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Semantic-aware Message Broadcasting for Efficient
Unsupervised Domain Adaptation

Xin Li, Student Member, IEEE, Cuiling Lan, Guoqiang Wei, and Zhibo Chen, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Vision transformer has demonstrated great potential
in abundant vision tasks. However, it also inevitably suffers
from poor generalization capability when the distribution shift
occurs in testing (i.e., out-of-distribution data). To mitigate this
issue, we propose a novel method, Semantic-aware Message
Broadcasting (SAMB), which enables more informative and
flexible feature alignment for unsupervised domain adaptation
(UDA). Particularly, we study the attention module in the vision
transformer and notice that the alignment space using one global
class token lacks enough flexibility, where it interacts information
with all image tokens in the same manner but ignores the rich
semantics of different regions. In this paper, we aim to improve
the richness of the alignment features by enabling semantic-
aware adaptive message broadcasting. Particularly, we introduce
a group of learned group tokens as nodes to aggregate the
global information from all image tokens, but encourage different
group tokens to adaptively focus on the message broadcasting to
different semantic regions. In this way, our message broadcasting
encourages the group tokens to learn more informative and
diverse information for effective domain alignment. Moreover,
we systematically study the effects of adversarial-based feature
alignment (ADA) and pseudo-label based self-training (PST) on
UDA. We find that one simple two-stage training strategy with
the cooperation of ADA and PST can further improve the adapta-
tion capability of the vision transformer. Extensive experiments
on DomainNet, OfficeHome, and VisDA-2017 demonstrate the
effectiveness of our methods for UDA. Our code will be available
at https://github.com/lixinustc/SAMB-TransformerUDA.

Index Terms—Unsupervised domain adaptation, transformer,
ViT, spatial-aware message broadcasting, Adversarial-based
alignment, Self-training.

I. INTRODUCTION

DEEP neural networks (DNNs) have been greatly ad-
vanced in recent years in a variety of vision tasks [1]–

[7], e.g., classification, segmentation, and object detection.
However, it still suffers from poor performance when the
testing data violate the assumption of identical independently
distributed (i.e., i.i.d.) [8], [9]. This prevents the application
of DNNs in many practical scenarios, where target data are
most likely intervened by unknown confounders [10], [11],
e.g., brightness, background, shape, etc. A naı̈ve solution for
this is to annotate the samples of target data for training but
this is labor-intensive and time-consuming. As an alternative,
Unsupervised Domain Adaptation (UDA) aims to eliminate
the domain shift and transfers the knowledge learned from the
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labeled source domain to the unlabeled target domain, which
receives great attention.

Over the past decade, a spectrum of UDA works [12]–
[17] have been investigated based on conventional convolution
networks, e.g., ResNet [18], and AlexNet [19]. The commonly-
used methods can be roughly divided into two categories, dis-
tribution alignment [12], [13], [20], [21], and pseudo-labeling
based methods [22]–[24]. In particular, adversarial learning-
based distribution alignment has been prominent and popular
since the pioneering work DANN [12]. A discriminator is used
to distinguish the source and target domains, which enforces
the generator (i.e., feature extractor) to learn the domain-
invariant knowledge in an adversarial way. In contrast, pseudo-
label based methods learn the data structure and discriminative
information of the target domain with pseudo-labels. However,
unreliable pseudo-labels inevitably cause the adverse effects
for DNNs due to the domain shift. Most of these methods are
studies based on CNNs. Whether there is new insight on top of
the powerful transformer architecture is still under-explored.

Recently, Vision Transformers [1], [5], [7], [25]–[31] have
been explored in various vision tasks and shown the great
potential for their strong modeling capability especially trained
with extremely large-scale data. Even though it has been
experimentally proven that the transformer owns a better
generalization ability than CNNs [11], [32], the promising
performance of the transformer is also hindered by the do-
main shift between training and testing data. To tackle this
challenge, some works [33]–[36] take a step forward and in-
vestigate the transformer-based UDA. These works reveal that
the distribution alignment [33], [35] and self-training [32], [37]
can still improve the UDA performance on the transformer.
Moreover, self-training in transformer behaviors more favor-
able and reliable than that in CNNs. There are several intrinsic
characteristics of the transformer in UDA [11], [32], [35], [36].
1) From the training perspective, the vision transformer is
susceptible to model collapse due to its strong representation
capability, which increases the risk of over-fitting to the source
domain [11]. This poses a higher requirement for effective
training strategy. 2) The Vision Transformer mostly focuses
on the global contextual information, where one class token is
used to interact with all image tokens in the attention module
[1]. Alignment based on such class token lacks flexibility
and expressiveness, which limits the efficiency of knowledge
transfer in unsupervised domain adaptation. Moreover, this
challenge is seldom explored in existing Transformer-based
UDA works.

In this paper, we aim to boost the domain adaptability of
the vision transformer by improving the richness and flexibility
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of the alignment space from the message passing perspective.
It is noteworthy that self-attention is a basic and crucial
component in the vision transformers, which treats each image
token (i.e., a local region) as a “word”, and then, enhances
them by modeling their dependencies [1], [38]. There are
two typical message-passing processes in the self-attention
module. 1) Message Aggregation: the class token (one token
used for classification) aggregates the global information from
all image tokens. 2) Message Broadcasting: the message of
the class token is distributed to different image tokens in
the same manner. We pinpoint that the unified message-
passing process enables the learning of the global contextual
information but ignores the semantic flexibility and diversity of
the classification space, which limits the domain adaptability
of ViT [1].

Motivated by this, we propose the novel Semantic-adaptive
Message Broadcasting (SAMB) for transformer-based UDA,
which enables more informative and flexible alignment space.
We achieve this by introducing a group of learned (group)
tokens as nodes, each of which is responsible for broadcasting
its information (collected from all image tokens) to the corre-
sponding related semantic regions. In this way, the SAMB
enforces the group tokens to learn more rich and flexible
information for the alignment between different domains.
To encourage different group tokens focus on the message
passing for different semantics in one image, we introduce
the dynamic assignment for each node (group token) for
“semantic-aware” information broadcasting. Specifically, we
introduce the Gumbel Softmax [39] for our assignment.

In addition, previous works have verified the effectiveness of
Adversarial Feature Alignment (ADA) and Pseudo-label based
Self-Training (PST) on Transformer-based UDA. However,
the cooperation of ADA and PST has not been explored in
Transformer-based UDA. In this paper, we systematically in-
vestigate the cooperation strategy for ADA and PST. We obtain
the following observations/conclusions. 1) Model collapses are
more likely to occur when the PST and ADA are used to
optimize the network at the same time in a simplified manner.
2) It can further boost the adaptation ability by simply dividing
the training process into two stages, where the first stage is
optimized by ADA, and the second one uses PST. The reason
for that is a stronger “starter” can provide more accurate
pseudo-labels for PST.3) Jointly optimizing ADA and PST at
the second stage is optimal, since the risk of model collapse
is reduced at the first stage by ADA.

