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Abstract. Generalized Category Discovery (GCD) faces the chal-
lenge of categorizing unlabeled data containing both known and
novel classes, given only labels for known classes. Previous studies
often treat each class independently, neglecting the inherent inter-
class relations. Obtaining such inter-class relations directly presents
a significant challenge in real-world scenarios. To address this issue,
we propose ReLKD, an end-to-end framework that effectively ex-
ploits implicit inter-class relations and leverages this knowledge to
enhance the classification of novel classes. ReLKD comprises three
key modules: a target-grained module for learning discriminative
representations, a coarse-grained module for capturing hierarchical
class relations, and a distillation module for transferring knowledge
from the coarse-grained module to refine the target-grained mod-
ule’s representation learning. Extensive experiments on four datasets
demonstrate the effectiveness of ReLKD, particularly in scenar-
ios with limited labeled data. The code for ReLKD is available at
https://github.com/ZhouF-ECNU/ReLKD.

1 Introduction

In recent years, deep learning technology has achieved remarkable
progress, driven by the availability of large amounts of labeled data.
However, acquiring extensive labeled data is often costly and time-
consuming. To effectively leverage unlabeled data, semi-supervised
learning (SSL) [34, 40, 43] has emerged as a promising approach.
Traditional SSL methods typically assume that all classes are present
in the labeled data. However, in real-world scenarios, novel classes
often exist within unlabeled data. To address this limitation, emerg-
ing research has focused on the problem of Generalized Category
Discovery (GCD) [35], where unlabeled data is assumed to contain
both known and unknown categories.

The GCD problem requires models to not only recognize known
categories' but also discover new, previously unknown classes within
unlabeled data. The core challenge lies in the limited availability
of supervisory signals for unknown classes. To address this issue,
existing works fine-tune pre-trained models using semi-supervised
contrastive learning to obtain discriminative representations. Subse-
quently, these methods employ techniques such as semi-supervised
clustering [31, 35, 45, 47] or self-distillation [25, 30, 36, 38] to clas-
sify both known and unknown classes. While these methods have
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Figure 1: An illustrative example of implicit hierarchical inter-class
relations across categories.

achieved relatively good results, they tend to treat each class inde-
pendently and overlook the inherent relations between classes.

In real-world data, categories often exhibit inherent hierarchical
relations and semantic similarities. For instance, as illustrated in
Figure 1, target-level categories like "cat" and "dog" belong to the
higher-level coarse-grained category "animal". They share more se-
mantic similarity compared to "ship" and "plane" under the coarse-
grained category "vehicle". Consequently, when identifying a novel
target-level class like "bird", the target-level categories "cat" and
"dog" that belong to the same coarse-grained category "animal”" can
provide more relevant and valuable information, thereby facilitating
a more effective representation learning and further improving clas-
sification accuracy. However, in practical applications, the relational
and hierarchical information among categories is often difficult to ob-
tain directly. How to effectively exploit this information and utilize it
to enhance the classification performance on target-level categories
remains a challenging problem.

To address the aforementioned challenges, we propose ReLKD,
a framework for GCD based on inter-class Relation Learning with
Knowledge Distillation. ReLKD leverages the implicit inter-class
relations to improve the learning of target-grained categories by
transferring knowledge across different levels of the class hierar-
chy. Our framework consists of three key modules: (1) Target-
grained module learns discriminative representations and proto-
types at the target level through semi-supervised contrastive learn-
ing and self-distillation, fully utilizing the information from labeled
data; (2) Coarse-grained module aims to learn the implicit hier-
archical relations between classes. The challenge lies in the pres-
ence of novel classes and the absence of predefined hierarchies. To
address this, the coarse-grained module generates pseudo-labels for
coarse-grained categories using the labels at the target level, mitigat-
ing the lack of direct supervision at the coarse-grained level. Further-
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more, it performs contrastive learning between representations and
coarse-grained prototypes to capture inter-class similarities and dif-
ferences. (3) Distillation module integrates the information learned
at the coarse-grained level into the target level via knowledge distilla-
tion, enabling the model to consider the learned hierarchical relations
and inter-class relations during classification. In contrast to existing
knowledge distillation methods, ReLKD’s distillation module trans-
fers knowledge across different hierarchical levels, while performing
classification on the more granular (target) level.
In summary, our main contributions are as follows:

e We propose the ReLKD framework to address the GCD problem,
which leverages implicit class relations and hierarchical structure
information to effectively classify both known and unknown cat-
egories. ReLKD not only introduces hierarchical structure infor-
mation into GCD for the first time, but also effectively exploits
hidden inter-class relations to improve novel class discovery.

e Recognizing the importance of inter-class relations, we introduce
a distillation module to transfer the learned relations towards op-
timizing the representation learning at the target level.

e ReLKD achieves outstanding performance on four datasets,
demonstrating a substantial improvement in discovering novel
classes while preserving the performance on seen classes.

