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Abstract

In Open-Set Domain Generalization (OSDG), the model is sggddo both new
variations of data appearance (domains) and open-settoorg]i where both
known and novel categories are present at test time. Théohaks of this task
arise from the dual need to generalize across diverse deraathaccurately quan-
tify category novelty, which is critical for applications dynamic environments.
Recently, meta-learning techniques have demonstratestisupesults in OSDG,
effectively orchestrating the meta-train and -test taskefmploying varied ran-
dom categories and prede ned domain partition strategi€eese approaches
prioritize a well-designed training schedule over tramtitil methods that focus
primarily on data augmentation and the enhancement ofidisaative feature
learning. The prevailing meta-learning models in OSDGdgfly utilize a prede-
ned sequential domain scheduler to structure data panisti However, a crucial
aspect that remains inadequately explored is the in uemoedht by strategies
of domain schedulers during training. In this paper, we plesthat an adaptive
domain scheduler bene ts more in OSDG compared with pre gedquential and
random domain schedulers. We proposeghigential Bi-L evelHardestDomain
Scheduler (EBiL-HaDS) to achieve an adaptive domain scleddihis method
strategically sequences domains by assessing their iligiéegbin utilizing a fol-
lower network, trained with con dence scores learned in aigdential manner,
regularized by max rebiasing discrepancy, and optimized bi-level manner.
We verify our approach on three OSDG benchmatrks, PACS, DigitsDG, and
Of ceHome. The results show that our method substantiatigrioves OSDG per-
formance and achieves more discriminative embeddingsditr the seen and un-
seen categories, underscoring the advantage of a judidimusin scheduler for
the generalizability to unseen domains and unseen ca&sgyofihe source code
will be available ahttps://github.com/KPeng9510/EBiL-HaDS
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1 Introduction

Open-Set Domain Generalization (OSDG) is a challenginigudmere the model is exposed to both:
domain shift and category shift. Recent OSDG works ofter takneta-learning approachd 45|
which simulates different cross-domain learning tasksndutraining. These methods convention-
ally use gprede nedsequential domain scheduler to create meta-train and testaomains within
each minibatch. Butis xing the meta-learning domain salledh priori the best way to go? As
a step to explore this, our work investigates the new ideadafptive domain schedulewhich
dynamically adjusts the training order based on ongoingehperformance and domain dif culty.
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OSDG is critical for many real-world applications with clggmg conditions, ranging from health-
care 32] and security §] to autonomous drivingl[8]. Despite the remarkable success of deep learn-
ing, the recognition quality often deteriorates when fgant-of-distribution samples. This problem
is ampli ed in OSDG settings, where the model faces a duallehge of identifying and rejecting
unseen categories,g, by delivering low con dence score in such casés,[45 while simultane-
ously generalizing well to unseen data appearances (dahdth Historically, research efforts in
OSDG have predominantly focused on the latter, developiathods to adapt models to varying
domain conditions. Strategies to improve domain genextidin include the use of Generative Ad-
versarial Networks (GANsY], contrastive learningd4], and metric learningd6]. MLDG [45] for

the rst time proposed to use meta-learning to handle OSBRstaHowever, all these works fol-
low the OSDG protocols where different source domains presdifferent distributions of known
categories, which diverges the domain gaps for differetégmies. This divergence makes the
challenge more inclined towards the domain generalizaigpect. Wangt al. [53] revised these
benchmarks for OSDG, standardizing the category distahudcross source domains to achieve a
more balanced evaluation of both domain generalizationogesh set recognition challenges. This
revision includes established open-set recognition nuetlsoich as Adversarial Reciprocal Points
Learning (ARPL) B]. Recently, Wanget al. [53] introduced an effective meta-learning approach
named MEDIC, featuring a binary classi cation angbeede nedsequential domain scheduler for
the data partition during meta-train and -test stages.

However, these existing meta-learning-based OSDG appesae., MEIDC [53] and MLDG [45],

do not consider how the order in which domains are presentadgitraining affects model gener-
alization. We believe this overlooks the potential to dyiaity adapt the domain scheduler used
for data partition based on certain criteria, such as domificulty, which could result in a more
targeted training strategy and, therefore, better outsomnehis paper, we observe that different or-
dering strategies for domain presentation used for data@iparduring the meta-training and testing
phases lead to signi cant variations in OSDG performanogleasizing the critical role of domain
scheduling in optimizing model generalization.

To bridge this gap, we introduce a new training strategy rththe Evidential Bi-L evel Hardest
DomainScheduler (EBiL-HaDS), which allowdynamically adjusting the order of domain presen-
tation during data partitioning in the meta-training and -tesphgses. The key idea of our method
is to quantify domain reliability, de ned as the aggregated dence of the model on the samples
across unseen domains, which will then be used as the m&nienifor the data partition. To assess
the domain reliability, we incorporate a secondary followetwork to assess the domain reliability
alongside the primary network. This allows for prioritigithe optimization of meta-learning on less
reliable domains, facilitating an adaptive domain schedhbsed data partitioning. This follower
network is trained using bi-level optimization, which ifwves a hierarchical setup where the solu-
tion to a lower-level optimization problem (evaluating daimreliability) serves as a constraintin an
upper-level problem (meta-learning objective). Optintima of the follower network is guided by
con dence scores generated through our proposed max ezb@asdential learning method, which
adjusts the con dence by amplifying the differences betwtee decision boundaries of different
classes. As a result, the follower network can better gfiatite reliability of each domain based
on how distinct and consistent the classi cation boundagee, improving the ability to general-
ize to unseen domains. EBIiL-HaDS enhances cross-domaérajerability and differentiation of
seen and unseen classes by prioritizing training on legbieldomains through adaptive domain
scheduling.

Our experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of domaiedsting via EBiIL-HaDS on three es-
tablished datasets: PAC3(], DigitsDG [62], and Of ceHome b0, which span a variety of image

classi cation tasks. Results demonstrate that EBiL-HaRisantly improves model generaliz-

ability in open-set scenarios, enhancing domain geneaitédiz and the model's ability to distinguish

between known and unknown categories in new domains. Thisnpgance surpasses that of both
random and standard sequential domain scheduling methodsydraining, underscoring EBIL-

HaDS's potential to advance current OSDG capabilities gpdearning.

2 Related Work

We simultaneously address two challenges: domain gematiain and open-set recognition. Do-
main generalization is a task that expects a model to gérerakll to unseen domains while lever-



aging multiple seen domains for trainingj7, 51]. Open-set recognition, on the other hand, aims to
reject unseen categories at test-timg, by delivering low con dence scores in such caseq [

Domain generalization methods usually alleviate the dargap with techniques such as data aug-
mentation 54, 39, 64, 17, 63, 33, 34], contrastive learningg6, 23, 27, 42], domain adversarial
learning [L4], domain-speci ¢ normalization43], and GANs-based method(, 31]. For open-set
recognition, common approaches include logits calibretp41], evidential learning$8, 52, 61, 2],
reconstruction-based approach&s P 1], GANs-based method&§], and reciprocal point-based ap-
proaches§, 9].

A considerable cluster of research utilizes source domhiaisencompass diverse categories for
training, as highlighted in1[3, 46, 4, 8, 35, 60], where each category poses unique domain general-
ization challenges. The primary focus of these methodekoigito improve domain generalizability,
and they tend to allocate less attention to the complex@sseciated with open-set scenarios. In
this setting, the categories involved in each source domainnot be the same. ODG-Net proposed
by Boseet al. [4] leverages GAN to synthesize data from the merged traingrgains to improve
cross-domain generalizability. SWAD proposed by Cle¢ral. [8] uses models averaged across
various training epochs. Katsumagtal.[26] propose to use metric learning to get discriminative
embedding space which bene ts the open-set domain genatialn. Wanget al. [53] introduce a
new MEDIC model together with a new formalization of the ozt domain generalization proto-
cols, where the source domains share the same categoriesdias seen. This benchmark de nition
balances the impact of the model's open-set recognitiordancain generalization performance in
evaluation, which is adopted in our work.