We validate the effectiveness of our method on image
classification tasks (Unsupervised domain adaptation). It is
noteworthy that our method is complementary to various
transformer-based UDA methods and is easy to be integrated
into them. Extensive experiments have shown its applicabil-
ity and strengths on commonly-used UDA benchmarks, i.e.,
DomainNet [40], OfficeHome [41], and VisDA-2017 [42].

The contributions of this paper can be summarized as
follows:
• We propose Semantic-aware Message Broadcasting

(SAMB) to improve the domain adaptability of vision
transformers. Concretely, we dynamically assign different
group tokens for the message broadcasting of different

semantics in the same image, which enforces the group
tokens to learn more informative and diverse knowledge
for the domain alignment.

• We systematically investigate the cooperation strategies
of adversarial feature alignment and pseudo-label based
self-training for Transformer-based UDA. Experimental
observation provides a simple but effective two-stage
training mechanism for Transformer-based UDA, which
improves the adaptation ability while eliminating the
model collapse.

• Extensive experiments on image classification have vali-
dated the effectiveness and applicability of our proposed
method on Transformer-based UDA.

The remaining parts of this paper are organized as follows.
We describe the related works in Section II. In Section III, we
first introduce the background for unsupervised domain adap-
tation and vision transformer. Then, we describe our proposed
semantic-aware message broadcasting and joint training mech-
anism of adversarial feature alignment and pseudo-label based
self-training in detail. The experimental results and analysis
are presented in Sec. IV. Finally, we present the conclusion
in Sec. V. Our codes will be released upon acceptance.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Unsupervised Domain Adaptation

Unsupervised Domain Adaptation (UDA) [12], [13], [32],
[35], [43]–[48] aims to transfer learned knowledge from the
labeled source domain(s) to the unlabeled target domain.
Previous works on UDA can be roughly divided into two
categories, i.e., distribution alignment, and self-training, re-
spectively. Early existing alignment-based methods tend to
learn domain-invariant representation by explicitly reducing
the domain discrepancy, which is measured by some dis-
tribution discrepancy metrics [13], [49]–[52]. Recently, ad-
versarial learning-based alignment has shown overwhelming
advantages in the unsupervised domain adaptation since the
pioneering work DANN [12], where a domain discriminator
is used to distinguish the source and target domains in the
feature space. Meanwhile, a generator (i.e., feature extractor)
is trained to extract the domain-invariant representation by
fooling the domain discriminator in an adversarial manner.
With the advancement of deep learning, abundant excellent
variants [20], [21], [53]–[64] of adversarial learning-based
alignment have been further developed. ADDA [21] combines
the discriminative feature learning with untied weights sharing,
and CADN [56] improves the discriminator by introducing
the condition of discriminative information conveyed in the
classifier prediction. Symnets [53] builds symmetric classi-
fiers for source and target domains, on which the two-level
domain confusion training is based. MetaAlign [65] brings the
MAML [66] to eliminate the conflicts between feature align-
ment and task objectives. DALN [60] designs a discriminator-
free adversarial paradigm by reusing the category classifier as
a discriminator.

Another popular line on UDA is based on self-training [22]–
[24], [67]–[74], which aims to capture the discriminative
information and data structure of the target domain with
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Fig. 1: We illustrate the information flow in a self-attention layer. The first row to the second row illustrates the aggregation
of information to each given token while the second row to the third row illustrates the broadcasting of information from
each given token to other tokens. A comparison between (a) previous message passing with information broadcasting from
class token Xcls in the self-attention layer of vision transformer, and (b) our proposed spatial-adaptive message passing with
semantic-aware information broadcasting from group tokens Xk

g , k = 1, · · · , N . Xi
p, i = 1, · · · ,M denote the image tokens.

their pseudo labels. However, the classification models are
inevitably susceptible to the adverse effects of noisy in-
accurate pseudo-labels. Most studies [23], [24], [68], [71],
[73] tend to solve the issue by increasing the reliability of
pseudo labels. CRST [23] proposes a regularized self-training
paradigm, which composes of label regularization and model
regularization. CST [71] learns to boost the generalization
ability of pseudo-labels across domains with a cycle self-
training. CA-UDA [73] designs the optimal assignment and
pseudo-label refinement to produce reliable pseudo-labels for
the target domain by feature clustering and matching. An-
other category attempts to leverage the low-confident target
samples [72], [74], which also performs excellent domain
adaptability. Although the above methods have greatly accel-
erated the development of UDA, they are commonly validated
based on convolutional networks. In this paper, we focus on
investigating and improving the domain adaptability of the
recent popular vision transformer architecture under the severe
domain shift.

B. Transformer-based UDA

Transformer architectures [2], [5], [6], [28], [75] have
achieved remarkable performance on classification, segmen-
tation and object detection, etc, compared with their CNN
counterparts. As the pioneering work, Dosovitskiy et al. [1]
firstly introduce a convolution-free backbone i.e., ViT, based
on pure self-attention. Then, Touvron et al. [76] propose a
knowledge distillation method through attention to improve the

training strategy of ViT. Meanwhile, various variants [7], [25],
[26] of the transformer are devoted to exploring the optimal
architectures for different vision tasks, such as Swin [25],
Twins [7], PVT [26], etc.

Recently, several works [32], [33], [35], [36], [77] have
taken a step forward to explore the generalization ability of
transformer in UDA. CDTrans [32] exploits self-attention and
cross-attention to explicitly enforce the weight-sharing triple
branch transformer to learn domain-specific and -invariant
knowledge, and BCAT [37] extends it to a quadruple-branch
transformer. TVT [33] increases the transferability of the atten-
tion module by injecting the knowledge from the discriminator.
SSRT [35] introduces the target domain perturbation and self-
refinement, which achieves superior performance in UDA.
Differently, We aim to improve the domain adaptability of the
vision transformer by improving the richness and flexibility of
alignment space from the message-passing perspective, which
can be integrated into other existing methods easily.