2 Related Work
2.1 Category Discovery

Novel Class Discovery (NCD) aims to classify instances from an
unlabeled set into novel classes. The training data for NCD con-
sists of a labeled set and an unlabeled set. Unlike semi-supervised
classification, the unlabeled set in NCD contains entirely distinct
class labels that do not overlap with those in the labeled set. Earlier
methods [8, 13, 16, 17] were proposed based on the idea of trans-
fer learning, leveraging knowledge learned from known classes to
improve the discovery of new classes. However, transfer learning-
based methods often rely solely on supervised learning with labeled
data, overlooking the intrinsic information within unlabeled data. To
address this limitation, Zhong et al. [48] constructed pseudo-positive
and hard negative instance pairs by mixing labeled and unlabeled in-
stances to learn richer and more robust feature representations.

Generalized Category Discovery (GCD) extends the NCD prob-
lem to a more general setting in which unlabeled data contain both
novel and known categories. Vaze et al. [35] first proposed a two-
stage approach combining representation learning and clustering.
They fine-tuned a pre-trained vision transformer (ViT) model using
semi-supervised contrastive learning, followed by semi-supervised
k-means clustering to classify all categories. Many subsequent
works [31, 45, 47] are built on this framework. The aforementioned
models are all two-stage approaches based on parameter-free cluster-
ing. In contrast, end-to-end models based on parametric classification
have not performed well in GCD problems and therefore were not
widely used initially. Wen et al. [38] first proposed to employ self-
distillation for unlabeled data in an end-to-end classification model to
produce more balanced pseudo-labels. Numerous classification mod-
els [5, 30, 36] inspired by [38] have been developed. However, these
existing works overlook the relations between classes that can be
beneficial for GCD.

Recent research has also expanded the scope of GCD by address-
ing more challenging and realistic scenarios, such as domain shifts
and class imbalance [3, 25, 33]. Other works [6, 19, 28, 39] have
integrated GCD with incremental or continual learning, enhancing

its relevance to real-world applications. The application of large lan-
guage models (LLMs) to GCD has also been explored in [2]. These
extensions, while significant, are beyond the scope of this paper.

Open-world Semi-Supervised Learning (OSSL) derived from
SSL, represents a more realistic learning scenario. Essentially, OSSL
and GCD share the same problem setting, but OSSL methods [4, 12,
41] focus on the differences in the learning process for known and
novel categories. Although significant progress has been achieved in
OSSL, similar to the case with GCD, existing methods often neglect
the valuable information embedded within inter-class relations, lim-
itng their classificaiton performance. Therefore, one of our main con-
tributions is the effective utilization of implicit inter-class relations to
enhance the classification of novel classes.

2.2 Hierarchical Category Information

In classification problems, there are hidden hierarchical relations
among categories. Traditional classification methods typically focus
on specific levels of a category hierarchy, ignoring the implicit hier-
archical relations among categories. Recent works [1, 32] have ex-
plored the integration of hierarchical information into category dis-
covery. Existing methods typically leverage hierarchical information
implicitly during either the representation learning [24] or classifica-
tion [3] stage.

The concept of hierarchical classification has been explored in
other areas, nevertheless its immediate applicability to the GCD
problem is limited due to the inherent challenge of novel classes
and the absence of predefined hierarchies. To address this challenge,
ReLKD incorporates a mechanism that leverages target-grained label
information to estimate pseudo-super-class labels. In other words,
our work not only introduces hierarchical category information into
GCD for the first time, but also effectively exploits hidden inter-class
relations, leading to an improved discovery of novel classes.

2.3 Knowledge Distillation

Knowledge distillation aims to improve the performance of a student
model by guiding it during training to mimic the knowledge provided
by a teacher model. Initially, knowledge distillation was applied to
model compression tasks, where a smaller and more lightweight stu-
dent model could be trained to approximate the softmax distribution
output of a larger teacher model, thereby approaching the teacher’s
performance [15]. Subsequently, numerous studies have expanded
and optimized the types of knowledge used in the distillation process,
such as features of intermediate layers [20, 49], attention maps [42],
activation boundaries [14], and semantic relationships between in-
stances [11, 29]. Furthermore, other works have found that knowl-
edge distillation is not only effective for compressing models but also
for enhancing model performance. For example, mutual distillation
allows a group of student models (without pre-training) to collab-
orate and teach each other during training, enabling ensemble-like
knowledge sharing that boosts overall performance [46]. Meanwhile,
self-distillation employs a single network that acts as both the teacher
and the student during the training process, allowing it to learn by
mimicking itself, thereby improving the model’s representational ca-
pacity and generalization ability [10, 44].