Newer OSDG approaches show great promise for meta-leastiatggies for improving cross-
domain generalization5[3, 45]. Yet, these works mainly utilize xed, sequential schdadgl of
source domains during training3, 45). Existing works in curriculum learning indicate that us-
ing a speci ¢ training order at the instance level can bertté model performance on various
tasks p5, 25, 16, 36, 19, 40, 27, 44]. However, existing curriculum learning approaches usgual
operate at the instance level (scheduling individual ddtestances within standard training) and
are not designed for OSDG tasks, while we focus on domairébasheduling by quantifying the
domain dif culty in meta-learning. The in uence of domaiglseduling in the OSDG task remains
unexplored. This paper, for the rst time, examines the@fef guiding the meta-learning process
with anadaptive domain schedulemamed EBIL-HaDS, which achieves data partition based on a
domain reliability measure estimated by a follower netwaréined in a bi-level manner with the
supervision from the con dence score optimized by a novek mabiased discrepancy evidential
learning.

3 Method

The most challenging domain is chosen to perform data fmanitity for the meta-task reservation
during meta-learning. In our proposed EBiL-HaDS, we rsilis¢ max rebiased discrepancy ev-
idential learning (Sec3.1) to achieve more reliable con dence acquisition, whichubsequently
used as the supervision for the reliability prediction af fbllower network. During the training
stage, our method makes use of two networks with identicdiigactures: one serves as the main
feature extraction network, and the other functions asahevier network, aiming to assess the do-
main reliability. The follower network is optimized in a ldvel manner alongside the main network
(Sec.3.2). Hardest domain selection is accomplished by aggregabttes for samples from each
domain for the randomly selected reserved classes usirfgltberer network (Sec3.3).

To optimize domain scheduling, we rst de ne the term domegfiability, as the degree to which
data from a domain consistently aids in improving the madatcuracy and generalizability across
unseen domains. An important step is therefore to adaptiagt the domain reliability during train-
ing. To achieve this, we employ two parallel networks: thémmetwork used for feature extraction,
and the follower network, which assesses the reliabilitdiferent domains based on the re ned
con dence metrics. This follower network plays a centrderim our adaptive domain scheduling
strategy: it employs a voting process to identify and seleetmost challenging domains — those
that exhibit the least reliability according to its assesst. After selecting the hardest domain,
the data is divided into two sets. One set includes data framerohallenging domains outside the
reserved classes and data from more reliable domains vilieineserved classes, which together



form the meta-training set. The complementary partitiohthe meta-training set are used as the
meta-testing set. Both networks are simultaneously op&ththrough a bi-level training approach,
meaning that the outcome of a lower-level optimization peob(evaluating domain reliability) is a
constraint in an upper-level problem (meta-learning dibjef. The entire pipeline during training
when using the proposed EBIiL-HaDS is depicted in Alg.

3.1 Max Rebiased Discrepancy Evidential Learning

The domain scheduler we propose leverages a follower nktteoascertain reliability measure-
ments, based on reliability evaluations conducted befugestart of each epoch for all source do-
mains. As such, con dence calibration is crucial for the maetwork's functionality. Evidential
learning, which has been extensively applied across vedomains such as action recognitiéd]
and image classi cationZ4)], effectively calibrates these con dence predictions. wéoer, a no-
table limitation of evidential learning is its propensityrfover tting, leading to suboptimal perfor-
mance L1].

To address these challenges, we propose to regularize ithengal learning by novel rebiased
discrepancy maximization, which is employed for the comde calibration of the main network to
encourage diverse decision boundaries. This method iesdhaining dual decision-making heads
designed to exhibit rebiased maximized discrepanciesairhés to foster the development of both
informative and dependable decision-making capabilitiiglsin the leveraged deep learning model.
Let x denote a batch of data used in trainiy, denote the feature extraction backboRe, and

R , denote the two rebiased layers, ahdenote the Gaussian kernel to reproduce the Hilbert space.
We rst calculate the max rebiased discrepancy regulaordty Eq.1,

X
Rre (x;) = EK(R,(M (x));R (M (x)))] 2 EKR,(M (x));R (M (x))I:

i2f 1,29
@)
We aim to maximize the above loss function to achieve the mani discrepancy between the em-
beddings extracted from the two rebiased layers. This miaation encourages the learned evidence
from the two layers to diverge from each other, thereby aapguopen-set domain generalization
cues from two different perspectives. Deep evidentialiegy is then applied to the conventional
classi cation head, providing an additional constraintathieve more reliable con dence calibra-
tion, as described in EQ. .
X X #
Lree (YiX;)= [yc(logSi log(R; (M (x));+1)] R re(x;) (2
i2f 1,29 c=1

whereS; = P f:l (Dir (iR ; (M (x)). + 1) denotes the strength of a Dirichlet distributign,is
the one-hot annotation of samptefrom classc, p is the predicted probability. The two rebiased
layers are engineered to capture distinct evidence by gamgionax discrepancy regularization. By
averaging the logits produced by the two prediction headhernop of the two rebiased layers for
the conventional classi cation on the seen categories,ancharvest the nal estimated con dence
score. This score is subsequently utilized to supervisédtimver network, as elaborated in the
following subsections.

3.2 Follower Network for Reliability Learning

To establish an adaptive domain scheduler for the OSDG thsknost straightforward approach
would involve training a network to directly predict the segce in which domains are employed
during the training phase for sample selection. Howevés, tiethod does not facilitate gradient
computation, thereby preventing the direct optimizatibthe scheduler network.

In this work, we propose an alternative method where a f@lometwork is trained to assess the
reliability of each sample, utilizing predicted con denseores derived from max discrepancy evi-
dential learning as supervision. Throughout the trainiracpss, we employ samples from various
domains to collectively assess reliability. AdditionaNye utilize a follower network, denoted as

M , which mirrors the architecture of the main network, buthaétassi cation heads replaced by

one regression head. indicates all the parameters in the main network, includirgparameters



Algorithm 1 Training with Evidential Bi-Level Hardest Domain Schedule

Require: Known domain®; Known classe&; backboneM ; two rebiased layerR , andR ,;
two headsH , andH ,; follower scheduling networlM ; weighted cross entropw CE;
mean squared errdd SE .

1: while not convergedio

2:  Randomly select two known classgsc; C ;

3.  Getthe hardest domaih usingM by Eq.5; Select two domains fro;;dj D =fd g;
4

Sample data o; = fx[djk 2 [i;j 1g; fx [ dxljg 2 fC=fci; ¢ gidk 2fd gg,

5 Construct meta-train set by tain = al b

6: Meta-train:

7: forxin m tan do;

8: Extract rebiased embeddinfys= R ; (M (x)) andf; = R ,(M (x));

9: Obtain the max rebiased d|screpancy ewdentwl IearnlagJﬂBE (x) usingfy andf;;
0

10: Follower learnind_gec (X) = MSE (M F(x) 7 K2f 1:2g Conf (H , (f)));
11 Obtain classi cation losd. ¢ s (X) = Kof 1'Zg(WCE(H (M)t ), !
M (x), wherey indicates the classi cation annotation;
12:  end for P
13: Lm tain x2 w wn (Lcis (X) + Lrec (X) + Lree (X)). Backpropagation and pa-

rameter update for the whole network;
14: Meta-test:
15:  Sample data ,; , = fx[dljg 2 fci;qgde 2 fd ggfxedljg 2 C=fc;qg dk 2
fdi;d gg Construct meta-testsety wat = [ s
16:  Obtain loss for meta-testy, test X2f 1 e g(Lc|_g, (X)+ Lres (X) + Lree (X));
17:  Back propagation and parameter update ukigg= Lm test + Lm train -
18: end while

from the backbone, rebiased layers, and heads. We aim te gwhoptimization task, as shown in
Eq.3.