III. METHOD

In this section, we first describe the preliminaries for un-
supervised domain adaptation and vision transformer. Then,
we will introduce our proposed Semantic-Aware Message
Broadcasting, and our training mechanism, respectively. The
whole framework we used for transformer-based UDA is
shown in Fig. 2, which introduces the learnable group tokens
and incorporates the Semantic-aware Message Broadcasting
(SAMB) in the multi-head self-attention module. For the
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Fig. 2: The framework of ViT by incorporating our proposed Semantic-aware Message Broadcasting (SAMB). Xg and Xp

are the group tokens and image tokens, respectively. Q, K, V represent the query, key, and value projected with weights
Wq , Wk, Wv . We implement SAMB with our carefully designed attention mask M, Mg . Here, M is adaptively generated
with the Gumbel softmax [39] based on the correlation between the semantics/contents of image tokens and group tokens. We
adopt a simple attention layer to obtain the attention matrix A ∈ RN to fuse the N group tokens to a token and conduct the
classification and domain alignment on this token.

output Xg of our framework, we adopt a simple attention layer
to obtain the attention matrix A ∈ RN to adaptively fuse the
N group tokens to one token for classification and domain
alignment.

A. Preliminaries

1) Unsupervised domain adaptation: Unsupervised domain
adaptation for classification aims to transfer the knowledge
learned from labeled source domain Ds = {xs, ys} to unla-
beled target domain Dt = {xt}, where x denotes the input
image with label y. Feature alignment [12], [13], [56], [78]
and self-training [24], [32], [70], [71] are two prominent
and popular research directions for UDA. Recently, adver-
sarial learning-based feature alignment [12] has performed
great capability in domain-invariant learning. Particularly, a
discriminator D is exploited to distinguish the source and
target domain. To fool the discriminator, the feature extractor
G is enforced to learn the domain-invariant representation.
The objectives for adversarial feature alignment-based UDA
is as [12]:

min Lcls(C(G(xs)), ys)− LD(xs, xt), (1)

where Lcls and C are the supervised classification loss and
a classifier, respectively. The domain classification loss LD is
typically defined as:

LD(xs, xt) =− Exs∼Ds
[log(D(G(xs)))]

− Ext∼Dt
[log(1−D(G(xt)))].

(2)

The domain classifier is trained to minimize LD.
Another popular line for UDA is exploiting pseudo-label

based self-training, where the pseudo-labels of the target
domain are used for learning the discriminative information
and data structure. In this paper, we obtain the pseudo-labels
of the target domain with the method from [32].

2) Vision Transformer: Vision Transformer has been
broadly exploited in abundant vision tasks due to its great
power of inductive bias and flexibility. For a given image,
ViT divides it into a sequence of image patches Xp =
[X1

p , X
2
p , ..., X

M
p ], where M is the number of patches. A

learnable classification token Xcls is appended as the task
prior [1] to assist the classification. Self-attention [38], as
the most important structure in ViT, aims to leverage the
dependency between different tokens to aggregate the valuable
information for each token from other tokens as follows:

Attn(Q,K, V ) = softmax(
QKT

√
dk

)V, (3)

where query, key and value (i.e., Q, K, V ) are obtained
by projecting the input tokens X = [Xcls, Xp] with three
learnable projectors WQ, WK , WV .

B. Dynamic Semantic-aware Message Broadcasting

For the unsupervised domain adaptation (UDA) of the vision
transformer, the domain alignment is generally conducted in
the feature space used for classification (i.e., the class token).
As shown in Fig. 1 (a), there are two typical message-passing
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TABLE I: Classification accuracy (%) of different UDA methods on VisDA-2017 [42].

Method plane bcycl bus car horse knife mcycl person plant sktbrd train truck Avg.
ResNet-101 [18] 55.1 53.3 61.9 59.1 80.6 17.9 79.7 31.2 81.0 26.5 73.5 8.5 52.4

DANN [12] 81.9 77.7 82.8 44.3 81.2 29.5 65.1 28.6 51.9 54.6 82.8 7.8 57.4
CDAN [56] 85.2 66.9 83.0 50.8 84.2 74.9 88.1 74.5 83.4 76.0 81.9 38.0 73.9
SAFN [79] 93.6 61.3 84.1 70.6 94.1 79.0 91.8 79.6 89.9 55.6 89.0 24.4 76.1
SWD [80] 90.8 82.5 81.7 70.5 91.7 69.5 86.3 77.5 87.4 63.6 85.6 29.2 76.4
SHOT [81] 94.3 88.5 80.1 57.3 93.1 94.9 80.7 80.3 91.5 89.1 86.3 58.2 82.9

CDTrans-B [32] 97.1 90.5 82.4 77.5 96.6 96.1 93.6 88.6 97.9 86.9 90.3 62.8 88.4
BCAT-DTF [37] 99.1 91.6 86.6 72.3 98.7 97.9 96.5 82.3 94.2 96.0 93.9 61.3 89.2
WinTR-B [77] 98.7 91.2 93.0 91.9 98.1 96.1 94.0 72.7 97.0 95.5 95.3 57.9 90.1

TVT [33] 92.92 85.58 77.51 60.48 93.60 98.17 89.35 76.40 93.56 92.02 91.69 55.73 83.92
Baseline-S 97.75 68.81 82.99 68.28 95.01 96.92 95.89 73.57 86.66 82.03 94.22 31.04 81.10

+Ours 98.22↑ 77.50↑ 84.54↑ 65.60 96.95↑ 96.82 95.63 80.55↑ 93.67↑ 90.09↑ 93.22 47.57↑ 85.03↑
Baseline-B 98.55 82.59 85.97 57.07 94.93 97.20 94.58 76.68 92.11 96.54 94.31 52.24 85.23

+Ours 98.96↑ 85.50↑ 84.09 67.30↑ 97.78↑ 97.40↑ 94.20 83.50↑ 95.34↑ 94.74 93.20 55.97↑ 87.33↑
SSRT-B [35] 98.93 87.60 89.10 84.77 98.34 98.70 96.27 81.08 94.86 97.90 94.50 43.13 88.76

+Ours 98.85 92.12↑ 87.40 87.87↑ 98.83↑ 98.94↑ 95.74 85.23↑ 97.98↑ 98.68↑ 95.30↑ 47.93↑ 90.41↑

processes for the class token, i.e., message aggregation, and
message broadcasting, respectively. Concretely, the message
aggregation process denotes the class token aggregates the
global information from all image tokens, and the message
broadcasting process represents that the class token broad-
casts its knowledge to each local image token. These processes
enable the class token to learn global contextual classification
information but fail to identify and exploit the rich/diverse
semantics of different spatial regions. Alignment only on this
class token restricts the effectiveness of domain adaptation. In
this paper, we aim to improve the richness and flexibility of the
alignment features from the message-broadcasting perspective.

1) Semantic-aware Message Broadcasting: To encourage
the features for alignment to capture more informative and
diverse information, we propose Semantic-aware Message
Broadcasting for Transformer-based Unsupervised Domain
Adaptation (UDA). It is noteworthy that the semantics of
images are always diverse for different spatial regions. For
instance, the objects and background are located in differ-
ent regions. How to enable efficient information interaction
and explore the rich semantics for alignment is still under-
explored. In this work, as shown in Fig. 1(b), we set a
group of learnable group tokens {Xi

g}Ni=1 as semantic-aware
nodes. Each group token (node) is responsible for the message-
passing route of regions of some specific semantics, which
encourages the network to learn semantic-aware informative
and diverse knowledge for domain alignment.