The aforementioned knowledge distillation methods typically as-
sume that the teacher and student models are trained for the same task
and on the same class sets. ReLKD, in contrast, uses different mod-
ules to learn classification tasks at different hierarchical levels and
transfers class correlations from a coarse-grained level to the target



level through inter-module distillation, thereby promoting classifica-
tion performance at the target level.

3 Method

Problem Definition. Let D be a dataset consisting of a labeled set

| = {(xi, yﬁ)} € X x ), where ), represents the label space
of the labeled instances, and an unlabeled set D,, = {(z},y;")} €
X x Y., where ), denotes the label space of unlabeled instances.
Note that the unlabeled set D,, contains instances from both known
classes ); and novel classes Vi over, such that Vo, = ViU Vnover and
Y1 C V.. The objective of Generalized Category Discovery (GCD)
is to learn a model that can assign class labels to instances in D,, by
leveraging the knowledge in D;.

Overall Framework. The key insight underlying ReLKD is the
exploitation of inter-class relations to optimize classification perfor-
mance. Our framework (as shown in Figure 2) incorporates three key
modules: (1) a target-grained module learns discriminative represen-
tations and prototypes at the target level; (2) a coarse-grained module
learns the hierarchical relations between classes; and (3) a distillation
module transfers the knowledge from the coarse-grained module to
the target-grained module to optimize representation learning. All
modules share a common feature encoder, f : © +— 2z € Rd, to en-
sure that the learned representations encompass both coarse-grained
and fine-grained information.

3.1 Target-Grained Module

As a foundation of our framework, we first introduce a target-
grained module that (1) employs contrastive learning to learn rich
and relevant representations of instances, and subsequently (2) clas-
sifies them into learnable prototypes covering both known and novel
classes. Following [35, 38], we assume that the number of novel
classes | Vnovet| is known, and let K represent the number of classes
in the dataset D, thatis K = |Vu| = | V1| + | Vnovet|-

Representation Learning. To fully exploit the labeled data, we
apply supervised contrastive learning [18] on the labeled data, and
self-supervised contrastive learning [7] on all data. The supervised
contrastive loss is

exp (z{ zp/7)
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where |Bl’ represents the number of labeled instances in the mini-
batch B, P; is the set of instances having the same label as x; in
B!, and 7 is a temperature parameter. For all the instances, the self-
supervised contrastive loss is defined as:
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where z; denotes the representation of a random augmentation of an
instance x;. The representation loss of the target-grained module is
Liloee = ALY+ (1= N)LP.

target
Classification. A set of learnable prototypes, denoted as C =
{c1,...,cK}, is randomly initialized, where each ¢y, is the learn-

able representation of class k. The probability p ) that an instance

x; belongs to the class k is calculated by applying a softmax function
to the cosine similarity scores between z; and the prototypes in C:
(k) _ _ exp(sim (zi, cx))
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For labeled data, we simply apply the cross-entropy loss between
predictions and ground-truth labels, that is,

Lt = 15T Bl| > yilogp,. )

i€ B!

For all the data, we utilize a self-supervised approach, and addition-
ally employ a regularizer to prevent novel classes from being mis-
classified into a single category:

Lo =— ‘B|Zqzlogpl+2p logp™" )
i€EB k=1

where g/ is the classification prediction obtained from an augmented
version of an instance z;, and p*) is the average prediction proba-
bility for the k" category across all instances in the batch B.
The classification loss of the target-grained module is Lfffrget =
ALEE + (1 — )Lk,
The overall loss of the target-grained module is as follows:
Actarget - l:;lliget + L‘,Tep . (6)

target

3.2 Coarse-Grained Module (CGM)

Next, we detail the coarse-grained module, which fulfills two key
functions: (1) generating pseudo-super-class labels for labeled data,
and (2) employing positive-only contrastive learning to enhance the
representation learning of labeled instances while simultaneously
aligning instance representations with their corresponding super-
class prototypes. We assume that the number of super-classes, de-
noted by K., is known, however, no prior knowledge regarding the
super-class label assignments is utilized.