=zargmin Ly (M (x);! M (x)) subjectto =argminLi(M (X);M (x)); (3)

where! indicates the instance-wise reliability which serves agtitefor each instance during the
loss calculation. Substituting the best response functiqny) = argmin =~ L{ (M (X);M (X))
provides a single-level problem, as shown in Eq.

=argminLn( 5 () ; (4)
wherelL ,, denotes classi cation losd ¢ s ) andLgge . Lt denotes the regression logszEg ).

3.3 Hardest Domain Scheduler during Training

We illustrate the details of the training procedure by thepmised domain scheduler in Algy. We
adopt the meta-training framework outlined by MLD&], integrating our proposed domain sched-
uler to facilitate the data partition of meta-tasks. In thpgproach, optimization is achieved using
both the meta-train and -test sets, characterized by distiata distributions. For each domain
present in the training dataset, we sample a batch that grasses the reserved categories. Subse-
qguently, we identify the most challenging domain by deteing which domain exhibits the lowest
reliability under the selected seen categories. This ghaeeis accomplished by the calculation of
the expected reliability as in ES. ) ) 3 3

Xe MS (0:1 + d)5; (5)

i=1 c

d =argmin (f! 4jd 2 Dg); ! ¢ = min 4exp41+
d c2C
whered denotes the estimated hardest domah. andC denote the number of samples from
domaind and the number of selected known categories at the starteokpach.D denotes the
known domains used during the training procedurécfd) indicates theé-th sample from class

and domaird. 4 indicates the schedule frequency for domaim the past training period, which
considers the balance of different domains.



Table 1: Results (%) of PACS on ResNetP8][ The open-set ratio is 6:1.

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg

Method ‘ Acc  H-score OSCR ‘ Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR ‘ Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR
OpenMax B] 95.56 92.48 - 83.68 69.61 - 78.61 64.36 - 70.89 50.67 - 82.19 69.28 -

ERM [49] 96.04 93.40 95.11 | 84.18 70.54 71.89 | 77.63 62.80 62.57 | 70.44 55.81 51.75|82.07 70.64 70.33
ARPL [8] 94.83 95.06 94.63|83.93 67.88 68.82| 7856 62.98 65.30 | 74.34 61.20 59.80| 8291 71.78 72.14
MMLD [ 38 94.83 88.80 9294 | 84.43 64.83 69.43 | 77.11 64.21 65.36 | 75.14 67.70 64.69 | 82.88 71.38 73.11
RSC 2 94.43 88.37 91.38|83.36 70.27 73.55| 78.09 65.13 66.15| 77.16 52.98 62.31|83.26 69.19 73.35
DAML [ 45 91.44 80.87 82.83|83.11 72.05 71.75]|79.11 66.26 66.46 | 82.97 72.63 73.71|84.16 7295 73.69
MixStyle [64] 95.23 82.02 88.99 | 86.18 70.62 7257 | 78.92 63.23 63.81 |80.34 71.90 72.07 | 85.17 7194 74.36
SelfReg R7] 95.72 89.34 92.26 | 86.24 72.45 73.77 | 80.77 65.75 66.38 | 78.30 67.06 65.69 | 85.26 73.65 74.53
MLDG [29] 9499 9148 93.70| 84.12 69.52 7215|7845 6159 64.32|79.99 69.67 68.60 | 84.39 73.06 74.69
MVDG [59] 94.43 74.07 88.07 | 87.62 71.98 75.05 | 81.18 63.95 66.34 | 82.41 7355 73.83|86.41 70.89 75.82
ODG-Net #] 93.54 89.39 89.76 | 85.74 72.36 73.41| 8159 67.04 6799 | 79.89 6157 67.46|85.19 7259 74.66
MEDIC-cls [53] 94.83 83.68 90.30| 86.20 69.35 74.16 | 81.94 63.26 67.43|81.84 69.60 70.85]|86.20 71.47 75.69
MEDIC-bcls [53] 94.83 89.49 9240 | 86.20 73.82 7558 | 81.94 66.26 69.04 | 81.84 7437 74.52|86.20 7598 77.89

EBiL-HaDS-cls (ours) | 95.80 91.54 94.62 | 87.24 71.87 7415|8298 6855 7162|8321 8731 7450|8731 79.77 7872
EBiL-HaDS-bcls (ours) 95.80 93.10 94.42 | 87.24 7566 77.19 | 8298 6757 7222|8321 90.11 7752|8731 8111 80.34

Table 2: Results (%) of PACS on ResNet20][ The open-set ratio is 6:1.

Photo (P) Art (A) Cartoon (C) Sketch (S) Avg

Method Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR
OpenMax B] 97.58  93.09 - 88.37 73.91 - 84.38 68.23 - 80.07 68.06 - 87.60 75.82 -

ARPL [8] 97.09 96.81 96.86 | 88.24 77.48 80.32 | 82.68 67.19 68.31 | 78.08 70.04 69.47 | 86.52 77.88 78.74
MIRO [7] 94.85 92.32 93.27 | 8851 65.02 79.01| 8298 63.05 73.72 8222 69.47 70.61|87.14 7247 79.15
MLDG [29 96.77 9585 96.33 | 87.99 77.16 79.93 | 8345 68.74 7132|8225 7316 7227 |87.61 7873 79.96
ERM [49] 97.09 96.58 96.68 | 89.99 76.05 82.44 | 8510 65.79 70.59 | 80.31 70.29 70.16|88.12 77.18 79.97
CIRL [37] 96.53 87.75 95.40| 92.06 70.75 77.44 | 8571 68.82 73.71|84.35 66.73 77.24|89.66 73.51 80.95
MixStyle [64] 96.53 93.57 95.30| 90.87 79.15 83.27 | 86.80 68.08 74.68 | 84.88 7157 73.41|89.77 78.09 81.66
CrossMatch §6] 96.53 96.34 96.12 | 91.37 75.67 82.32 | 83.92 67.02 7455|8161 7203 7399|8837 7776 81.75
SWAD [6] 96.37 8456 93.24 | 93.75 6841 85.00| 8557 5857 7590|8190 74.66 74.65|89.40 7155 82.20
MVDG [59 97.17 95.02 96.63 | 9250 79.47 85.02 | 86.02 71.05 76.03 | 83.44 7524 75.18|89.78 80.20 83.21
ODG-Net [] 96.53 94.93 9558 | 89.24 65.22 74.60 | 83.86 64.32 71.20 | 84.80 77.58 77.38|88.61 7551 79.69
MEDIC-cls [53] 96.37 93.80 95.37|91.62 80.80 84.67 | 86.65 75.85 77.48|84.61 7580 76.79|89.81 8156 83.58
MEDIC-bcls 53] 96.37 94.75 9579 | 91.62 81.61 8581 |86.65 77.39 7830 |84.61 7835 79.50]|89.81 83.03 84.85

EBiL-HaDS-cls (ours) | 97.82 93.58 95.69 | 92.31 80.95 84.35| 87.52 75.68 78.68 | 85.91 76.05 7857 |90.89 8157 84.32
EBiL-HaDS-bcls (ours), 97.82 96.04 97.14 | 92.31 82.80 86.17 | 87.52 78.34 79.85|85.91 78.68 81.32|90.89 8397 86.12

4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation Details

All the experiments use PyToch 2.0 and one NVIDIA A100 GPU. &¥ethe upper limit of the
training step age* and use SGD optimizer, where the learning rate (Ir) is séeas and batch size
is chosen ad6. The weights ol.cs, Lreg , andLrge are chosen a0, 1le 4, and5e 4. Lr
decay isle ! and conducted &e® meta-training step. The worker numbe#diand is 2e °. For
ResNet1820] and ResNet5040], each rebiased layer is constructed using a residual ¢atimoal
block. For ConvNet§5], convolutional layers are utilized. Apart from the contienal classi ca-
tion head (cls), we also utilize a binary classi cation hghdls) as in MEDIC §3]. The training
time of our method idh on PACS (ResNet1&[)), 1:2h on PACS (ResNet5@[]), 20min on Dig-
itsDG (ConvNet £9)), 2h on Of ceHome (ResNetl180]). The parameter ablation is provided in
the appendix.