Particularly, we reform the input of the attention module
as X† = [X1

g , ..., X
N
g , X

1
p , X

2
p , ..., X

M
p ], where N and M

denote the number of learnable group tokens and image tokens,
where N < M . Instead of connecting to all image tokens, a
group token gathers information from all image tokens but
broadcasts to only a set of related image tokens. We achieve
the assignment of the group tokens (nodes) for the semantic-
aware message broadcasting in the attention module through
the attention mask M. It is noteworthy that the message
passing in the original attention module is established through
the correlation matrix QKT in Eq. 3, where the value qikj in
QKT describes how many messages from the jth token are
passed to the ith token. That means when we mask the qikj
by adding the value −∞ to it, the message passing path from

jth token to ith token will be cut off since the value becomes
zero after softmax operation in Eq. 3.

Now, let us identify the components in the correlation
matrix QKT that are responsible for the message broadcasting
and aggregation of the group tokens. Here, we define the
{Qg,Kg}, {Qp,Kp} as the pairs of key and value projected
with region prior Xg = [X1

g , ..., X
N
g ] and image tokens Xp,

respectively. And thus, we can decouple the correlation metric
QKT into four components:

QKT =

[
QgK

T
g QgK

T
p

QpK
T
p QpK

T
g ,

]
. (4)

where QpK
T
g , and QgK

T
p are responsible for the message

broadcasting, and the message aggregation for the group
tokens, respectively. Based on the above analysis, we can
easily achieve the semantic-aware message broadcasting by
designing a proper attention mask M for QpK

T
g .

An intuitive strategy for this is to design a hand-craft
mask M for QpK

T
g based on different regions since the

contents/semantics of different regions are commonly diverse.
Concretely, we can divide one image into N regions, and each
group token is responsible for the message broadcasting of one
region. For example, given N = 2 learned group tokens and
M = 4 image tokens, the attention mask M can be set as:

M =

[
0 0 −∞ −∞
−∞ −∞ 0 0

]T
N×M

(5)

However, it is not optimal for the hand-crafted assignment,
which lacks enough flexibility and dynamics. We aim to
achieve the dynamic assignment for group tokens based on
the characteristics of different image tokens, which is achieved
with our proposed dynamic assignment in Sec. III-B2

Furthermore, to avoid the intervention of different group
tokens and retain the message scale in the attention module,
we also cut off the message passing paths of different group
tokens by adding them an attention mask Mg as:

Mg =

 0 −∞
. . .

−∞ 0


N×N

. (6)
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Taking the above schemes, we can obtain the attention matrix
for semantic-aware adaptive message broadcasting:

Attn(Q,K, V ) =

softmax(

[
QgK

T
g +Mg QgK

T
p

QpK
T
p QpK

T
g +M

]
/
√
dk)V

(7)

2) Dynamical Assignment: As described in the above
Sec. III-B1, the semantic-aware message broadcasting is
achieved with the attention mask M. To achieve the dynamic
assignment of group tokens, it is necessary to adaptively
generate the discrete maskM based on the contents of images.
Particularly, for each image region, it requires to be assigned
a specific and optimal group token. Therefore, each line m∗i
of M∈ RM×N must be a one-hot vector with dimension N ,
where the gradients cannot be directly backward through the
discrete values. Inspired by [27], [39], [82], we enable this
process differential with one reparametrization trick, Straight-
through Gumbel-Softmax [39], which can be represented as:

mij =
exp((Qi

pK
j
g
T

+ uij)/τ)∑N
j=1 exp((Q

i
pK

j
g
T

+ uij)/τ)
,

uij ∼ Gumbel(0, 1), 0 ≤ i ≤M, 0 ≤ j ≤ N.

(8)

Then we can obtain each line m∗i of dynamic mask M with
hard attention as:

mi = one-hot(mi) +mi − sg(mi)

m∗i = −∞ ∗ (1−mi),
(9)

where sg represents the stop gradient operation. Based on this
strategy, we can achieve the purpose of dynamic assignment
for group tokens with M3 = {mi}Mi=1.

3) Discussion on Message Scale: Another advantage of our
proposed semantic-aware message broadcasting is the message
scale in the original ViT remains unchanged. We have an
interesting and critical observation that a changed message
scale is harmful to UDA. The reason we guess is that it
impairs the knowledge learned from pre-trained ImageNet.
In this paper, the message scale refers to the number of V
used to refine each token in the attention module. For original
ViT [1], each token receives the information from M + 1
tokens, and the message scale is M + 1. In our method, each
region token Xi

g only aggregates the information from itself
and other image tokens Xp since attention mask, where the
message scale is as M+1. Besides, the message scale received
by each image token Xj

p is also M + 1, which is composed
of one corresponding group token and M image tokens.

We also investigate different message-passing strategies for
Transformer-based UDA, i.e., the semantic-aware message
aggregation for QgK

T
p in Eq. 4 (termed as“SAMG”), global

and local message aggregation and broadcasting (denoted as
“G-L”), and global message aggregation and broadcasting
(denoted as “G-G”). However, they cannot achieve a satisfying
performance since they cause the modification of the message
scale. We will clarify it in the ablation studies of experiments
in IV-C1.

Algorithm 1 Training Mechanism for Transformer-based
UDA

1: Input: Source and target data Ds and Dt

2: Init: learning rate: α, parameters Ψ = {θG, θD, θC}
3: for t in iterations1 do
4: Compute the domain alignment loss LD and super-

vised loss Lcls.
5: Update θG, θC w.r.t. LD and Lcls:
6: Ψt+1 ←− Ψt − α∇Ψt(Lcls + LD)
7: end for
8: for t in iterations2 do
9: Obtaining the pseudo-labels y∗t

10: Compute the domain alignment loss LD and super-
vised loss Lcls on {xs, ys} and {xt, y∗t }

11: Update θG, θC w.r.t. LD and Lcls:
12: Ψt+1 ←− Ψt − α∇Ψt(Lcls + LD)
13: end for

