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Rethinking Domain Generalization: Discriminability
and Generalizability

Shaocong Long⋆, Qianyu Zhou⋆, Chenhao Ying†, Lizhuang Ma, Yuan Luo†

Abstract—Domain generalization (DG) endeavours to develop
robust models that possess strong generalizability while preserv-
ing excellent discriminability. Nonetheless, pivotal DG techniques
tend to improve the feature generalizability by learning domain-
invariant representations, inadvertently overlooking the feature
discriminability. On the one hand, the simultaneous attainment of
generalizability and discriminability of features presents a com-
plex challenge, often entailing inherent contradictions. This chal-
lenge becomes particularly pronounced when domain-invariant
features manifest reduced discriminability owing to the inclusion
of unstable factors, i.e., spurious correlations. On the other
hand, prevailing domain-invariant methods can be categorized as
category-level alignment, susceptible to discarding indispensable
features possessing substantial generalizability and narrowing
intra-class variations. To surmount these obstacles, we rethink
DG from a new perspective that concurrently imbues features
with formidable discriminability and robust generalizability, and
present a novel framework, namely, Discriminative Microscopic
Distribution Alignment (DMDA). DMDA incorporates two core
components: Selective Channel Pruning (SCP) and Micro-level
Distribution Alignment (MDA). Concretely, SCP attempts to
curtail redundancy within neural networks, prioritizing stable
attributes conducive to accurate classification. This approach
alleviates the adverse effect of spurious domain-invariance and
amplifies the feature discriminability. Besides, MDA accentuates
micro-level alignment within each class, going beyond mere
category-level alignment. This strategy accommodates sufficient
generalizable features and facilitates within-class variations. Ex-
tensive experiments on four benchmark datasets corroborate that
DMDA achieves comparable results to state-of-the-art methods
in DG, underscoring the efficacy of our method. The source code
will be available at https://github.com/longshaocong/DMDA.

Index Terms—Domain generalization, representation learning,
discriminability, generalizability, transfer learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

COMPUTER vision has achieved remarkable success in
image classification [1]–[5], image segmentation [6]–

[8], and object detection [9]–[13]. Nonetheless, real-world
data frequently experiences distribution shifts [14]–[20] across
distinct scenarios, significantly impairing the performance of
learned models [21], [22]. Such distribution shifts may arise
from multiple factors, such as alterations in background [23],
changes in visual angles [24], and camera’s field of views [25],
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Fig. 1. Almost all DG methods tend to improve the feature generalizability
by learning domain-invariant representations, and inadvertently overlook the
feature discriminability, leading to spurious domain invariance. (a) To boost
the feature discriminability, we propose Selective Channel Pruning (SCP) to
filter out unstable factors, i.e., spurious correlations, thereby mitigating the
adverse effects of such correlations. (b) Besides, we introduce Micro-level
Distribution Alignment (MDA) to prevent the risk of discarding indispensable
generalizable features in previous category-level distribution alignment. MDA
could accommodate sufficient generalizable features while simultaneously
enhancing within-class variations, thereby promoting feature generalizability.

and etc.. The degrading performance originates from spurious
correlations captured by the model trained in limited training
environments. Taking the image classification [23] as an
instance, the hypothesis model suffers from recognizing cows
on the beach due to the background shift from grassland
to beach. In such case, the model may rely solely on the
background instead of focusing on the presence of animals
for classification. As such, the model’s ability to generalize to
out-of-sample scenarios is compromised.

Numerous efforts have been dedicated to enhancing models’
generalization capacities [24], [26]–[29], with the purpose of
capturing genuine correlations from biased data. Unsupervised
domain adaptation (UDA) [18], [19], [30]–[36] stands as an
effective technique to mitigate distribution shifts. Nonetheless,
these models require access to the target data during the
training phase and thereby necessitate adaption when new
scenarios occur, which is time-consuming and impractical in
real-world scenarios. A more challenging avenue to address
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Fig. 2. Comparisons of classification error rates on the feature representations.
The error rate measures the disciriminability of acquired features.

distribution shift is domain generalization (DG) [37]–[42],
which has no access to the target data during training and
exclusively leverages information from source domains.