Classification. Similar to the classification in the target-grained
module, we randomly initialize a set of learnable super-class pro-
totypes C¢ = {cfj, .., Ck, } where cf, is the representation of

super-class k. The probability pc( ) that an instance z; belongs to
the super-class k is computed using the softmax function on the co-
sine similarity scores between z; and the super-class prototypes in
C¢, that is,

c(k) _ exp (sim (Zi, Cz))

= . 7
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While we lack explicit super-class labels for individual instances,
we can leverage target-grained label information to generate pseudo-
super-class labels. Our hypothesis is that instances with the same
target-grained labels should also belong to the same super-class.
Therefore, for labeled data, we introduce a mechanism to estimate
the potential super-class label for each target-grained class y € )
(see Figure 3). More specifically, we maintain a memory queue
Q storing target-grained class labels y and corresponding coarse-
grained probabilities p¢ (computed using Eq. (7)). Given a labeled
instance x; with class label y;, we select the probabilities p© as-
sociated with the same class label y; in Q and store them in Q,,.
The pseudo super-class label p;"? for instance z; is then estimated
by averaging the probabilities p© in the set Q,,, that is, p; "¢ =
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Figure 2: The architecture of ReLKD.
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Figure 3: Generation of a pseudo super-class label for a labeled in-
stance.

@ > co,, p;. Then, the classification loss for the labeled data

at the coarse-grained level is defined as

Ll = |Bl‘ > p"logp;. ®)

i€ Bl

The size of the memory queue Q is fixed for all experiments. Once
a batch of instances has been processed, Q is updated by storing the
class labels y and the corresponding predicted probabilities p© of the
instances in that batch.

For all instances, similar to Eq. (5), we apply a self-supervised
approach to calculate the classification loss, that is,

cLs 1 C C
Ll = 1Bl Zq log p; + Zp B 1ogp“®, (9
i€EB k=1

where g¢’ represents the predicted super-class label for an augmented
version of instance x;.

The total classification loss of the coarse-grained module is
Liourse = M+ (1= VL
Representation Learning. In the absence of true super-class la-
bels, we hypothesize that instances within the same target-grained
class are likely to belong to the same super-class. We therefore ex-
pect representations of instances with identical target-grained labels
to be close in the coarse-grained latent space. To achieve this, we
employ a contrastive learning approach without negative pairs, rec-
ognizing that instances from different target-grained classes may still
share a common super-class:

Lyt = |Bl| Z Z sim (2, zp) (10

eBl PEP

where P; represents the set of instances with the same label as x; in
Bl

Then, we employ contrastive learning to align instances’ repre-
sentations with their potential corresponding super-class prototypes.

Given an instance z;, let i = argmax,, pZ?(k) denote its most prob-
able super-class. Considering that the super-class prototype may not
c(95)

be well-learned, the loss is weighted by the probability p, "*’, i.e.

T ¢
exp (zl Cyc)
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The representation loss of the coarse-grained module is £75%,.sc =

an
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The overall loss of the coarse-grained module is
LCOQT’SC - ﬁgOSHITSE + ﬁzsgrse' (12)

3.3  Knowledge Distillation Module (KDM)

Note that the prototypes C and C¢ are learned independently at the
target-grained and coarse-grained levels. Additionally, since D con-
tains novel classes and the relations between the target-grained la-
bels and super-classes are unknown, the coarse-grained module could
not directly improve the classifier’s performance at the target-grained
level. To address this limitation, we introduce a knowledge distilla-
tion module, which aims to learn the affinity relations between the
prototypes C and C¢, ensuring that prototypes C that belong to the
same super-class align with their respective C°.

Specifically, we learn a matrix W ;2. that describes the potential
relations between target-grained classes and super-classes. Using this
matrix, we obtain a set of inferred coarse-grained prototypes C*2¢ =
{ei?,...,cR} = Wiz - C. For an 1nstance x;, the probability
of belongmg to the inferred super-class ;¢ is computed as:

t2c(k) _ _ CXP (sim (24, ¢f>€))
' Zﬁl exp (sim (Zi, 03_2(:)) :

To ensure consistency between the inferred coarse-grained proto-
types C*?° and learned coarse-grained prototypes C¢, we minimize
the cross-entropy loss between coarse-grained predictions p; and in-
ferred predictions pt, defined as:

13)

K.
Lt2c = sz 1ngt2c + Zﬁl?C(k) 1o gﬁth(k) (]4)
ZEB k=1

By minimizing the above loss, we establish a reliable relation be-
tween target-grained classes and super-classes. This strategy ensures
effective knowledge transfer from the coarse-grained module to the
target-grained module, ultimately improving target-grained classifi-
cation performance.