C. Training Mechanism

Existing works on Transformer-based UDA have revealed
the priority of Adversarial-based feature Alignment (ADA)
and Pseudo-label based Self-training (PST). However, few
works take further exploration for the cooperation of ADA and
PST on Transformer-based UDA. In this paper, we aim to find
an easy but effective cooperation strategy for ADA and PST.
To achieve this goal, we investigate different combinations of
ADA and PST with the following schemes: 1) only ADA or
PST, 2) (ADA, PST) (i.e., train the network with ADA and
PST jointly, 3) ADA −→ PST (i.e., train the network with ADA
first and then with PST), 4) PST −→ ADA, 5) ADA −→ (ADA,
PST). The specific methods we used for ADA and PST in our
paper are from DANN [12], [35], and CDTrans [32]. For ADA,
one gradient reversal layer (GRL) [12] is leveraged to connect
the gradients between G and D via multiplying the gradient
from D by a negative constant. For PST, instead of collecting
the pseudo-labels with one-hot labeling from the pre-trained
model, which is noisy and unreliable, we collect the pseudo-
labels based on the weighted K-means feature clustering as:

ck =

∑
i∈T δ

i
kG(xit)∑

i∈T δ
i
k

, yit = argminkd(ck, G(xit)), (10)

where ck denotes the weighted cluster center with class k, and
δik represents the probability of ith sample xit in the kth class.
d refers to the distance between two features. After obtaining
the preliminary pseudo-labels yt, more accurate cluster center
c∗k and pseudo labels y∗t can be computed as:

c∗k =

∑
i∈T 1(yit = k)G(xit)∑

i∈T 1(yit = k)
, y∗t = argminkd(c∗k, G(xt)).

(11)
We have studied the efficiency of different schemes and show
the results in Fig. 4. Based on the observations, we have
the following valuable conclusions. 1) It is easy to suffer
from model collapse by optimizing the network with PST
and ADA together in a simplified manner. The reason for that
should be the strong capability for inductive bias towards the
target distribution. However, the pseudo-labels produced by the
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Fig. 3: Visualization of the assignment for group tokens in each image. The first row shows the original image, and the second
row represents the assignment map of the different group tokens with different colors. The third row is the superposition of
the top two rows.

network are unreliable in this process. 2) More reliable pseudo
labels (i.e., more strong initial models for target domain)
result in a better generalization capability for PST. 3) ADA
is complementary to PST. It can achieve the best performance
by training the model with ADA first, and then optimizing the
model with ADA and PST together. In this paper, we utilize the
ADA −→ (ADA,PST) as our training mechanism. The details
of our training mechanism are described in algorithm 1.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we first describe the datasets and the imple-
mentation details for SAMB in Sec. IV-A. Then, we compare
our proposed SAMB with the state-of-the-art UDA methods on
several commonly-used datasets, including DomainNet [40],
OfficeHome [41], and VisDA-2017 in Sec. IV-B. In Sec. IV-C,
we conduct ablation studies for different message-passing
schemes, the number of group tokens and different training
mechanisms. We also validate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed SAMB by visualizing the assignment of the group
tokens and the t-SNE visualization of features in Sec. IV-D.
The complexity analysis is conducted in Sec. IV-E. It is note-
worthy that the SAMB refers to our Semantic-aware Message
Broadcasting with the dynamic assignment (SAMB-D) if not
mentioned. Only in the ablation studies for different message-
passing schemes, we distinguish between using dynamic as-
signment or not with SAMB-D/SAMB.

A. Datasets and Implementation

1) Datasets: We validate our method on three commonly-
used datasets for UDA, i.e., DomainNet [40], Office-
Home [41] and VisDA-2017 [42]. 1) DomainNet, as a large-
scale dataset, contains about 600,000 images across 345 cate-
gories. There are 6 domains with a large domain gap in Do-
mainNet: Clipart (C), Infograph (I), Painting (P), Quickdraw

(Q), Real (R) and Sketch (S). Following previous works [32],
[35], we evaluate methods on the typical settings, i.e., one
source domain to one target domain. 2) Office-Home is
composed of four domains, including Art (Ar), Clipart (Cl),
Product (Pr), and Real-World (Rw), and each domain contains
65 categories in office and home environments. Following the
works [20], [32], [35], we experiment with it by setting one
domain as the source and another domain as the target for
UDA. 3) VisDA-2017 [42] focuses on the simulation-to-reality
shift, which covers about 280,000 images across 12 categories.
The source images are synthetic, and the target images are
from real scenarios.

2) Implementation: We set two baselines for our validation,
i.e., Baseline-B and Baseline-S. Here, Baseline-B/Baseline-S
are the ViT-B/ViT-S [1] backbones with adversarial alignment
of DANN [12], respectively. To demonstrate the applicability
of our method, we further incorporate our method into the
state-of-the-art scheme SSRT [35]. Concretely, SSRT [35] pro-
poses the safe-training and multi-layer target perturbation for
Transformer-based UDA, which achieves optimal performance
in OfficeHome [41], VisDA-2017 [42] and DomainNet [40].
We adopt the Stochastic Gradient Descent algorithm with the
momentum of 0.9 and weight decay 1e-4 as our optimizer. The
initial learning rate is 1e-3 for DomainNet and OfficeHome,
5e-5 for VisDA-2017. The batchsize is 32 for each dataset.

B. Comparisons with the State-of-the-arts

We experimentally validate our method on three commonly-
used benchmarks for UDA, i.e., DomainNet [40], Office-
Home [41], VisDA-2017 [42]. To validate the effective-
ness of our proposed SAMB, we select CNN-based and
Transformer-based methods for comparison. For CNN-based
methods, we compare ours with ResNet-101 [18], ResNet-
50 [18], DANN [12], CDAN [56], SAFN [79], SWD [80], and
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TABLE II: Classification accuracy (%) of different UDAs on Office-Home [41].

Method Ar−→Cl Ar−→Pr Ar−→Rw Cl−→Ar Cl−→Pr Cl−→Rw Pr−→Ar Pr−→Cl Pr−→Rw Rw−→Ar Rw−→Cl Rw−→Pr Avg.
ResNet-50 [18] 34.9 50.0 58.0 37.4 41.9 46.2 38.5 31.2 60.4 53.9 41.2 59.9 41.6
CDAN+E [56] 50.7 70.6 76.0 57.6 70.0 70.0 57.4 50.9 77.3 70.9 56.7 81.6 65.8

SAFN [79] 52.0 71.7 76.3 64.2 69.9 71.9 63.7 51.4 77.1 70.9 57.1 81.5 67.3
CDAN+TN [83] 50.2 71.4 77.4 59.3 72.7 73.1 61.0 53.1 79.5 71.9 59.0 82.9 67.6

SHOT [81] 57.1 78.1 81.5 68.0 78.2 78.1 67.4 54.9 82.2 73.3 58.8 84.3 71.8
HDA+ToAlign [20] 57.9 76.9 80.8 66.7 75.6 77.0 67.8 57.0 82.5 75.1 60.0 84.9 72.0
DCAN+SCDA [84] 60.7 76.4 82.8 69.8 77.5 78.4 68.9 59.0 82.7 74.9 61.8 84.5 73.1
TransPar-MCC [85] 58.9 80.7 83.4 67.6 77.6 78.6 68.2 55.7 82.3 75.1 62.5 86.2 73.1