Current approaches in DG tend to improve the feature gener-
alizability via learning domain-invariant representations [30],
[39], [43]–[45] while overlooking and compromising the fea-
ture discriminability. It is noteworthy that there is an in-
consistency in simultaneously improving the generalizability
and discriminability of features. Fig. 2 measures the feature
discriminability by measuring the classification error rate with
the acquired features. As observed, the error rate on the repre-
sentation of DANN [30] exceeds that of ERM in most scenar-
ios, indicating the reduced feature discriminability by DANN.
Consequently, it is significant to mitigate the mutual influence
between generalizability and discriminability. However, it is
non-trivial to design an effective DG mechanism to trade off
the generalizability and discriminability that is applicable in
various scenarios. On the one hand, excessive emphasis on
feature discriminability compromises the generalizability. On
the other hand, excessive focus on generalizability poses the
peril of generating features deficient in discrimination. We
argue that the crux lies in the unstable factors, i.e., spurious
correlations. When acquired features lack stable relevance to
classification, pursuing domain-invariance on such features
becomes futile and may even intensify source risks. Hence,
it is crucial to enforce domain-invariance upon stable factors,
which can mitigate the adverse effect of unstable factors on
the consistency between generalizability and discriminability.

In addition to addressing the challenges posed by unstable
factors, it is essential to acknowledge that achieving domain-
invariant learning can be an intricate endeavor. Conventional
domain-invariant learning is characterized as category align-
ment, wherein the predominant approach seeks to mitigate
disparities amongst prototypes or semantics of samples within
each category across domains [38], [39], [43], [46]–[48].
However, such category alignment inherently is a coarse-
grained alignment strategy and may confront difficulties in
learning sufficient generalizable features. This is chiefly at-
tributed to the relative substantial divergence in attributes
for samples within the same category, rendering the coarse-
grained alignment for a specific category across domains
potentially liable to discard indispensable features possessing
substantial generalizability. As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), there is
a significant disparity between running dogs and dogs depicted
with only their heads. Attempting to align them forcibly could
result in the loss of distinctive features associated with the

dog’s body and legs. Therefore, it is significant to relax the
stringent constraints of category-level domain-invariance. In
doing so, we focus on aligning the distributions of samples
within a category that have similar semantics, without man-
dating alignment for samples with distant semantics within
the same category. This way also serves to enrich the within-
class variations, a known catalyst for enhancing generalization
performance [49], [50].

To surmount the aforementioned limitations, we rethink DG
through the lens of feature discriminability and generaliz-
ability. In this work, we present a novel framework, named
Discriminative Microscopic Distribution Alignment (DMDA).
This framework comprises two innovative modules: Selec-
tive Channel Pruning (SCP) and Micro-level Distribution
Alignment (MDA), which collaborate to elevate the feature
discriminability and generalizability. Fig. 1 illustrates the
two key modules in our proposed approach. Specifically,
SCP filters out the unstable channels in features and curtails
redundancy within neural networks to enhance feature dis-
criminability. Besides, MDA performs distribution alignment
at the micro level rather than the category level to pro-
mote feature generalizability. Compared with existing domain-
invariant methods in DG, our approach offers dual advantages:
Firstly, our model focuses on stable correlations, aiming to
heighten the feature discriminability. Secondly, our strategy
guarantees micro-level invariance, facilitating the acquisition
of sufficient generalizable features and accommodating within-
class variations. Consequently, our proposed approach not
only augments feature generalizability across domains but also
enhances category-level discriminability, resulting in superior
generalization capacities of models. In summary, our main
contributions include:

• We introduce a novel perspective for DG with the dual
objectives of enhancing feature generalizability while
concurrently improving discriminability.