3.4 Overall Loss

ReLKD comprises three modules, each with a distinct learning rate to
optimize their respective contributions. The target-grained module,
leveraging labeled data, initiates the training process to establish a
foundation for classification. Subsequently, the coarse-grained mod-
ule is introduced to refine classification capabilities by exploiting
implicit inter-class information. Finally, the knowledge distillation
module is activated to transfer knowledge from the coarse-grained
module to the target-grained module, further boosting the model’s
classification performance. The overall loss of ReLKD is defined as

»Ctotal = Etarget + fc (t) ﬁcoa'rse + ft25 (t) £t267 (15)

where fc(t) and fiac (t) dynamically adjust the weights of the
coarse-grained and distillation modules, respectively, as a function
of the training epoch t. Specifically, we define early, mid, and late
training stages to adjust the coarse-grained and distillation trade-off
parameters f. (t) and fioc ():

0, 1<t < T
fc(t) = % . [1 — cos (Ti‘%;;:ﬁ" . ﬂ.)] , Tcsta'rt <t< Tsnd
Aes C £ > T
(16)
0, 1<t < T
fuaelt) = § 22 [1 — cos (o - )|, Tiget <t < Tt

Aze, t > T
a7
where T2™" and T}5% represent the epochs at which the coarse-
grained module and distillation module begin contributing to the
training process, respectively; 7" and T55¢ signify the epochs at
which the weights of these two modules stop increasing; and A. and
Ai2c represent the final weights assigned to the coarse-grained mod-
ule and distillation module, respectively. We employ a cosine func-
tion to gradually incorporate the contributions of new modules, ini-
tially assigning low weights, progressively increasing them to a peak,
and then stabilizing the modules’ importance at a certain level. This
strategy ensures a smooth transition and optimal integration of new

modules into ReLKD.

4 Experiments
4.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets. To evaluate the effectiveness of ReLKD, four widely
used datasets, including CIFAR-100 [22], ImageNet [9], Air-
craft [26] and Scars [21] have been used in our experiments.
CIFAR-100 includes 100 target-grained classes, which are divided
into 20 coarse-grained categories in a balanced manner. Each target-
grained class comprises 600 color images of size 32 x 32, with
500 of them selected for the training set. ImageNet-100 is a cus-
tom subset of ImageNet that we constructed to follow ImageNet’s
hierarchical label structure [27]. Specifically, ImageNet-100 contains
10 target-grained categories selected from each of ImageNet’s 10
coarse-grained categories; and for each target-grained category, a
training set of 600 images was selected.

To further validate the performance of ReLKD in more challeng-
ing settings, we selected the Aircraft and Scars datasets, which focus
on finer-grained image categorization tasks with (i) lower variation
between target-grained categories and (ii) coarse-grained categories
that are not explicitly defined. Aircraft contains 10,000 images across

Table 1: Datasets’ statistics, including the number of seen (|;|) and
novel (|Vu|) categories, the amount of labeled and unlabeled data
(|71 and | Dy]) as well as the individual sizes of training (| D¢rainl),
validation (| Dye:|) and test (| Dyest|) sets.

CIFAR-  ImageNet- Aircraft Scars
100 100

|Di 20,000 15,000 1,666 2,036
Dy | 30,000 45,000 5,001 6,108
Vi 80 50 50 98
Vul 100 100 100 196
Dirain| 50,000 60,000 6,667 8,144
[Dyatl 5,000 2,500 667 814
[Diest] 10,000 5,000 3,333 8,041

100 categories, encompassing various models of airplanes. We al-
located two-thirds of all images to the training set, with each class
having approximately the same number of images. Scars includes
16,185 high-resolution images of automobiles across 196 distinct
makes, models, and years. The dataset has been split by its authors
into predefined training and test sets of similar sizes.

Following Vaze’s approach [35], we divided the classes from all
datasets into seen and novel categories. For every dataset (except
CIFAR-100 which is divided into 80% seen and 20% novel classes),
we sampled 50% of all classes ). as seen classes ;. Across the
known classes, 50% of the images are labeled, while the remaining
50%, along with the images from unknown classes, form the unla-
beled set D,,. The details of all datasets are shown in Table 1.

Baselines. We adapted eight methods for comparison with ReLKD,
such as the classical ORCA method [4] as well as methods (Open-
NCD [24] and TIDA [37]) that leverage multi-level category infor-
mation in OSSL. We have also considered two-stage clustering-based
approaches (GCD [35], DCCL [31] and PromptCAL [45]) and para-
metric classification approaches (SimGCD [38] and LegoGCD [5]).

Metrics. Given that the ground-truth labels of the instances in D,,
are not available, we opted to employ Vaze’s [35] proposed metric for
assessing the accuracy of a model’s predictions in relation to ground-
truth labels: ACC = maxpep(y,) ﬁ ZLQ&“ 1{y: =p(9:)},
where P is the set of all permutations computed with the Hungar-
ian algorithm [23], and y; and ¥; represent the ground-truth label
and the clustering prediction from the Hungarian algorithm, respec-
tively. The AC'C' metric is employed to assess the performance on
Seen, Novel, and All classes, separately.