CDTrans-B [32] 68.8 85.0 86.9 81.5 87.1 87.3 79.6 63.3 88.2 82.0 66.0 90.6 80.5
WinTR-S [77] 65.3 84.1 85.0 76.8 84.5 84.4 73.4 60.0 85.7 77.2 63.1 86.8 77.2

TVT [33] 74.89 86.82 89.47 82.78 87.95 88.27 79.81 71.94 90.13 85.46 74.62 90.56 83.56
Baseline-S 62.88 79.52 86.09 77.62 81.91 82.96 75.40 63.13 87.53 80.63 65.22 87.11 77.50

+Ours 65.66↑ 84.01↑ 87.74↑ 80.22↑ 84.14↑ 86.73↑ 78.78↑ 64.40↑ 88.57↑ 82.41↑ 67.03↑ 87.99↑ 79.81↑
Baseline-B 66.96 85.74 88.07 80.06 84.12 86.67 79.52 67.03 89.44 83.64 70.15 91.17 81.05

+Ours 68.66↑ 84.97 88.85↑ 80.80↑ 85.99↑ 88.30↑ 81.58↑ 68.71↑ 90.22↑ 84.14↑ 70.88↑ 91.12 82.02↑
SSRT-S [35] 67.03 84.21 88.32 79.85 84.28 87.58 80.72 66.03 88.27 82.04 69.44 89.86 80.64

+Ours 70.24↑ 85.60↑ 89.49↑ 81.83↑ 87.77↑ 89.05↑ 80.63 68.29↑ 89.35↑ 82.37↑ 70.38↑ 90.11↑ 82.09↑
SSRT-B [35] 75.17 88.98 91.09 85.13 88.29 89.95 85.04 74.23 91.26 85.70 78.58 91.78 85.43

+Ours 78.56↑ 88.49 90.5 85.95↑ 90.02↑ 90.50↑ 85.74↑ 75.67↑ 91.37↑ 85.99↑ 78.74↑ 92.84↑ 86.20↑

TABLE III: Classification accuracy (%) of different UDA methods on DomainNet [40].

ResNet-
101 clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg. CDAN clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg. MDD+

SCDA clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg.

clp - 19.3 37.5 11.1 52.2 41.0 32.2 clp - 20.4 36.6 9.0 50.7 42.3 31.8 clp - 20.4 43.3 15.2 59.3 46.5 36.9
inf 30.2 - 31.2 3.6 44.0 27.9 27.4 inf 27.5 - 25.7 1.8 34.7 20.1 22.0 inf 32.7 - 34.5 6.3 47.6 29.2 30.1
pnt 39.6 18.7 - 4.9 54.5 36.3 30.8 pnt 42.6 20.0 - 2.5 55.6 38.5 31.8 pnt 31.1 6.6 18.0 - 28.8 22.0 21.3
qdr 7.0 0.9 1.4 - 4.1 8.3 4.3 qdr 21.0 4.5 8.1 - 14.3 15.7 12.7 qdr 31.1 6.6 18.0 - 28.8 22.0 21.3
rel 48.4 22.2 49.4 6.4 - 38.8 33.0 rel 51.9 23.3 50.4 5.4 - 41.4 34.5 rel 55.5 23.7 52.9 9.5 - 45.2 37.4
skt 46.9 15.4 37.0 10.9 47.0 - 31.4 skt 50.8 20.3 43.0 2.9 50.8 - 33.6 skt 55.8 20.1 46.5 15.0 56.7 - 38.8

Avg. 34.4 15.3 31.3 7.4 40.4 30.5 26.6 Avg. 38.8 17.7 32.8 4.3 41.2 31.6 27.7 Avg. 44.3 18.1 39.0 10.8 50.2 37.2 33.3

ViT-B clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg. CD-Trans clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg. Baseline
-B clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg.

clp - 27.2 53.1 13.2 71.2 53.3 43.6 clp - 29.4 57.2 26.0 72.6 58.1 48.7 clp - 30.9 53.3 16.3 72.7 55.4 45.7
inf 51.4 - 49.3 4.0 66.3 41.1 42.4 inf 57.0 - 54.4 12.8 69.5 48.4 48.4 inf 43.0 - 40.8 7.8 56.4 35.9 36.8
pnt 53.1 25.6 - 4.8 70.0 41.8 39.1 pnt 62.9 27.4 - 15.8 72.1 53.9 46.4 pnt 55.7 28.6 - 7.4 70.5 48.3 42.1
qdr 30.5 4.5 16.0 - 27.0 19.3 19.5 qdr 44.6 8.9 29.0 - 42.6 28.5 30.7 qdr 25.5 5.2 9.7 - 15.5 17.1 14.6
rel 58.4 29.0 60.0 6.0 - 45.8 39.9 rel 66.2 31.0 61.5 16.2 - 52.9 45.6 rel 62.3 32.5 62.5 8.2 - 50.7 43.2
skt 63.9 23.8 52.3 14.4 67.4 - 44.4 skt 69.0 29.6 59.0 27.2 72.5 - 51.5 skt 66.4 30.6 58.0 18.1 70.1 - 48.6

Avg. 51.5 22.0 46.1 8.5 60.4 40.3 38.1 Avg. 59.9 25.3 52.2 19.6 65.9 48.4 45.2 Avg. 50.6 25.6 44.9 11.6 57.0 41.5 38.5

Baseline
-B+Ours clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg. SSRT-B clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg. SSRT-B

+Ours clp inf pnt qdr rel skt Avg.

clp - 31.2 60.5 29.6 77.8 61.8 52.2 clp - 33.8 60.2 19.4 75.8 59.8 49.8 clp - 33.5 63.1 28.5 78.5 63.4 53.4
inf 61.5 - 59.7 16.8 76.2 54.2 53.7 inf 55.5 - 54.0 9.0 68.2 44.7 46.3 inf 65.3 - 61.2 15.0 77.1 56.0 54.9
pnt 63.8 29.9 - 16.8 77.1 56.8 48.9 pnt 61.7 28.5 - 8.4 71.4 55.2 45.0 pnt 66.3 31.1 - 15.5 76.7 59.3 49.8
qdr 36.0 6.7 14.9 - 30.6 27.0 23.0 qdr 42.5 8.8 24.2 - 37.6 33.6 29.3 qdr 53.3 8.5 28.2 - 38.2 39.5 33.5
rel 68.0 32.5 64.7 19.3 - 58.4 48.6 rel 69.9 37.1 66.0 10.1 - 58.9 48.4 rel 72.3 36.6 66.5 20.0 - 61.9 51.5
skt 71.1 31.9 64.0 30.1 77.5 - 54.9 skt 70.6 32.8 62.2 21.7 73.2 - 52.1 skt 73.5 32.9 65.7 28.1 78.1 - 55.7