• We present an innovative approach named DMDA for
DG, comprising two key modules: SCP and MDA. Con-
cretely, SCP mitigates the detrimental effect of spurious
correlations, thereby endowing the acquired features with
heightened discriminability. While MDA pursues domain
invariance at the micro level, rather than the category
level, boosting feature generalizability.

• Extensive experiments on four benchmark datasets cor-
roborate the efficacy and superiority of the proposed
approach, where it achieves competitive performance
compared to state-of-the-art methods in DG.

II. RELATED WORK

Techniques from diverse perspectives have been proposed
to improve models’ generalization capacity in DG.

One notable research avenue is domain-invariant learn-
ing [37], [43], [51], [52]. The objective is to cultivate common
features across domains that possess the potential to generalize
effectively to novel scenarios. Denote the input, acquired
features, and output as X , Φ, and Y , respectively. A foun-
dational approach, proposed by Ganin et al. [30] as Domain
Adversarial Training of Neural Networks (DANN), seeks to
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Fig. 3. The channel activation frequency in the penultimate layer of ResNet-18 trained via ERM, with ‘Art’, ‘Cartoon’, ‘Photo’, and ‘Sketch’ as the target
domain, respectively. Channels are arranged in descending order based on the activation frequency in source domains. Channels experiencing infrequent
activation in source domains but displaying frequent activation in target domain can be characterized as unstable factors demonstrating spurious correlations.

acquire domain-invariant features through adversarial learning,
under the assumption that the conditional distribution P (Y |X)
remains invariant. However, this assumption may not hold in
practical settings, leading to DANN’s limitations. To address
this limitation, Li et al. [53] proposed a conditional adversarial
network to satisfy the invariant distribution P (Φ|Y ), consid-
ering the causal direction Y → X and assuming class-balance
in the target data. Alternatively, Zhao et al. [39] proposed
minimizing the divergence between conditional distributions
across domains, ensuring the invariant conditional distribution
P (Y |Φ). Additionally, self-supervised learning [54]–[58] has
made notable contributions to improve the expressive power
of features. SelfReg [59] and PCL [48], for instance, took
advantage of contrastive learning to encourage representations
to be close for samples within the same class and distant
from samples in other classes. Besides, a heightened awareness
has emerged regarding the robustness of feature maps [60],
[61]. These methods are directed towards suppressing domain-
sensitive information from a feature map perspective.

Another intuitive approach is to expand the source do-
mains through data augmentation [17], [62]–[64] or data
generation [65], thus indirectly decreasing the distribution gap
between source and target domains. For instance, Zhou et
al. [66] proposed a transformation for data augmentation using
adversarial training. Rahman et al. [67] employed Combo-
GAN [68] to generate new data with a small distribution
discrepancy to the original data.

Ensembling techniques [59], [69], [70] have been intro-
duced to seek flatter minima, which has been proven an
effective strategy for enhancing generalization performance.
SelfReg [59] and SWAD [69] utilized Stochastic Weights
Averaging to find the flatter minima, consequently reducing
the domain generalization gap in the target domain.

Different from prevailing approaches primarily focused on
enhancing the generalizability of acquired features in DG,
this study endeavors to concurrently elevate both feature
discriminability and generalizability.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Preliminaries

Let X and Y denote the input space and output space,
respectively. In DG, there are M source (seen) domains
Ssource = {Si|i = 1, 2, · · · ,M} where Si = {(xi

j , y
i
j)|j =

1, 2, · · · , ni} ∼ PS
i (X,Y ). Here, ni is the number of samples

in domain Si, and PS
i (X,Y ) is the joint distribution of the

covariates together with labels in domain Si, which is different
from that of other domains: PS

i (X,Y ) ̸= PS
j (X,Y ), i ̸= j.