4.2 Datasets and Metrics

We adopt the open-set protocols provided by MED®G][ wherein the training set of each domain,
shares the same categories. Three benchmarks are invd&eis [30] comprises4 distinct do-
mains,i.e., photq art-painting, cartoon andsketch totaling9; 991images.7 classes are contained
in this dataset for each domaiDigits-DG [62] aggregated standard digit recognition dataseg,.,
Mnist, Mnist-m SVHN andSYN Of ce-Home [50] includes15; 500images acros85 classes from

4 domainsj.e., art, clipart, product andreal-world. Since MEDIC B3] did not provide a detailed
benchmark on Of ceHome, we construct the whole benchmairkguseveral outstanding baselines
and our approach, where the 8§ categories following the alphabet order are chosen as nnsee
categories. The leave-one-domain-out DG setting is adofise-set accuracy (acc), H-score, and
OSCR serve as metrics following3J], where OSCR is the primary metric for OSDG.

4.3 Analysis of the Experimental Results on Three OSDG Bencharks

We rst validate the performances of our approach on theelwell-established benchmarks for
the OSDG taske.g, PACS, DigitsDG, and Of ceHome. In Table we use ResNet1&[] as the

feature extraction backbone which is pre-trained on Imag2dK [12] for the PACS benchmark.
Compared with the state-of-the-art methdds, MEDIC and ODG-Net, the proposed EBiL-HaDS



Table 3: Results (%) of Digits-DG on ConvNé&d]. The open-set ratio is 6:4.

MNIST MNIST-M SVHN SYN Avg

Method Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR
OpenMax ] 97.33  52.03 - 71.03 57.26 E 72.00  49.46 E 84.83 54.78 E 81.30 53.38 E

MixStyle [64] 97.86 7325 89.36 | 7450 59.30 56.95| 69.28 53.24 4843|8506 60.22 6544|8168 6150 65.05
ERM [49] 97.47 80.90 92.60 | 71.03 53.92 54.04 | 71.08 54.37 4986|8567 5157 67.63 (8131 60.19 66.03
ARPL [8] 97.75 85.74 91.86 | 69.78 58.08 5421|7178 56.98 53.63| 8531 64.04 65.89| 8116 66.21 66.40
MLDG [29] 97.83 80.36 94.28 | 71.11 46.84 5517 | 73.64 53.54 53.64 | 86.08 63.56 70.34 | 82.16 61.08 68.36
SWAD [6] 97.71 84.44 9265 | 73.09 53.35 5594 (76.08 59.18 56.25|87.95 51.27 69.03 | 83.71 62.06 68.47
ODG-Net §] 96.86 71.34 90.93 | 72.92 58.47 56.98 | 69.83 55.74 51.55| 8542 67.67 68.12| 81.26 63.31 66.90

MEDIC-cls[53] | 97.89 67.37 96.17 | 71.14 48.44 5537 | 76.00 51.20 55.58 | 88.11 64.90 73.62| 83.28 57.98 70.19
MEDIC-bcls 53] | 97.89  83.20 95.81 | 71.14 60.98 58.28 | 76.00 58.77 57.60 | 88.11 62.24 7291|8328 66.30 71.15

EBiL-HaDS-cls | 99.50 87.40 97.49 | 74.28 56.58 60.86 | 80.33 61.27 62.84 | 93.97 73.95 78.14| 87.02 70.27 75.83
EBiL-HaDS-bcls | 99.50 91.63 97.58 | 74.28 60.72 59.39 | 80.33 62.23 63.88 | 93.97 69.92 79.28 | 87.02 71.13 75.87

Table 4: Results (%) of Of ceHome on ResNetIR]). The open-set ratio is 35:30.

Art Clipart Real World Product Avg

Method ‘ Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR
OpenMax B] 65.59  56.00 = 60.02  47.34 = 83.56 70.48 = 80.50 68.45 = 72,92  60.57 =

MixStyle [64] 62.81 53.93 50.71 | 52.46 4453 4227|8116 67.70 67.95| 76.29 6346 6251 | 68.18 57.41 55.86
ERM [49] 66.30 57.39 54.86|59.60 46.81 47.84 (8450 69.99 74.03|80.81 67.40 67.44| 7280 60.40 61.04
ARPL [8] 60.06 50.34 4568 | 54.82 4572 43.21(76.24 62.04 61.73| 7530 6247 60.19 | 66.61 5514 52.70
MLDG [29 66.56 52.45 55.10 | 58.85 53.09 47.69 | 80.10 70.66 70.02| 75.02 66.16 63.49 | 70.13 60.59 59.08
SWAD [6] 59.12 53.05 47.87 | 57.37 4578 4728 | 78.38 66.43 65.48 | 76.50 64.29 63.28 | 67.84 57.39 58.95

ODG-Net {] 64.10 5497 50.64 | 61.06 52.26 48.33|83.93 70.04 71.34|79.07 6547 6549 | 7204 60.69 58.95

MEDIC-cls[53 | 66.81 55.78 55.85| 61.14 54.21 4851|8503 71.16 73.15|80.69 67.72 68.09| 73.42 62.22 61.40
MEDIC-bcls 53] | 66.81 51.76 56.21 | 61.14 53.28 4897 | 85.03 70.61 74.08 | 80.69 67.70 67.17 | 73.42 60.82 61.61

EBiL-HaDS-cls | 68.18 59.66 56.83 | 63.48 57.01 52.26 | 85.48 72.88 74.45| 81.61 71.03 70.25| 7469 6515 63.45
EBiL-HaDS-bcls | 68.18 53.57 57.49 | 63.48 52.12 53.14 | 8548 74.20 75.64 | 81.61 7220 71.62| 7469 6297 64.47

achieves promising performance improvements for all thealo generalization splits. On averaged
metrics across all of these DG splits, our approach delperformance improvements lyl 1% of
close-set accurac$;13%of H-score, an@:45% of OSCR for the binary classi cation head (bcls),
and consistent performance improvements can be found ot ntional classi cation head (cls).
Through using EBIiL-HaDS to achieve a more reasonable doswdiaduler during the training, we
observe that on the most challenging domain generalizafidit i.e., Cartoonas unseen domain,
EBiL-HaDS delivers the most performance bene ts. The ctrengith of EBiL-HaDS is its adaptive
domain scheduling, optimized through a bi-level mannectieve maximum rebiased discrepancy
evidential learning. This ensures comprehensive andidigttive data partitions during training,
enhancing generalization to unseen domains, which is eeddrom the above experimental anal-
yses. Signi cant performance gains in challenging DG spBuch as the unseen Cartoon domain,
demonstrate its effectiveness in handling extreme dontaftss Consistent metric improvements
highlight EBIL-HaDS's versatility across various OSDG thages.

