
layer of CNN over 7' tasks, considering that in a CNN in
CIL, C,; is generally greater than or equal to C;,, we set
Cin = Coyt = C, and K can be regarded as a constant
(usually 3 or 7). Since 7 is low-rank, it can also be regarded
as a constant (generally set to 8 or 16). Then, using LoRA
expansion reduces the parameter space complexity of ex-
panding one layer of CNN from ©(7'C?) to ©(TC). Con-
sidering that C' is generally between 64 and 512, reducing
its order of magnitude from quadratic to linear can bring a
huge reduction in parameters.

4.3. Dynamic Weighting Unit

For a sample from task ¢, the LoRA plugins trained on other
tasks is considered non-target plugins. Given that the replay
buffer contains only a minimal fraction of the original data
for each task, these non-target plugins are not trained on the
full data from task ¢. In particular, plugins trained on tasks
1 to t — 1 never encounter samples from the task ¢. Con-
sequently, the residuals extracted by these plugins could be
largely irrelevant to the task ¢, thus introducing uninforma-
tive features or even detrimental noise to the classifier.

To mitigate the influence of uninformative residuals from
non-target plugins, we will create a weighting unit cor-
responding to concentrated representations when training
on a new task. This unit comprises two linear layers fol-
lowed by a sigmoid function o(-), denoted as w(x) =
J(WgReLU(Wlx)) x € RE,W, € REXAW, e

R¥**where the sigmoid function normalizes the output to

the [0, 1] range, indicating their importance weights. The
concatenated representations are passed through this unit



before being fed into the classifier, then weighted repre-
sentations is derived from h() = w® © h(® where ® is
element-wise multiplication operator. The weighting unit
can be regarded as a gate for the classifier. Jointly trained
with the classifier, it helps the model adapt to the high-
dimensional feature space and automatically assigns lower
weights to uninformative or noisy features.

The automatically trained weighting unit fails to explic-
itly model the varying importance of representations from
different tasks. For a sample ¢ in task ¢, we denote the rep-
resentations adapted by LoRA plugins trained on tasks 1
tot—1as hf,ig, and those adapted by the remaining LoRA
plugins as hgi,l, respectively. Then h,(;g should be assigned
lower weights as corresponding LoRA plugins were not op-
timized on task ¢. However, since the ground-truth task in-
dex of each sample is unavailable during the CIL testing, we
cannot explicitly control the weighting unit based on task
identity. Instead, we employ a supervised regression train-
ing to guide the weighting unit to approximate the desired
weighting scheme. We decompose the weight w(® for sam-
ple ¢ into [wr(,;g, wéf,);] Then the decision process of the linear
classifier can be rewritten as follows:

() & p)

i _
q = WP‘”C (wpre pre

)+ Wos (ol © i)

). (10

Formally, the contribution of h,(;l to the classifier’s logits

can be expressed as { = W (wé@ ® h}(;g) To generate
effective weights, an importance-aware optimization objec-
tive could be incorporated into the training process, denoted
as L. This loss function employs the Mean Squared Error

(MSE), expressed as follows:

1
Lip = EHW - Wideal”zv (11)

0

where the wiqeq 1 the ideal weight output, it has Wideal-pos =

1 and wi(‘;e)a]_pre = 0. In the ideal training case, the model
has wéé)s — 1 and w}gﬁg — 0, then it has E[¢§] — 0 and
Var[¢] — 0, so the hP(,f-z have negligible influence on pre-
diction logits. Even if the ideal scenario is hard to achieve,
the classifier can still produce more accurate predictions as
long as the representations adapted by reliable plugins are
assigned higher weights, while those adapted by non-target
plugins are appropriately suppressed. After enabling the
weighting unit, Ly is incorporated into the LoRA training,
and Ly .ra in Eq. (8) is extended as follows:

Liora = Lcg + Lawx + Lia. (12)

5. Experiments

This section conducts extensive experiments. Sec. 5.2 eval-
uates the validity of DLC on replay and distillation-based

baselines. Sec. 5.3 evaluates the compatibility of DLC on
other data augmentation and plug-and-play loss function for
CIL. Sec. 5.4 investigates the performance of baselines un-
der memory-aligned case. An ablation study is conducted
in 5.5 to analyze the contribution of the weighting unit.

5.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets and Split. We chose three benchmark datasets
commonly used in CIL, including CIFAR-100 [16],
ImageNet-100 [10], and Tiny-ImageNet-200 [31], where
the number following the dataset is the total number of
classes included. Following the ‘B/Base-m, Inc-n’ rule pro-
posed by [9], we slice each of the above three datasets into
CIFAR-100 B10 Inc10, CIFAR-100 B50 Inc10, CIFAR-100
B5 INCS5, ImageNet-100 B50 Inc10, and Tiny-ImageNet
B40 Inc40 for the experiment, where m is the number of
classes in the first incremental task, and n represents that
of every remaining stage. For a fair comparison, we ensure
that the training and test datasets are identical for all meth-
ods. Detailed information about the dataset is placed in the
supplementary materials.