We assign Usource = {U i|i = 1, 2, · · · ,M} as the domain-
dependent variables (style, background, etc.), which vary
across domains: U i ̸= U j , i ̸= j. Given the source domains,
the goal of DG is to learn a robust model h = g ◦ f , where
f : X → Φ is the representation function and g : Φ → Y is the
label predictive function. This model is expected to generalize
well to the N target (unseen) domains Ttarget = {T i|i =
1, 2, · · · , N} where T i = {(xi

j , y
i
j)|j = 1, 2, · · · , ni} ∼

PT
i (X,Y ). The distributions in source domains and target

domains are different: PS(X,Y ) ̸= PT (X,Y ). Besides, the
target domains cannot be accessed during the training phase.

In this section, we elucidate our strategy for overcoming
the inherent constraints of domain-invariant methods in DG,
endowing the acquired features with both robust generaliz-
ability and formidable discriminability. Fig. 4 illustrates the
overall architecture of our proposed Discriminative Micro-
scopic Distribution Alignment (DMDA), encompassing two
key modules, namely Selective Channel Pruning (SCP) and
Micro-level Distribution Alignment (MDA). SCP serves to
ameliorate the impact of unstable factors on the features dis-
criminability, while MDA augments features’ generalizability
through micro-level distribution alignment. Specifically, the
features acquired through the feature extractor traverse through
SCP to derive channel-wise masks, which are subsequently
employed for feature pruning. Subsequently, MDA aligns
micro-level distributions of the pruned features, guided by the
underlying semantics of the pruned features.

B. Selective Channel Pruning

Prevalent DG methods strive to enhance feature general-
izability by acquiring domain-invariant representations, often
inadvertently sidelining discriminability. Nevertheless, the re-
lentless pursuit of domain invariance can yield features with
subpar discriminability, posing a formidable challenge for the
classification. As illustrated in Fig. 2, the drive for domain
invariance by DANN [30] can lead to diminished feature
discriminability. This dilemma arises from the conflict between
the concurrent enhancement of both generalizability and dis-
criminability. We posit that this may result from unstable fac-
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Fig. 4. Framework of our proposed Discriminative Microscopic Distribution Alignment (DMDA). The features generated by the feature extractor are
initially transmitted to the Selective Channel Pruning (SCP) module to create channel-wise masks for the purpose of eliminating unstable channels. Following
this, the features undergo pruning based on the channel-wise masks. Subsequently, Micro-level Distribution Alignment (MDA) is employed to execute micro-
level distribution alignment rooted in the latent semantics of the pruned features, which are generated by additional semantics experts.

tors, i.e., spurious correlations, which induce spurious domain
invariance while concurrently impeding discriminability.

To succeed in a classification task, it is imperative that the
acquired features encapsulate only the stable factors carrying
essential information while discarding spurious correlations.
The current solution typically seeks to minimize the empirical
risk across source domains:

Lcla =

M∑
i=1

∑
x,y

PS
i (x, y)ℓ(h(x), y), (1)

where ℓ denotes the cross-entropy loss. However, the straight-
forward approach cannot guarantee the stability of every
dimension in the acquired features. This implies that certain
dimensions may convey spurious correlations for classification
and consequently offer limited utility for generalization.

Based on the above insight, we explore the stability of
different channels to enhance generalization performance.
When considering a specific class, channels carrying genuine
information tend to manifest more generalized patterns and
should be activated with greater frequency. Conversely, chan-
nels capturing spurious correlations should experience less
frequent activation due to the distribution shift across source
domains. To gain a comprehensive understanding of this phe-
nomenon, we visualize the channel activation frequency within
source domains and target domains in Fig. 3, respectively. A
channel is considered activated if its activation value exceeds
a threshold (1% of the highest activation value across all
channels in our case.). In this visualization, we take the class

‘dog’ as an instance, and analyze the activation frequency
of each channel for samples in source domains and target
domains, respectively. We arrange the channels in descending
order based on the activation frequency of samples in source
domains. It is noteworthy that we have adjusted the number
of samples in the target domain to ensure a fair comparison.
As depicted in Fig. 3, samples from source domains and
target domains exhibit different activation patterns. Samples
in target domains frequently activate channels that receive less
frequent activation from samples in source domains. This trend
persists across all classes. The channels that are less frequently
activated in source domains and display inconsistencies in
activation frequency between the source and target domains
can be identified as unstable channels, containing spurious
correlations that are detrimental to generalization.