Implementation details. In the experiments, we utilized the pre-
trained ViT-B/16 as the backbone of ReLKD’s encoder and con-
ducted fine-tuning exclusively of the final block of the vision trans-
former. The optimal hyperparameter values for each component of
ReLKD were obtained by grid search. In accordance with the pre-
vious study by Vaze and Wen et al. [35, 38], we used the number
of target-grained categories |),| as a priori information, i.e. as the
number of prototypes at the target level K = |}, |. As for the coarse-
grained level in CIFAR-100 and ImageNet-100, we directly utilized
the number of coarse-grained categories as a priori information to
determine the number of coarse-grained prototypes K.. For Aircraft
and Scars, the two datasets without explicit coarse-grained category
labels, we experimented with different numbers of K. using the val-
idation set; and identified that optimal results are obtained with 20
and 30 coarse-grained categories, respectively. ReLKD was trained
for 200 epochs and optimized with the SGD optimizer. All baselines
were run using their original implementations as described in their
respective papers, and their hyperparameter values were selected via
grid search. All experiments were conducted on a server machine
equipped with an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6240R CPU, a Tesla V100-



Table 2: ACC of all methods on All, Seen and Novel classes across all datasets. The results of the best-performing methods are bolded, while
the second-best results are underlined. The results from an additional experiment on CIFAR-100 and ImageNet-100, incorporating ground-
truth coarse-grained labels for ReLKD, are included in the bottom row and marked with * if they exceed those of the original ReLKD variant.

CIFAR-100 ImageNet-100 Aircraft Scars
Methods All Seen Novel All Seen Novel All Seen Novel All Seen Novel
ORCA 50.9+0.4 55.7+0.7 31.6+0.9 552404 77.6+0.6 32.8+0.9 26.0+0.1 37.9+0.2 24.3+0.1 29.1+0.2 50.2+0.3 16.5+1.0
OpenNCD  41.2+0.5 53.6+0.3 33.0+1.1 63.2+1.1 70.1£1.0 56.8+2.1 32.2+0.4 36.5+1.3 27.1£1.6 40.2+0.6 57.1£1.2 25.7£1.3
TIDA 65.3£0.6 73.3+0.5 56.6x1.6 65.6+0.9 4+ . 120. . 29.7£1.5 46.0+0.2 55.9+0.7 .5+0.
GCD 72.1£0.3 76.3+0.6 53.4+2.8 68.1+1.2 30.3+£2.2 42.9+0.6 64.7+0.3
DCCL 74.2+1.2 80.4+1.6 49.4+3.8 66.8+0.9 32.5+1.3 33.3+0.2 43.3+0.7
PromptCAL 81.6+0.2 85.8+0.4 70.1+2.4 73.3%1.3 49.6+1.3 53.8+0.6 70.3+1.4
SimGCD 80.2+0.6 81.0+0.4 77.6£2.1 72.31£0.5 51.6+0.9 53.5%1.5 71.4+1.1
LegoGCD  82.1+0.2 82.7+0.3 80.6+1.1 73.540.2 50.1x0.2 59.3+0.2 74.8+0.6
ReLKD 82.6+0.3 82.1+0.2 84.5+1.0 78.4+0.5 52.9+1.0 58.740.5 72.4£1.0
ReLKD 7.84.6+0.1*  83.6+0.2 86.4+0.4%  80.3+0.7* - - - -

SXM2-32GB GPU, and 256 GB of RAM.

4.2  Effectiveness of ReLKD

Table 2 presents the ACC' of ReLKD and the baselines across the
four datasets. Overall, ReLKD achieves superior performance in
classifying All, Seen and Novel classes in the majority of cases, with
suboptimal results observed in only three comparisons. These re-
sults demonstrate the superior effectiveness of ReLKD. In particu-
lar, ReLKD improves the AC'C for All classes by 0.5% and 4.9% on
CIFAR-100 and ImageNet-100, respectively. Moreover, it achieves
considerable respective improvements of 3.9% and 4.1% in the ACC'
for Novel classes. Notwithstanding these improvements, ReLKD still
lags behind PromptCAL and LegoGCD in terms of its performance
for Seen classes on CIFAR-100. This is due to some coarse-grained
categories in CIFAR-100 having minimal differences, such as "vehi-
cles 1" and "vehicles 2", thus limiting the effectiveness of the coarse-
grained module in enhancing target-level classification. Apart from
this minor downside, ReLKD outperforms these two models on all
other datasets.