Implementation Details. All methods are implemented
in PyTorch, with the baseline methods referencing the Py-
CIL [42] and Gao et al. [11]. We employ the lightweight
ResNet-32 tailored for CIFAR datasets on CIFAR-100,
while utilizing ResNet-18 for all other benchmark datasets.
The optimizer employs SGD with a fixed learning rate of
0.1, incorporating a multi-step schedule. The batch size
is configured at 128 for CIFAR-100 and 256 for all other
datasets. The number of training epochs was set consistent
with the baseline method. All the methods are run using the
same random number seed.

Evaluation Metrics. Following the benchmark protocol
settings [23], we use A to denote the b-stage accuracy on
the test set that includes all known classes after trained with
Dy,Dy,--- Dy, A= % Zszl Ay is average accuracy over
T tasks, and A is the last accuracy on the test set that in-
cludes all learned tasks. We use A and Ar to evaluate the
model’s performance, which reflects the model’s dynamic
learning capacity and generalization ability, respectively.

5.2. Evaluation on Non-Expansion Baselines

In this section, we evaluate the performance improvement
brought by the proposed DLC framework when integrated
with established distillation-based baselines. We select four
representative methods—LwF [17], iCaRL [23], WA [39],
and BiC [33] —where LwF (without a replay buffer) is used
to assess DLC’s enhancement effect in a pure distillation
setting. Additionally, a simple Replay method is included to
examine DLC’s contribution in scenarios relying solely on
the herding rehearsal without distillation. We report the A
and A of these established methods with and without DLC
across three datasets under varying task configurations. In



Table 1. Last performance A7 and average performance A comparison. -DLC’ indicates the method using the DLC framework. ‘LoRA
#P’ denotes the total parameter count of the LoRA plugins, and ‘Ext #P’ refers to the total parameter count of the feature extractor.

CIFAR-100 Tiny-ImageNet ImageNet-100
Methods BS Inc5 B10Incl0  BS50 Incl0 B40 Inc40 B50 Inc10
A A A A A A A Ar A A
LWF 34.04 14.03 43.10 23.09 38.83 2256 45.23 32.32 44.84  30.22
LWEF-DLC 3420 1529 4338 2330 3920 2295 47.86 33.98 46.60 32.10
Replay 5828 3820 56.82 39.31 51.08 40.88 51.46 37.79 5522 43.16
Replay-DLC 58.76 38.69 59.24 41.81 53.72 43.61 51.65 38.66 59.76  49.62
iCaRL 5940 3994 59.67 41.29 5594 4444 5232 36.22 62.72 53.55
iCaRL-DLC 59.54 41.63 60.06 4431 56.61 46.35 53.28 39.20 65.03 54.06
BiC 56.45 3277 61.14 4258 5345 36.04 54.12 39.68 66.02 49.82
BiC-DLC 5827 41.07 61.87 43.65 5446 4623 5486 43.09 71.53 57.24
WA 62.72 4596 65.82 51.80 6504 5694 53.68 39.69 65.53 56.55
WA-DLC 62.84 4622 66.79 52770 6543 5771 55.31 43.33 73.84 64.40
LoRA #P 102400 51200 30720 409600 491520
Ext #P 464154 464154 464154 11168832 11168832
v B W/oDLC B W/oDLC 617
os 60l B With DLC o 55 60| B With DLC 605
0.6 \o; L 7o 91 50.6 51.2 \550 51.1
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Figure 3. Confusion matrix heatmaps of iCaRL with and w/o DLC
on CIFAR-100 B10 Inc10.

all experiments, the replay buffer size is fixed at 2,000 ex-
emplars. DLC expands only one LoRA plugin per task, ap-
plied to the last convolutional layer of the feature extractor.
We also report the total parameters required by the LoRA
plugins and the size of the entire feature extractor for com-
parison. The results are summarized in Table 1.

The results show that DLC significantly improves all
classical replay or distillation-based methods with only one
LoRA plugin per task. Moreover, the parameter overhead
introduced by DLC is negligible. DLC achieves up to 8%
accuracy improvement while expanding only 4.4% to 22%
parameters equivalent to the feature extractor, highlighting
its practical value in CIL. Fig. 3 shows the confusion matrix
heatmap of iCaRL and iCaRL-DLC as an example. DLC
increases the thermal intensity along the diagonal for most
classes, demonstrating that it could enhance the model’s ac-
curacy across most tasks.

iCaRL BiC WA 30 iCaRL BiC WA
(a) B10 Inc10 with AA (b) B50 Inc10 with AA
EE W/o DLC EEE W/o DLC
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(¢) B10 Inc10 with Liyerintra

BiC WA
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(d) B50 Inc10 with Liner-intra
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Figure 4. Comparison of A with/without DLC on CIFAR-100
when enhanced with AutoAugment (AA) and Lincer-intra-

5.3. Compatibility with other Plug-and-Play En-
hancements

In addition to DLC, other plug-and-play strategies have
been proposed to enhance CIL methods. For example, the
data augmentation technique AutoAugment [6] has been
employed in the CIFAR-100 dataset by [32, 40]. Mean-
while, two additional training losses Lier and Liny, specif-
ically designed for logit-based distillation methods have
been introduced in [11]. This subsection evaluates the com-
patibility of DLC with such enhance strategies. Specifically,



Table 2. Performance comparison on CIFAR-100 with aligned
memory cost. ‘#P’ represents the number of parameters (million).
‘#e’ denotes the number of exemplars, and ‘MS’ denotes the mem-
ory size (MB). All methods use ResNet-32 as the backbone.