The above observation motivates us to propose an unstable
factor removal strategy, Selective Channel Pruning (SCP), to
mitigate the adverse effects of unstable factors on generaliza-
tion capacities. Denote the output of l-th activation layer of the
model h as Φl ∈ RH×W×K , where H , W , and K represent
the height, width, and number of channels, respectively. In
the SCP module, we begin by applying the Global Average
Pooling (GAP) operation on the raw feature map, resulting
in the channel-wise activation Φ̂l ∈ RK . Mathematically, the
activation of the k-th channel can be defined as:

Φ̂l =
1

H ×W

H∑
i=1

W∑
j=1

Φl
k(i, j). (2)
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We then input the channel-wise activation Φ̂l into an auxiliary
classifier ga, which can be optimized by minimizing the risk:

Laux =

M∑
i=1

∑
x,y

PS
i (x, y)ℓ(ga(Φ̂

l), y). (3)

This classifier consists of only one fully connected (FC) layer
to perform classification. Considering a classification task with
C classes, we denote the parameters of this auxiliary classifier
as Wl = [W l

1,W
l
2. · · · ,W l

C ] ∈ RK×C , which assesses the
significance of each channel to a specific class. To mitigate the
adverse effects of unstable channels, we introduce a pruning
strategy that takes into account the channels’ significance in
the classification. More specifically, the pruning strategy for
i-th channel of class c can be mathematically formulated as:

M l
c,i =

{
0, W l

c,i ≤ Qq(W
l
c)

1, W l
c,i > Qq(W

l
c)

, (4)

where Qq represents q-th percentile for W l
c , serving as the

criterion for identifying whether channels are selected as stable
channels. Subsequently, we employ these masks to reconstruct
the original feature maps in a channel-wise manner. During
the training stage, we adopt the ground-truth label y as
the reference to determine channel importance and generate
channel masks. However, during the testing stage when access
to the ground-truth label y is unavailable, we employ the
index (denoted as y) associated with the maximum value in
the predicted labels to determine the channel importance and
the channel mask selection. The resultant masked channels can
be represented as:

Φl
mask =

{
Φl ⊗M l

y, training phase

Φl ⊗M l
y, test phase

, (5)

where ⊗ denotes channel-wise multiplication. The pruned
feature maps rather than the original feature maps will be
propagated into the subsequent layer.

C. Micro-level Distribution Alignment

Methods based on domain-invariant representation learning
have garnered significant attention in DG. Given the assump-
tion that the conditional distribution P (Y |X) stays invariant,
Ganin et al. [30] proposed domain adversarial training of
neural networks (DANN) for domain adaptation, which aims
to cultivate domain-invariant features Φ through adversarial
learning. To address the limitation posed by assuming invariant
conditional distributions, Li et al. [53] presented a condi-
tional adversarial network to satisfy the invariant distribution
P (Φ|Y ), while considering the causal direction Y → X and
assuming class-balance in the target data. As an alternative and
effective strategy, Zhao et al. [39] proposed minimizing the
divergence between conditional distributions across domains
to ensure the invariant conditional distribution P (Y |Φ).

While these domain-invariant methods have made strides by
aligning the marginal and conditional distributions, they over-
look a critical aspect: As category alignment, these methods
inherently are coarse-grained alignment strategies. The coarse-
grained alignment is a rather strict constraint and may result

in information loss within categories. Consequently, category
alignment methods encounter challenges in acquiring an ade-
quate pool of generalizable features. This challenge primarily
arises due to significant variations in attributes among samples
within the same category. Such variations make coarse-grained
alignment strategies for specific categories across domains
prone to the inadvertent exclusion of essential features that
hold significant generalizability.