Further experiments on a different backbone, ResNet50 20|, are delivered in Tabl@, where

our method contributek08%, 0:94% and1:27%performance improvements of close-set accuracy,
H-score, and OSCR for binary classi cation head and coestgterformance improvements for the
conventional classi cation head. EBIL-HaDS contributesrm performance improvements when
we compare the experimental results on ResNet18 with REON2f] for the PACS dataset, which
illustrates that the EBiL-HaDS is more helpful in allevigiithe generalizability issue of model-
preserving light-weight network structure since a netwwith small size is hard to optimize and
obtain the generalizable capabilities on challenging ensimains. This observation is further vali-
dated by the experimental results on DigitsDG where a smadievork structure,e., ConvNet p5],

is used, as shown in Tab® Our method contribute3:74%, 4:83% and4:72% performance im-
provements of close-set accuracy, H-score, and OSCR fanpiriassi cation head an@:74%
12:29% and5:64% performance improvements of close-set accuracy, H-seme OSCR for the
conventional classi cation head. Consistent performangarovements are shown in Tablleon

the Of ceHome. We further observe that using EBiL-HaDS, ¢iimized model can contribute a
distinct separation between con dence scores of the mad¢he unseen categories and seen cate-
gories in the test unseen domain, showing the bene ts of soreeble domain scheduler for OSDG.

4.4 Analysis of the Ablation Experiments

We deliver the ablation experiments in TabléVe rstremove thd.grge by directly supervising the
follower network using the con dence score provided by $ftfk supervised by cross-entropy loss
for classi cation, where the results are shown in the sequeud of Table5 (w/o RBE). Compared
with this ablation, our method achiev&®82% 5:24% and3:46% performance improvements of



Table 5: Module ablation of the DigitsDG on ConvNé&#][.

Head| DGS RBE MNIST MNIST-M SVHN SYN Avg
Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR

cls 97.89 67.37 96.17 | 71.14 4844 5537 | 76.00 5120 55.58| 88.11 64.90 73.62 | 83.28 57.98 70.19
bcls 97.89 83.20 9581 | 71.14 6098 5828 | 76.00 58.77 57.60 | 88.11 62.24 7291 |83.28 66.30 71.15
cls X 99.17 79.09 95.37| 71.78 60.66 57.05| 78.58 60.34 59.52|91.28 70.05 76.65| 85.20 67.54 72.15
bcls X 99.17 80.52 96.08 | 71.78 55.79 58.10| 7852 6151 60.89 | 91.28 7231 7455|8520 67.35 7241
cls X 99.14 79.47 9514 | 72.06 59.19 56.76 | 77.61 56.88 58.37 | 91.11 7228 72.78| 84.98 66.96 70.76
bcls X 99.14 81.03 96.03 | 72.06 60.89 57.60| 77.61 59.21 59.32 | 91.11 73.53 73.96 | 84.98 68.67 71.98
cls X X 99.50 87.40 97.49| 7428 56.58 60.86| 80.33 61.27 62.84 | 9397 7582 78.14|87.02 7027 75.83
bcls X X 99.50 91.63 97.58 | 74.28 60.72 59.39 | 80.33 62.23 63.88 | 93.97 75.77 79.28 | 87.02 7259 75.87

Table 6: Comparison with different domain schedulers ontBRG with open-set ratio 6:4.
MNIST MNIST-M SVHN SYN Avg
Method ‘ Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR‘ Acc  H-score OSCR

SequentialSched-cls| 97.89  67.37 96.17 | 71.14 48.44 5537 | 76.00 51.20 5558 | 88.11 64.90 73.62|83.28 57.98 70.19
SequentialSched-bcls97.89  83.20 95.81 | 71.14 60.98 5828 | 76.00 58.77 57.60 | 88.11 62.24 72.91 | 83.28 66.30 71.15

Random-cls 98.39 5293 9421|7092 5270 5241|7792 59.65 57.95|88.33 4411 75.66|83.89 5235 70.06
Random-bcls 98.39 73.67 94.22|70.92 5723 54.87|7792 5754 6106|8833 6834 7481|8389 6420 7124
EBiL-HaDS-cls 99.50 87.40 97.49| 7428 56.58 60.86 | 80.33 61.27 62.84 | 93.97 7582 78.14|87.02 70.27 75.83

EBIiL-HaDS-bcls 99.50 91.63 97.58 | 74.28 60.72 59.39 | 80.33 62.23 63.88 | 93.97 7577 79.28 | 87.02 7259 75.87

L

il |
l | ol sl ol o | S e i e LK -
@5 04 05 06 07 08 10 03 04 05 06 07 08 08 10 @ 02 os 08 o8 10 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 o5 06 07 08

(a) ODGNet (b) MEDIC-cls (c) MEDIC-bcls (d) Ours-cls (e) Ours-bcls
Figure 1: Comparison of open-set con dence using ResNe2Bdn PACS.Photois the unseen
domain. We use red and blue colors to denote unseen and gegorigs.
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(a) MEDIC photo (b) Ours photo (c) MEDIC art (d) Ours art
Figure 2: The visualization of the embeddings through TSHH for PACS on ResNet1&[)].
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(a) Acc-SA1 (b) OSCR-SA1 (c) Acc-SA2 (d) OSCR-SA2
Figure 3: Ablation of different open-set ratios on DigitsRfataset by ConvNetp] backbone,
where SA indicates Split Ablation. Regarding all the spliase 1 (denoted by red color) indicates
using 7, 8, 9, 10 as unseen categories. In (a) and (b), Casendtéd by blue color) and Case 3
(denoted by gray color) indicate that using 0, 1, 2, 3 and 3, 3,as unseen categories. In (c) and
(d), Case 2 and Case 3 indicate using 7, 8, 9 and 8, 9 as undegorias, respectively.

close-set accuracy, H-score, and OSCR for binary classbndnead and.:82%, 2:73%, and3:68%
performance improvements of close accuracy, H-score, &@ROfor conventional classi cation
head. The signi cant OSDG performance improvements higtilihe importance of the con dence
score learned by the max rebiased discrepancy evidergialifey in supervising the follower net-
work, ensuring the promising reliability prediction. These use a sequential scheduler and keep
theLgrge in the third part of Tablé (w/o DGS), where our approach outperforms this variant by
2:04%, 3:92% and3:89%of close accuracy, H-score, and OSCR for binary classiaratiead and
2:04%, 3:31% and5:07% of these metrics for conventional classi cation head. Tdliservation
shows the importance of the proposed domain scheduleréddd8DG task and highlights the effect
of using meta-learning trained with a reasonable datatymartiBoth ablations show better OSDG
performances compared with MEDIC, con rming the bene t afolh component. We further deliver



more ablationse.g, the bene ts brought by the max discrepancy regularizatémm, comparison
with recent curriculum learning approaches, and ablatfdherebiased layers in the appendix.

4.5 Comparison of Different Domain Schedulers for OSDG Task

We present several comparison experiments in Taldademonstrate the ef cacy of various domain
schedulers when applying meta-learning to the OSDG taskcoivgpare our proposed EBiL-HaDS
with both the sequential domain scheduler and the randonagtosoheduler. The sequential domain
scheduler selects domains in a xed order for batch datatjganihg, while the random scheduler as-
signs domains randomly. Results show that EBiL-HaDS sicgmitly outperforms both the random
and sequential domain schedulers. Speci cally, EBiL-Ha@zRieves performance improvements
of 3:13% 8:39% and4:63%in closed accuracy, H-score, and OSCR for the binary claatibn
head, an®:13%, 17:92% and5:77%in these metrics for the conventional classi cation headheo
pared to the random scheduler. This ablation demonsti@éstir scheduler enables the model to
converge to a more optimal region, which outperforms botlipmed xed-order (sequential) and
maximally random (random) schedulers, underscoring thgoiance of a well-designed domain
scheduler in meta-learning for the OSDG. More ablationsamain schedulers are supplemented
in the appendix.