Avg. 60.1 26.4 52.8 22.5 67.8 51.6 46.9 Avg. 60.0 28.2 53.3 13.7 65.3 50.4 45.2 Avg. 66.1 28.5 56.9 21.4 69.7 56.0 49.8

SHOT [81]. We also compare our SAMB with the state-of-the-
art Transformer-based UDA works, including CDTrans [32],
BCAT-DTF [37], WinTR [77], and TVT [33]. Among them,
CDTrans [32] exploits the cross-attention of different do-
mains to learn the domain invariant knowledge for align-
ment. BCAT [37] improves the CDTrans with a quadruple-
branch transformer by adding the dual cross-attention be-
tween the source and target domain. WinTR [77] utilizes the
task-specific classifier and masked self-attention to preserve
the domain-specific and domain-invariant knowledge, thereby
achieving the win-win Transformer-based UDA. TVT [33]
introduces the transferability adaption module to implement
the fine-grained feature alignment for UDA.

In particular, we incorporate our SAMB into three base-
lines, i.e., Baseline-B, and Baseline-S, and a state-of-the-

art Transformer-UDA work SSRT [35]. Here, Baseline-S
and Baseline-B refer to the backbones ViT-S/ViT-B with
the adversarial-based alignment of DANN [12]. SSRT [35]
introduces the self-refinement loss and feature perturbation for
better domain alignment. As shown in Table. I, on VisDA-
2017 [42], ours improves the Baseline-S, Baseline-B, and
SSRT-B by a large margin of 3.93%, 2.10%, and 1.65%,
respectively. It is noteworthy that the SSRT-B combined with
ours can achieve 90.41% for the target domain, which out-
performs all recent transformer-based methods, e.g., BCAT-
DTF [37], WinTR-B [77], TVT [33], and SSRT-B [35]. For
Office-Home [41] in Table II, ours can improve the Baseline-
S, Baseline-B, SSRT-S, SSRT-B by 2.31%, 0.93%, 1.45%, and
0.77%. Moreover, with SSRT-B as the backbone, our SAMB
can exceed the TVT by 2.64%. Despite the most challeng-
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TABLE IV: Ablation studies on different message passing.

Method Ar−→Cl Ar−→Pr Ar−→Rw Cl−→Ar Cl−→Pr Cl−→Rw Pr−→Ar Pr−→Cl Pr−→Rw Rw−→Ar Rw−→Cl Rw−→Pr Avg.
Baseline 62.88 79.52 86.09 77.62 81.91 82.96 75.40 63.13 87.53 80.63 65.22 87.11 77.50
SAMG 61.48 79.59 85.31 77.42 81.03 83.11 74.17 60.94 86.96 80.14 63.94 86.75 76.74

G-G 62.50 80.74 85.43 78.20 81.66 83.31 75.86 61.67 87.08 80.14 64.58 86.71 77.32
G-L 62.66 80.85 85.61 77.92 81.50 83.54 76.18 61.79 87.38 80.68 65.06 87.05 77.52

SAMB 63.02 80.85 86.21 79.03 82.06 84.00 76.01 62.72 87.74 81.29 64.92 87.41 77.94
SAMG-D 62.58 81.23 85.75 77.92 81.93 83.93 76.89 61.56 87.56 80.02 63.78 87.45 77.55

G-L-D 63.05 80.33 85.06 77.79 81.35 83.34 75.48 61.88 87.15 79.73 63.94 87.00 77.18
SAMB-D 63.85 82.05 86.14 77.87 82.52 83.41 76.35 63.62 87.81 81.62 65.43 87.81 78.21

ing dataset DomainNet [40], containing a large domain gap
between different domains, ours shows great superiority com-
pared with other methods. From the table III, by incorporating
our SAMB, Baseline-B can improve itself 8.4% on average, of
which the total accuracy 46.9% outperforms the SOTA method
SSRT-B [35] by a large margin of 1.7%. We also incorporate
our method into SSRT-B, which exceeds the SSRT-B by a
gain of 4.6%, and achieves the optimal average accuracy on
the target domain with 49.8%, despite SSRT being already
strong for UDA.

Fig. 4: A comparison for training process between different
training mechanisms. ADA−→PST denotes that training the
network with adversarial-based feature alignment and then
with pseudo-label based self-training.

C. Ablation Study

1) Effects of dynamic semantic-aware message broadcast-
ing: We conduct extensive ablation studies to compare the

different message-passing strategies, which can validate the
effectiveness of our proposed SAMB. Here, we adopt the
ViT-small [1] with DANN [12] as the baseline. As shown in
Table IV, we delicately design the message-passing strategies
for comparison, i.e., SAMA, SAMA-D, SAMB, SAMB-D, G-
G, G-L, G-L-D. 1) “SAMB-D” denotes our dynamic semantic-
aware message broadcasting used in our paper, where each
group token aggregates global information from all image
tokens but distributes to different image tokens dynamically.
2) “SAMB” refers to “SAMB-D” without our dynamic as-
signment. 3) “SAMG”, as an inverse strategy of “SAMB”,
is semantic-aware message aggregation, where each region
token aggregate messages from different image tokens but
distribute them to all image token. 4) “SAMG-D” denotes
the “SAMG” with our dynamic assignment. 5) In the “G-
G” setting, each group token interacts with messages with all
image tokens, we can regard them as multiple class tokens.
6) In the “G-L” setting, each group token is responsible for
the local-to-local message passing. We retain the class token
for the global-to-global message passing in this setting. 7)
For “G-L-D”, we replace the local-to-local message passing
in “G-L” with dynamic semantic-aware message aggrega-
tion and dynamic semantic-aware message broadcasting. We
can observe that the “SAMG” and “G-G” do not work for
Transformer UDA, which causes a noticeable performance
drop, since they change the message scale a lot. The “G-L”
strategy changes the message scale slightly and introduces the
semantic-aware message passing to the different local regions,
which only brings a gain of 0.02%. “G-L-D” further destroys
the stability of the message scale for each image token in the
message aggregation process, which causes the performance
drop. Compared with the above message-passing methods,
our SAMB and SAMB-D achieve the best performance by a
gain of 0.44% and 0.71%, which reveals the superiority of
our scheme. The reasons are as follows: 1) Our proposed
semantic-aware message broadcasting does not change the
message scale in the message-passing process. 2) Our SAMB-
D enables more informative and diverse features for domain
alignment by semantic-aware message broadcasting. We also
study the optimal number of region tokens. As shown in
Table V, we set the number of group tokens as 2, 4, 8, 16,
and 32, respectively. Experiments reveal that the number 4 is
enough for transformer UDA in classification, which is used
in our paper.