Furthermore, the results on the more challenging datasets (Aircraft
and Scars) demonstrate that ReLKD also exhibits improved perfor-
mance. With the exception of the accuracy on the All classes and Seen
classes in Scars, which is slightly lower than that of LegoGCD, the
remaining metrics reach the current state-of-the-art results. It is worth
noting that, since the number of coarse-grained classes in Aircraft
and Scars are not provided, ReLKD uses an estimated number of
coarse-grained classes and still achieves substantial improvements.

Due to differences in dataset characteristics such as class granu-
larity and inter-class structure complexity, it is reasonable that the
performance gains vary across datasets with some coarse-grained
classes not being explicitly defined. Note that such variability is not
unique to ReLKD and impacts the baseline methods as well, whose
performances also vary across datasets due to the same factors. Nev-
ertheless, despite such dataset-specific variations, ReLKD consis-
tently outperforms the baselines.

Finally, recognizing that ReLKD’s Coarse-Grained Module
(CGM) relies solely on a priori knowledge of the predefined num-
ber of coarse-grained categories, we introduce an additional exper-
iment. This experiment, conducted on CIFAR-100 and ImageNet-
100, provides an upper bound on ReLKD’s performance when accu-
rate coarse-grained labels (GT) are available. The results presented
in the last row of Table 2 demonstrate a notable performance im-
provement when G'I. is incorporated, suggesting that learning with
coarse-grained information plays a pivotal role in GCD.

Table 3: ACC' computed for different K. values on CIFAR-100 and
ImageNet-100. The value marked with * represents the true coarse-
grained quantity in that dataset.

K CIFAR-100 K ImageNet-100

c All Seen Novel ¢ All Seen Novel
10 80.8+0.5 81.5+0.2 78.4%12 5 76.1£0.5 81.9+0.2 70.2+0.7
15 81.2+¢0.3 81.4+04 80.3+0.9 10" 78.4+0.5 84.8404 72.0+0.9

20" 82.6+0.3 82.1+0.2 84.5+1.0 15
25 82.1+0.4 81.5+0.1 .
30 81.7+0.2 81.6+0.2 82.0+1.0 25
40 81.3x0.6 81.5+0.3

78.4+0.9 85.1+0.8 71.8+1.2
77.1£0.4 83.6+0.3 70.8+0.6
77.240.6 84.1+0.7 69.2+0.5
81.6+0.3 69.4+0.7

4.3  Evaluation of Coarse-Grained Performance

Effectiveness. To evaluate the performance of ReLKD at the
coarse-grained level, we conducted experiments by comparing the
coarse-grained classification of ReLKD and all baselines on CIFAR-
100 and ImageNet-100, both of which provide coarse-grained labels.
Specifically, we mapped all methods’ target-grained predictions to
their corresponding coarse-grained categories, and then computed
their AC'C's. A prediction was deemed correct at the coarse-grained
level if the predicted target-grained category belonged to the same
coarse-grained category as the ground-truth target-grained category.
For example, for an instance with the ground-truth label “cat” at the
target-grained level, if the model classifies it as "cat", "dog", or any
other category within the “animal” coarse-grained category, then the
classification is considered correct at the coarse-grained level.
Figure 4a shows that ReLKD obtains relatively large improve-
ments compared with other baselines, i.e. 4.4% and 5.3% on CIFAR-
100 and ImageNet-100, respectively. Meanwhile, the results in Table
2 and Figure 4a are fairly consistent, which indicates that improv-
ing the classification ability at the coarse-grained level can help to
indirectly improve the performance at the target-grained level.

Sensitivity to coarse-grained prototype number. To evaluate the
sensitivity of ReLKD to the number of predefined coarse-grained cat-
egories, we varied K. and calculated the corresponding ACC' on
CIFAR-100 and ImageNet-100. Table 3 shows that ReLKD is able
to achieve superior results when K. is close to the true number of
coarse-grained classes. In addition, even when K. differs signifi-
cantly from the actual number of coarse-grained categories, ReLKD
still outperforms SimGCD which does not utilize coarse-grained in-
formation. These results indicate that (1) ReLKD is not sensitive to
K., and (2) capturing correlation between categories at the target
level indeed enhances the classification performance.

4.4 Ablation Study: Component Contributions

To ascertain the veracity of the individual modules in ReLKD and
to determine their respective contributions, we conducted an ablation
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Table 4: AC'C on CIFAR-100 for ablation study.