4.6 Analysis of the TSNE Visualizations of the Latent Space

In Figure2, we deliver the TSNE4§] visualization of the latent space of MEDIC and our approach
on the OSDG splitg,e., photoandart as unseen domains. Unseen and seen categories are denoted
by red and other colors. we observe that the model trainedibynethod delivers a more compact
cluster for each category and the unseen category is moaead®p regarding the decision boundary
in the latent space. Our method's ability to improve the gali@ability of the model is particularly
noteworthy. The well-structured latent space facilitdietier transfer learning capabilities, allowing
the model to adapt more ef ciently to new, unseen categori€bis characteristic is especially
bene cial in dynamic environments where the data distidoucan change over time. In essence,
the effectiveness of our approach in achieving a more disoétive and generalizable latent space
can be directly linked to the sophisticated data partitignachieved through EBiL-HaDS. This
demonstrates the profound in uence that carefully desigdemain schedulers can have on the
overall performance of deep learning models, emphasihiageed for thoughtful consideration in
their implementation.

4.7 Ablation of the Open-Set Ratios and the Number of Unseena&egories

We rst conduct the ablation towards different unseen catiesg with a prede ned open-set ratio
in Figure3aand Figure3b of close-set accuracy and the OSCR for open-set evaluatioere the
performance of the ODG-NET, binary classi cation head, aodventional classi cation head of
MEDIC method and our method are presented. We then condectlifation towards different
numbers of unseen categories in FigBoeand Figure3d of close-set accuracy and the OSCR for
open-set evaluation, where the performance of the ODG-KB&yy classi cation head, and classi-
cation head of MEDIC method and our method are presentedmiRthe experimental results and
comparisons, we can nd consistent performance improvesyerdicating the high generalizability
of our approach across different open-set ratios and urcsdegory settings.

5 Conclusion

In this study, we introduce the Evidential Bi-Level HardBsimain Scheduler (EBiL-HaDS) for the
OSDG task. EBIiL-HaDS is designed to create an adaptive dosddieduler that dynamically ad-
justs to varying domain dif culties. Extensive experimgph diverse image recognition tasks across
three OSDG benchmarks demonstrate that our proposedmsoggnerates more discriminative em-
beddings. Additionally, it signi cantly enhances the pmrhance of state-of-the-art techniques in
OSDG, showcasing its ef cacy and potential for broader eggpions for deep learning models.

Limitations and Societal Impacts. The positive societal impact of EBiL-HaDS is its ability take
the model aware of out-of-distribution categories in unsg@mains, thereby achieving more reliable
decisions. EBIiL-HaDS highlights the signi cance of domaitheduling in OSDG. However, our



method may still lead to misclassi cation and biased coftpatentially causing false predictions
with negative impacts. EBiL-HaDS depends on source donveithsuni ed categories and has only
been tested on image classi cation. We aim to extend it teothsks in the future.
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A Further lllustration of the Evaluation Methods and Protoc ols

We follow the same protocol according to the MEDIC approds3).[ For PACS dataset which is
used in Tablel and Table2, we use the open-set ratio @s 1, where theelephanthorse giraffe,
dog, guitar, houseare selected as seen categories pasonis selected as the unseen category.
For the DigitsDG dataset, we leverage the open-set rat® ag, where digits0; 1; 2; 3; 4; 5 are
used as seen categories while di@it3; 8; 9 are selected as unseen categories, in Tabkeor the

Of ceHome datasetMop, Mouse Mug, NotebookOven Pan PaperClig Pen Pencil PostitNotes
Printer, PushPin Radiq Refrigerator Ruler, Scissors Screwdriver Shelf Sink SneakersSoda
SpeakerSpoon TV, Table TelephongToothBrush Toys TrashCan Webcamare chosen as tH&0
unseen categories. Thccindicates the close-set accuracy measured on the seerogasetp
assess the correctness of the classi cation. FrecoreandOSCRare measurements for the open-
set recognition which are widely used in the OSDG eld. SititeH-scorerelies on a prede ned
threshold derived from the source domain validation seefmagate the seen categories and unseen
categories, it is regarded as a secondary metric in our a&tatu MEDIC proposes OSCR for the
OSDG evaluation where no prede ned threshold is requirddckvis used as our primary evaluation
metric.

Regarding the calculation of the H-Score, we rst have aghadd ratio to separate the samples
coming from seen and unseen classes. When the predictedeate score is below, we regard
the corresponding samples as an unseen category. Thenpwkatathe accuracy for all the samples
regarded as seen categories according to their corresgpséeéen labels, which can be denoted as
Acck. The accuracy calculation of the unseen categories is atedun a binary classi cation
manner, where the label for the samples from the seen cgtegannotated a% and the label for
the samples from the unseen category is annotat@d&sen the accuracy for the unseen evaluation
can be denoted ascc,. The H-score is calculated as follows,

2 Acc, Acc
H [ 6
score ACCu+ ACCk ( )
OSCR is a combination of the accuracy and the AUROC via a ngothneshold to measure the
quality of the con dence score prediction for the OSDG taBlfferent from the AUROC, OSDG

only calculates the samples that are correctly predictéthusich moving threshold, which is a
combination of the calculation manner from the H-score abdR@C.
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B More Ablations of the Proposed Method

B.1 Ablation of the RBE

We deliver the ablation results of schedulers with difféfess function components on the Digits-
DG dataset with an open-set ratio of 6:4 for close-set acgukscore, and OSCR of both the con-
ventional and binary classi cation heads under differeatbdet partitions (Mnist, Mnist-m, SVHN,
SYN). The experiments are conducted by removing the whglg= component or removing only
the regularization terrRgg from the EBiL-HaDS method. The results show that EBiL-Hal2% p
forms better than the other two variations on almost all thtaskt partitions except the H-score
of Mnist-m, as shown in Tabl@é, demonstrating the effect of olirge and the importance of the
regularization terniR g in the wholel rgge  component.

Comparisons between EBIiL-HaDS and the method withouk thg: illustrate the whole improve-
ment of our deep evidential learning component with regzdaion termRgg . EBiL-HaDS has

in average?:04%, 3:31%, 5:07% performance increase of the conventional classi catioachend
2:04%, 3:92%, 3:89%increase of the binary classi cation head for close-seteacy, H-score, and
OSCR, respectively. Differences between the models withgge and withoutR rg demonstrate
the effect of our deep evidential learning itself. The perfance with deep evidential learning im-
proves0:66%, 0:43%, 2:47% with the conventional classi cation head afB6%, 0:73%, 0:83%
with the binary classi cation head for close-set accurddyscore, and OSCR in average. On the
other hand, EBiL-HaDS has superior results than the modislowt regularization terfRgg by
1:38%, 2:88%, 2:60% and1:38%, 3:19% 3:06% for close-set accuracy, H-score, OSCR with the
conventional and binary classi cation heads averagelyesehexperiments showcase the signi -
cance of regularization terRgg , which contributes more thas0% performance improvementin
the wholeL rge  component on alB metrics with either conventional or binary classi catioadd.

Table 7: Comparison with different domain schedulers ontBiBG with open-set ratio 6:4 using
ConvNet p5] (Best inBold).