CIFAR100 B10 Inc10

MS #P #e A Arp
iCaRL 235 046 7431 7074 58.12
WA 235 046 7431 6925 59.00
BiC 235 046 7431 7029 59.20
FOSTER 235 046 7431 7218 59.29
DER+WA 235 4.60 2000 7124 60.26
MEMO+WA 235 3.62 3312 7232 61.92
TagFex+WA 235 562 700 74.00 64.10
WA-DLC 235 0.72 7000 75.02 64.79

Method

we compare the accuracy of methods using AutoAugment
and the 108S Liner-inra With and without DLC. As shown in
the Fig. 4, DLC consistently brings significant improve-
ments, demonstrating its compatibility with other plug-and-
play enhancements.

5.4. Comparison under Fixed Memory Budget

Prior research [45] has demonstrated that model-level
expansion-based methods achieve state-of-the-art perfor-
mance across all benchmarks. However, these approaches
overlook the substantial memory overhead induced by dy-
namic architecture growth. Such methods implicitly intro-
duce additional memory budgets, i.e., a model buffer for
retaining parameters of the expanded model, which grants
them a considerable and unaccounted advantage over other
methods that do not store expansion models or adopt more
lightweight expansion strategies.

Following the protocol established in [41], this section
presents a memory-aligned comparison of CIL baselines
without pre-training. Under a fixed 23.5 MB memory bud-
get, the memory not consumed by a method’s parameters
is allocated to replay exemplars. To balance this, meth-
ods with fewer parameters store more exemplars, and vice
versa. This ensures an equitable evaluation. In addition to
the baselines used in Section 5.2, we add several state-of-
the-art approaches for comprehensive comparison, includ-
ing FOSTER [32], DER [35], MEMO [41], and TagFex
[40]. Among them, DER, MEMO, and TagFex have incor-
porated the weight alignment from WA in their implemen-
tations. As summarized in Table 2, deploying DLC to the
distillation-based method WA under the memory-aligned
setting yields the highest classification accuracy.

5.5. Ablation Study on the Weighting Unit

This subsection evaluates the impact of the proposed
weighting unit on model performance. We compare the fi-
nal accuracy of DLC-enhanced iCaRL, WA, and BiC with
and without the weighting unit, as shown in Fig. 5. Results
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iCaRL-DLC BiC-DLC WA-DLC
(a) B10 Inc10

iCaRL-DLC BiC-DLC WA-DLC
(b) B50 Inc10

Figure 5. Comparison of A7 with and without the weighting unit
for DLC-enhanced methods on CIFAR-100.
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Figure 6. Grad-CAM visualizations for the last convolutional layer
integrated with the target-task LoRA plugin. The model is iCaRL-
DLC trained on the CIFAR-100 B10 Inc10. ‘Original’ denotes the
input image, while ‘“W/O weight’ and ‘Weighting’ represent the
results without and with the weighting unit.

indicate that the proposed weighting unit contributes a cer-
tain accuracy gain. Although this improvement is relatively
modest compared to the gains achieved by the LoRA plugin,
the weighting unit could effectively direct the model’s at-
tention to representations adapted by the pivotal LoRA plu-
gin or key features of the sample, thereby enhancing their
discriminative power. Specifically, we visualize the acti-
vation patterns of the last convolutional layer with the tar-
get task LoRA plugin using Grad-CAM [25], as illustrated
in Fig. 6. For a “road” sample, despite both models cor-
rectly classifying it, the model equipped with the weighting
unit effectively focuses on the road surface. Regarding a
“pear” sample, when the weighting unit is ablated, the ac-
tivation patterns remain inactive, indicating that represen-
tations adapted by the target LoRA contribute negligibly
to classification. In contrast, with the weighting unit, the
model not only correctly utilizes residuals from the target
plugin but also focuses on discriminative regions, such as
the cross-section of the pear to improve the accuracy.

6. Conclusion

While many class incremental learning methods avoid
parameter-intensive expansion by relying on replay or dis-
tillation, they often face inherent performance limitations
due to imbalanced replay buffers or constraints imposed by



distillation. Our work presents DLC, a plug-and-play ex-
pansion method that enhances the performance of the base
model by task-specific LoORA plugins. These plugins are
trained separately and frozen to prevent interference from
distillation loss and protect learned knowledge. A trainable
weighting unit further suppresses irrelevant features from

non-

target plugins. Experimental results show that DLC

achieves consistent enhancements in non-expansion CIL
methods with a few parameter overhead. Future improve-
ments could involve designing a more effective weighting
unit to better integrate features or deploying LoRA in ear-
lier layers for enhanced adaptability.
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