2) Effects of different training mechanisms: It is noteworthy
that recent works on UDA are mostly based on two training
strategies, i.e., adversarial-based feature alignment (ADA),
and pseudo-label based self-training (PST). However, few
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TABLE V: Ablation studies on the number of group tokens with the Dynamic Semantic-aware Message Broadcasting.

Numbers Ar−→Cl Ar−→Pr Ar−→Rw Cl−→Ar Cl−→Pr Cl−→Rw Pr−→Ar Pr−→Cl Pr−→Rw Rw−→Ar Rw−→Cl Rw−→Pr Avg.
2 62.45 81.46 85.84 78.86 81.82 84.07 76.72 62.27 87.63 81.25 64.95 87.61 77.91
4 63.48 82.05 86.14 77.87 82.52 83.41 76.35 63.62 87.81 81.62 65.43 87.81 78.21
8 63.02 81.62 85.82 78.25 82.92 83.77 76.68 62.68 87.74 80.92 65.16 87.75 78.03
16 63.83 81.89 86.00 78.16 82.45 83.68 77.50 62.93 87.77 81.25 64.88 87.45 78.15
32 63.18 81.42 86.02 78.37 82.54 83.29 76.97 63.39 87.95 80.92 65.89 87.75 78.14

TABLE VI: Ablation studies on different training mechanisms.

Method Ar−→Cl Ar−→Pr Ar−→Rw Cl−→Ar Cl−→Pr Cl−→Rw Pr−→Ar Pr−→Cl Pr−→Rw Rw−→Ar Rw−→Cl Rw−→Pr Avg.
ADA 62.88 79.52 86.09 77.62 81.91 82.96 75.4 63.13 87.53 80.63 65.22 87.11 77.50
PST 57.91 85.19 87.65 79.47 86.12 86.79 75.26 54.56 87.25 78.93 54.15 87.67 76.75

ADA,PST 58.39 83.62 87.64 79.62 84.94 86.75 76.27 57.43 88.51 79.62 58.95 87.25 77.44
ADA−→PST 64.72 84.46 87.12 80.30 85.11 85.63 77.22 63.46 88.59 82.16 67.03 87.99 79.48

ADA−→PST,ADA 64.65 84.07 86.99 80.76 84.68 85.72 78.99 63.39 88.82 81.21 67.01 88.06 79.53

Fig. 5: t-SNE visualization of features learned by Baseline-S
(left) and Baseline-S+Ours (right).

works explore how to combine them in the training process.
In this paper, we systematically investigate different train-
ing mechanisms for Transformer UDA, including adversarial-
based feature alignment (i.e., ADA), pseudo-label based self-
training (i.e., PST), and different combination strategies of
the above two training mechanisms. For the combination of
ADA and PST, a simple scheme is to optimize the network
with ADA and PST together, which is represented as “ADA,
PST”. We also attempt to optimize the network with ADA and
PST in a sequential manner (i.e., “ADA−→PST”). It means we
first conduct domain alignment for the vision transformer with
domain adversarial loss in Eq. 1 and then optimize the network
with PST. Apart from that, we also attempt to substitute the
PST in the second stage of “ADA−→PST” with the combination
of ADA and PST (i.e., “ADA,PST”), which is denoted as
“ADA−→PST,ADA”.

Based on the experimental results, we can have the fol-
lowing findings and conclusions: 1) As shown in Table VI,
ADA achieves a more promising performance than PST by
a gain of 0.75% for the vision transformer. 2) The simple
combination of ADA and PST (i.e., “ADA,PST”) does not
bring a performance improvement compared with ADA. To
analyze the reason for the above experimental results, we
also visualize the training process in Fig. 4. From the figure,
we can observe that the integration of PST to ADA causes
a more fast convergence compared with ADA, but brings a
sub-optimal solution for the vision transformer. 3) Notably,
“ADA−→PST,ADA” achieves a gain of 1.98% compared with
only ADA, which reveals that self-training is complementary
to adversarial-based alignment. From the Fig. 4, we can find
that adversarial-based alignment provides a better initialization

TABLE VII: Complexity Analysis for our proposed SAMB.

Methods Baseline-S Baseline-S+Ours Baseline-B Baseline-B+Ours
Parameters (M) 31.37 31.52 96.68 97.27

Flops (G) 4.613 4.676 17.588 17.821

for PST, which brings better performance. 4) Lastly, the best
training mechanism is the “ADA−→PST,ADA”, which outper-
forms the ADA by 2.03% and PST by 2.78%. This reveals
that adversarial-based alignment can further bring performance
improvement in the second stage combined with PST.

D. Visualization
To learn about whether our SAMB can achieve semantic-

aware message broadcasting, we visualize the assignment of
each group token in Fig. 3. From the table, we can observe that
each group token is responsible for the message broadcasting
of different semantics. For example, in the first line, the moun-
tains, birds, and background are assigned to different group
tokens, which means our SAMB learns the semantic-adaptive
message broadcasting. This enables the features learned by
different group tokens to be more informative and diverse.
Domain alignment with such features is more flexible and
effective. To investigate the characteristics of the alignment
feature, we compare the t-SNE visualizations of the Baseline-
S and our proposed SAMB on Pr−→Cl of OfficeHome [41] n
Fig. 5. From the figure, we can find that our method let the
features in different clusters be more diverse while letting the
alignment of the source and target domains be more compact,
which also proves our motivation and conclusion.

E. Complexity Analysis
In this section, we discuss the complexity introduced by the

group tokens. As shown in Table VII, our proposed SAMB
only increases the parameters by approximately 0.4% for
Baseline-S, and 0.6% for Baseline-B, which is very tiny for the
vision transformer. For computational complexity (i.e., Flops),
ours only cause a slight increase of 1.28% for Baseline-S and
1.32%. This shows that our SAMB is efficient but effective
for Transformer-based unsupervised domain adaptation.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose the novel Semantic-aware Mes-
sage Broadcasting (SAMB) for the Transformer-based UDA,
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which enables more informative and flexible feature alignment
and improves domain adaptability. Particularly, we introduce
a group of learned tokens and encourage them to learn more
diverse and rich information based on the differences in
regional semantics through SAMB. For the optimization, we
revisit two popular training mechanisms, i.e., Adversarial-
based feature alignment (ADA), and Pseudo-label based self-
training (PST). Based on the abundant experiments, we pro-
pose a simple but effective training paradigm “ADA−→PST,
ADA”, which achieves more promising domain adaptability.
Extensive experiments on multiple benchmarks on UDA have
demonstrated the effectiveness of our proposed method.
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