MNIST MNIST-M SVHN SYN Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR

w/o RBE (cls) 99.14 79.47 95.14 | 72.06 59.19 56.76 | 77.61 56.88 5837 | 91.11 72.28 72.78| 84.98 66.96 70.76
w/o RBE (bcls) | 99.14 81.03 96.03 | 72.06 60.89 57.60 | 77.61 59.21 59.32 | 91.11 7353 73.96 | 84.98 68.67 71.98

w/o RB (cls) 99.19 8272 94.67 | 73.89 56.47 60.78 | 78.17 56.54 5954|9131 73.81 77.92| 8564 67.39 73.23
w/o RB (bcls) 99.19 84.89 096.13 | 73.89 60.03 58.73 | 78.17 6149 60.20|91.31 71.17 76.17 | 85.64 69.40 72.81

EBiL-HaDS-cls | 99.50 87.40 97.49 | 7428 56.58 60.86 | 80.33 61.27 62.84 87.02 70.27 75.83
EBiL-HaDS-bcls| 99.50 91.63 97.58 | 74.28 60.72 59.39 | 80.33 62.23 63.88 87.02 7259 75.87

93.97 7582 78.14
93.97 75.77 79.28

B.2 Ablation of the Hyperparameters

We visualize the impact of various hyperparameter con gjares on the DigitsDG dataset for close-
set accuracy, as well as the OSCR of both the conventionabgady classi cation heads under
different dataset partitionsv{nist, Mnist-m SVHN SYNas unseen domains), as illustrated in Fig-
ure7, Figure8, and Figured. Figure7 presents an ablation study focusing on thi& uences, and
demonstrates that varyingfrom2e *to2e © slightly impacts model performance, with certain set-
tings yielding optimal results. For instance, lower valags generally enhance the OSCR of binary
classi cation head, particularly in more complex datasgi&ts SVHN suggesting that is important
for achieving a balance between robustness and accuracyriaid generalization scenarios.

In Figure8, adjustments to the loss weightlogec ranging fromle °tole 6 are analyzed, which
is evident that the loss weight dfzeg with 1e * yields the most optimal results across various
metrics. Conversely, excessively lower loss weighLgEc appears to have a detrimental effect,
potentially leading to over tting or diminishing the modehbility to generalize effectively across
different domains. Besides, Figudexplores the ablation of the loss weightla§ge  via adjusting
Lree from5e !to5e . It shows a direct effect on both accuracy and OSCR, with faweights
generally improving performance, particularly for chatigng datasets lik§€VHN which suggests
thatLrge plays a critical role in the evidential learning framewaosigni cantly in uencing the
model's ability in open-set conditions under unseen domalnining of hyperparametersthe loss
weights ofLgec andLgge are signi cant for optimizing the performance of domain geadization
models. Optimal settings remarkably enhance both the acgwf meta-training and the OSCR of
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the classi cation heads, particularly under complex andllemging dataset conditions likeVHN
as the unseen domain.

B.3 Ablation of the Rebiased Layers

In this subsection, we provide the ablation of the layer nemised for the rebiased operation as
shown in Table3. In this ablation, 1-1 layer, 2-1 layer, and 2-2 layer intécthat theR , andR ,

are both constructed Hyconvolutional layer, constructed Hyand2 convolutional layers, and both
constructed by convolutional layers, with uni ed kernel siz& We rst observe that all of the
ablation experiments outperform the baseline MEDIC in &eafthe averaged OSDG performance,
indicating that with rebiased setting our method can aeh@erall OSDG performance improve-
ments regardless of the layer constructions. Delving deiepethe ablation comparison, we nd
that different convolutional layers to construct the rebiihead can achieve the best performance.
This 2-1 layer setting is thereby adopted in other experisien

Table 8: Ablation of the rebiased layer number on Digits-D&wepen-set ratio 6:4 using Con-
vNet [65] (Best inBold).

MNIST MNIST-M SVHN SYN Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR

MEDIC (cls) 97.89 67.37 96.17 | 71.14 48.44 5537 | 76.00 51.20 55.58 | 88.11 64.90 73.62| 83.28 57.98 70.19
MEDIC (bcls) | 97.89 83.20 95.81 | 71.14 60.98 58.28 | 76.00 58.77 57.60 | 88.11 62.24 7291 | 83.28 66.30 71.15

1-1layer(cls) | 99.11 87.30 94.12 | 72.86 56.50 59.29 | 78.64 61.69 61.45| 9258 74.30 78.12| 85.80 69.97 73.25
1-1layer (bcls) | 99.11 91.35 96.92 | 72.86 60.20 61.10 | 78.64 62.16 60.67 | 92.58 75.05 79.78 | 85.80 72.19 74.62

2-1layer(cls) | 99.50 87.40 97.49 | 74.28 56.58 60.86 | 80.33 61.27 62.84| 9397 7582 78.14|87.02 70.27 75.83
2-1layer (bcls) | 99.50 91.63 97.58 | 74.28 60.72 59.39 | 80.33 62.23 63.88 | 93.97 75.77 79.28 | 87.02 7259 75.87

2-2layers (cls) | 99.08 87.02 96.61 | 73.32 56.57 59.33| 79.14 61.97 61.03| 94.00 7454 79.13|86.39 70.03 74.03
2-2layers (bcls)| 99.08 90.12 96.79 | 73.32 60.11 59.59 | 79.14 59.58 60.04 | 94.00 72.74 77.48 | 86.39 70.64 73.48

B.4 Comparison with the Self-Generated Reliability-Baseddomain Scheduler and
Easy-to-Hard Domain Scheduler

We deliver the comparison among the prede ned domain sdked63], the self-generated
reliability-based domain scheduler (denoted as SDGS)e#ster domain scheduler (denoted as
EDS), and our domain scheduler in TaBleThe self-generated reliability-based domain scheduler
indicates that we do not rely on the follower network to aghithe reliability assessment while the
con dence score from the main network is utilized for the domscheduling. This comparison is
designed to showcase the importance of the follower netwsekl for the domain reliability assess-
ment. The easier domain scheduler indicates that we useothaid with the highest reliability to
accomplish the data partition during the meta-learning.

Through using the follower network, we observe that our méthutperforms SDGS b2:19%
2:81% and3:29% of Acc, H-score, and OSCR for binary classi cation head &rtb% 3:42%
and4:05%of Acc, H-score, and OSCR for conventional classi catiomtieConsistent performance
bene ts of our method can be observed when we compare thésesithe EDS with ours, indi-
cating the importance of using the hardest domain schedutbe OSDG task when meta-learning
is involved. Compared with the prede ned domain schedulemf MEDIC, SDGS and EDS out-
perform it obviously, indicating the importance of usingataptive domain scheduler during the
meta-learning procedure for the OSDG task.

Table 9: Comparison of self-generated reliability-basawhdin scheduler, the Easy?Hard scheduler,
and ours on Digits-DG with open-set ratio 6:4 using ConvIéé} [Best inBold).

MNIST MNIST-M SVHN SYN Avg
Method Acc  H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR

MEDIC (cls) | 97.89 67.37 96.17 | 71.14 48.44 5537 76.00 51.20 5558|8811 64.90 73.62|83.28 57.98 70.19
MEDIC (bcls) | 97.89 83.20 95.81 | 71.14 60.98 58.28 | 76.00 58.77 57.60 | 88.11 62.24 7291 | 83.28 66.30 71.15

SDGS (cls) 98.97 8599 9567|7117 50.86 56.06| 76.72 57.55 57.78|92.47 72.98 77.61|84.83 66.85 7178
SDGS (bcls) | 98.97 88.79 96.62 | 71.17 57.01 54.18 | 76.72 57.89 59.06 | 92.47 7544 80.46 | 84.83 69.78 72.58

EDS (cls) 98.89 76.21 9540 72.17 53.81 57.46| 76.86 58.07 58.95]|90.72 69.40 76.45|84.66 64.37 72.07
EDS (bcls) 98.89 88.17 96.46 | 72.17 59.15 56.09 | 76.86 59.61 57.97 | 90.72 69.98 76.58 | 84.66 69.23 71.78