. CIFAR-100
Variant CGM KDM All Seen Novel
SimGCD by px 80.2+0.6 81.0x0.4 77.6+2.1
ReLKD.kpm v X 81.8+0.4 81.9+0.4 81.6+0.9
ReLKD v v 82.6+0.3 82.1+0.2 84.5+1.0
Table 5: Warmup experiments for CGM.
Tstert Temd All Seen Novel
0 30 74.6 79.6 54.4
30 45 82.4 83.1 79.6
30 60 82.6 82.1 84.5
30 90 81.3 81.4 81.3
60 90 81.8 83.4 76.2

study on CIFAR-100. The study focuses on analyzing the proposed
CGM and KDM, and the results are shown in Table 4.

Compared to SimGCD, which uses only the target-grained mod-
ule, adding the coarse-grained module (CGM) (Section 3.2), im-
proved performance by 1.6%, 0.9%, and 4.0% on all, seen, and novel
classes, respectively. Further incorporating the knowledge distilla-
tion module (KDM) (Section 3.3) yielded additional improvements
of 0.8%, 0.2%, and 2.9% on all, seen, and novel classes, respectively.
These outcomes clearly demonstrate the substantial impact of each
module on ReLKD’s overall performance.

The introduction of the CGM allows for the indirect influence of
coarse-grained information on ReLKD’s representation learning, and
the introduction of KDM enables the knowledge transferred from
CGM to guide the learning of prototypes at the target level, thereby
enhancing the ability of ReLKD for novel class discovery. Further-
more, we also found that both CGM and KDM result in a notable
enhancement in the model’s performance on Novel classes. This ob-
servation suggests that ReLKD has effectively exploited the correla-
tion between target-grained level classes through coarse-grained in-
formation, facilitating the transfer of knowledge from Seen classes to
Novel classes in a more effective manner.

4.5 Effect of Novel Class Ratio

We evaluated the performance of ReLKD on ImageNet-100 under
different novel class ratios, ranging from 0.1 to 0.9. The classifica-
tion accuracies for All, Seen, and Novel classes are shown in Fig-
ure 4. The results demonstrate that ReLKD consistently outperforms
LegoGCD, SimGCD and PromptCAL (the three leading baselines in
Table 2) across all novel class ratios, showcasing its robustness in
diverse scenarios. Specifically, ReLKD exhibits a significant advan-
tage when the novel class ratio is 0.3, 0.5 and 0.7. When the novel
ratio is 0.1, the number of instances from unknown classes is lim-
ited, making performance improvements challenging. Conversely,
when the novel ratio is 0.9, the number of instances from known
classes is significantly reduced, leading to insufficient learning from

known classes, thereby limiting the generalization ability to unknown
classes.

4.6  Parameter Impact Analysis

This section analyzes the impact of specific parameters utilized in
our method. We conducted two sets of experiments to explore 1) the
loss weights of CGM and KDM, and 2) the start and duration of the
loss weight growth during training.

Loss weights. In order to optimize the performance of the model,
it is first necessary to determine the loss weights (denoted as A, and
At2¢) of CGM and KDM. The optimal A. and A2, were identified
based on the AC'C for the Novel classes on the CIFAR-100 valida-
tion set. The obtained results are shown in Figure 4e. When A, and
At2¢ are small, the model has limited improvement and cannot effec-
tively use the learned coarse-grained information, while when \. and
Ae2c are large, there is a decreasing trend in AC'C'. This may be due
to the fact that the goal of the experiment is to classify categories at
the target-grained level, and very large weights for CGM and KDM
may have a negative effect as the classification ability deviates from
the target-grained level.

Warm-up. After determining A. and A:2., we also need to know
when additional modules should be introduced into ReLKD. We
set different start/end time points for CGM (denoted as 7::%*"* and
T:e4) on the CIFAR-100 validation set and calculate the correspond-
ing ACC's. Table 5 shows that if CGM is introduced too early, the
model will suffer insufficient learning at the target level, which leads
to a serious performance degradation. However, the time of introduc-
ing KDM has little effect on the performance of ReLKD?.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we addressed the central challenge of GCD: discover-
ing novel classes within unlabeled data that also contain known cate-
gories, while lacking predefined class hierarchy. Existing approaches
overlook the inherent relations among classes, limiting their capacity
to generalize to novel classes. To overcome this limitation, we pro-
posed ReLKD, an end-to-end framework for GCD that introduces
inter-class relation learning and knowledge distillation into GCD for
the first time. ReLKD leverages a target-grained module to learn
discriminative representations at the granular class level, a coarse-
grained module to model implicit class hierarchies, and a distilla-
tion module to propagate relational knowledge across class levels,
thereby enhancing both representation quality and novel class dis-
covery. Through extensive experiments on four diverse datasets, we
demonstrated that ReLKD consistently improves novel class discov-
ery and overall classification performance.

2 https://github.com/ZhouF-ECNU/ReLKD/blob/main/supplement.pdf
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