Ours (cls) 99.50 87.40 97.49| 7428 56.58 60.86 | 80.33 61.27 62.84|93.97 75.82 78.14|87.02 70.27 75.83
Ours (bcls) 99.50 91.63 97.58 | 74.28 60.72 59.39 | 80.33 62.23 63.88 | 93.97 7577 79.28 | 87.02 7259 75.87
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B.5 Comparison with Other Curriculum Learning Approaches

We implement two recent curriculum learning approaches,the training paradigms proposed by
Wanget al. [55) and Abbeet al.[1] into the OSDG task, where the comparison of the experinhenta
results are delivered in Tabi®. We rst observe that using different training paradigma tane t
OSDG. Compared with the MEDIC baseline, the approach pexpby Abbeet al. [1] achieves
performance improvements &f44%, 3:49% and0:92% and 2:44%, 2:04% and1:09% of Acc,
H-score, and OSCR for the conventional classi cation headithe binary classi cation head. The
approach proposed by Waegal.[55] also delivers promising comparable results with the MEDIC
baseline. Furthermore, since our approach is speci cabighed for the OSDG task, our approach
achieves performance improvement4t#0%, 8:80% and4:72%and1:30%, 4:25% and3:63%in
Acc, H-score, and OSCR for the conventional classi cati@adh and the binary classi cation head
compared with the approach proposed by Akbal. [1], illustrating the superior performance of
our domain scheduler based data patrtition in the OSDG task.

Table 10: Comparison with other curriculum learning method Digits-DG with open-set ratio 6:4
using ConvNet§5 (Best inBold).

MNIST MNIST-M SVHN SYN Avg
Method Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR| Acc H-score OSCR
MEDIC (cls) 97.89 67.37 96.17 | 71.14 48.44 5537 | 76.00 51.20 5558 | 88.11 64.90 73.62| 83.28 57.98 70.19
MEDIC (bcls) 97.89 83.20 9581 | 71.14 60.98 58.28 | 76.00 58.77 57.60 | 88.11 62.24 7291 | 83.28 66.30 71.15

Wanget al.[55] (cls) | 98.92 87.80 94.34| 72.22 48.27 57.99| 78.14 5287 59.92|90.03 6248 69.35|84.83 62.86 70.40
Wanget al.[55] (bcls) | 98.92  89.42 94.98 | 72.22 60.13 5822 | 78.14 59.20 59.46 | 90.03 66.43 70.67 | 84.83 68.78 70.83

Abbeet al.[1] (cls) 99.22 78.06 94.79| 71.92 50.16 5556 | 79.81 5280 59.95|91.92 6487 7413|8572 6147 7111
Abbeetal.[1] (bcls) | 99.22 88.37 95.53 | 71.92 60.06 57.96 | 79.81 59.55 60.32 | 91.92 65.37 75.14 | 85.72 68.34 7224

Ours (cls) 99.50 87.40 97.49 | 7428 56.58 60.86 | 80.33 61.27 62.84 | 93.97 7582 78.14 | 87.02 70.27 75.83
Ours (bcls) 99.50 91.63 97.58 | 74.28 60.72 59.39 | 80.33 62.23 63.88 | 93.97 7577 79.28 | 87.02 7259 75.87

C More Details of the Open-Set Ratios and Splits Ablations

We visualize the impact of different strategies for spiijtknown and unknown classes on the Dig-
itsDG dataset, speci cally examining the effects on cles¢accuracy and OSCR of both conven-
tional and binary classi cation heads. The analysis covar®us dataset partitions, includiMnist,
Mnist-m SYN andSVHN as depicted in Figuré and Figureb. Figure4 presents an ablation study
focusing on the selection of unknown classes with a 6:4 rddiespite the suboptimal dataset par-
titioning leading to declines in both close-set accuracy @SCR, the superiority of our method
remains largely unaffected by the choice of unknown clasiesonsistently achieves the highest
close-set accuracy and OSCR across most domains withindfits[DG dataset, while also maintain-
ing competitive performance in the remaining domains. Teisonstrates the model's pro ciency
in distinguishing and recognizing known classes within titagning set, as well as its capability
of managing unseen classes, thereby highlighting its talss in open-set environments. Further-
more, Figure5 illustrates an ablation study examining various open-agébs (7:3 and 8:2). By
analyzing the impact of various open-set ratios in thistalawe show that our method effectively
mitigates saturation in close-set accuracy, maintainityist generalization capabilities of OSDG.
However, the imbalance between known and unknown sampteimidhes the model's ability to
differentiate unknown classes, resulting in a generalabese in OSCR. Despite this challenge, our
method consistently achieves the highest OSCR acrossatiffepen-set ratios compared with the
baselines. Notably, in the complex and challengdHNdomain, our OSCR exceeds the baseline
MEDIC-bcls by5:08% at the 8:2 ratio. This nding underscores our model's exaay! perfor-
mance in detecting unknown classes and accurately claggsiyown ones.

D Analysis of the Performances during Training

We visualize the accuracy changes during training et€gepochs for the meta-learning process,
reporting both validation accuracy and test accuracy, as/shn Figure6. Implementing our do-
main scheduler introduces signi cant improvements in thaded's training dynamics. Notably, the
validation accuracy curve appears smoother compared tdEi2IC baseline, as illustrated in Fig-
urebaand Figuresc. At the early stages of meta-learning for OSDG, our domairedaler demon-
strates superior initial training performance, with testtaccuracy surpassing that of MEDIET].
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These ndings suggest that customizing the training scheettumatch distinct domain partitions

within the data can substantially enhance both trainingieficy and overall performance. Our ap-
proach capitalizes on specialized domain knowledge, @ligihe training algorithm to better adapt
to varying data characteristics, ultimately optimizing thodel's performance outcomes.
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(d) OSCR on DigitsDG when we choose 2, 3, 4, 5 as unknown dasse

Figure 4. Experimental details for the ablation of differsplits on 6:4 ratio on DigitsDG dataset.
(Supplementary gure)
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(d) OSCR on DigitsDG when we choose 8, 9 as unknown classes.

Figure 5: Experimental details for the ablation of diffearepen-set ratios on DigitsDG dataset.

(Supplementary gure)

19



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

(a) Val and test accuracy on MnistDG, where Mnisfli} Val and test accuracy on MnistDG, where Mnist-m
chosen as the unseen domain. is chosen as the unseen domain.
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0 e 90 e

(c) Val and test accuracy on MnistDG, where SYNd3 Val and test accuracy on MnistDG, where SVHN is
chosen as the unseen domain. chosen as the unseen domain.

Figure 6: Val and test accuracy on MnistDG, where the valisaaccuracy of MEDIC and our
approach are indicated by lines in blue and orange colod,tlaa test accuracy of MEDIC and
our approach are indicated by lines in gray and yellow coldrse horizontal axis indicates the
evaluation step with stepsize 100 during the meta-leamingedure.
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Figure 7: Ablation for the , where the horizontal axis indicates the ablation casese@a?2, 3,
4,5, and 6 indicat@e 1, 2e 2, 2e 3, 2e 4, 2e ® and2e 6. The experiments are conducted on
DigitsDG using a ConvNet architecture.
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(a) Accuracy (b) OSCR (cls)

(c) OSCR (bcls)

Figure 8: Ablation for the loss weight of theres , where the horizontal axis indicates the ablation
cases. Case 1, 2, 3, and 4 indicke 3, 1e *, 1e 5, andle 8. The experiments are conducted on
DigitsDG using a ConvNet architecture.

(a) Accuracy (b) OSCR (cls)

(c) OSCR (bcls)

Figure 9: Ablation for the loss weight of thesge , where the horizontal axis indicates the ablation
cases. Case 1, 2, 3, and 4 indicae!, 5e 2,5e 2, and5Se “. The experiments are conducted on
DigitsDG using a ConvNet architecture.
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