To mitigate the adverse effects linked to category align-
ment in DG, we introduce Micro-level Distribution Align-
ment (MDA). MDA is designed to establish domain invariance
at the micro level, a departure from the conventional category-
level domain invariance. This shift alleviates the rigorous
constraints associated with category-level domain invariance
by concentrating on achieving invariance specifically among
samples sharing similar semantics, eschewing unnecessary
alignment of samples in one category with distant semantics.
In practice, we pursue micro-level domain invariance by
aligning features and their latent semantics across domains:

PS
1 (Φ, S) = PS

2 (Φ, S) = · · · = PS
M (Φ, S), (6)

where S denotes the latent semantics of features, (Φ, S)
represents the joint variable of Φ and S, and PS

i refers to
the corresponding distribution in source domain i.

The necessity for the latent semantics of features to possess
the capability to discern subtle distinctions among samples
within a single category is paramount for the success of
micro-level alignment. In the absence of such discernment,
deficient semantics may offer little assistance and, in certain
cases, could even be detrimental to the alignment process,
particularly when two distinct images share similar semantics.
To address this challenge, we introduce a set of M additional
specialist experts {Ei}Mi=1, to model the latent feature seman-
tics and thereby capture these subtle differences of samples
in a certain category, each expert tailored to a specific source
domain. In practice, we opt for a simplified approach, em-
ploying two fully connected layers for each expert to avoid the
intricacies of more complex models. The dimension of the first
layer output corresponds to the number of classes, enabling
the optimization of semantic experts, while the dimension of
the subsequent layer output matches that of the features. The
optimization is achieved through the minimization of cross-
entropy loss between the outputs in the first layer, denoted as
E1

i (Φ), and the ground truth:

Lexp =

M∑
i=1

∑
x,y

PS
i (x, y)ℓ(E1

i (Φ), y). (7)

In practical application, we utilize experts’ outputs, denoted
as S = Ei(Φ), as surrogates for latent semantics. The
first layer outputs of experts preserve predictive scores of
other categories, in contrast to ground-truth labels which omit
information of other categories. The predicted class scores may
exhibit variations even for samples within the same category.
As a consequence, the predicted latent semantics S, based
on the first layer outputs, is well-suited to capturing nuanced
distinctions among samples in one category. Consequently,



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON CIRCUITS AND SYSTEMS FOR VIDEO TECHNOLOGY, VOL.XX, NO.X, JUNE 2024 6

they effectively meet the criteria necessary for feature latent
semantics to facilitate micro-level alignment.
Micro-level Distribution Alignment vs. Category Align-
ment. It is of paramount importance to establish micro-level
invariance based on experts’ predicting semantics rather than
enforcing category-level invariance solely relying on ground-
truth labels across source domains. This necessity arises from
the fact that attributes of different images within the same
category may exhibit significant variations. Consequently,
aligning class-to-class samples may emphasize invariant yet
less significant features, potentially having an adverse effect
on the acquisition of features with high generalizability and
subsequently increasing empirical risk. In this way, category
alignment may offer limited benefits and compromise classi-
fication accuracy. In contrast, the outputs of these experts en-
compass a spectrum of latent semantics across source domains,
capable of reflecting various sample attributes in each class.
Hence, these predicting outputs can be considered as the latent
feature semantics for micro-level alignment. Consequently,
MDA exhibits increased robustness to samples with significant
variations and is more tolerant with within-class variations,
thereby enhancing generalization performance.

In practice, we lack direct access to the semantic-based
distributions {PS

1 (Φ, S), PS
2 (Φ, S), · · · , PS

M (Φ, S)}. This ab-
sence of access hinders our ability to match distributions
across source domains. To tackle this challenge, we employ
mutual information as a measure to assess the independence
between the domain-dependent variables U and the semantic-
based variables (Φ, S). Consequently, we optimize the feature
extractor by minimizing the mutual information:

argmin
f

I(U ; (Φ, S))

= argmin
f

{H(U)−H(U |(Φ, S))}

=argmin
f

−H(U |(Φ, S))

= argmin
f

EPS(X,Y,U)[logP (U |(Φ, S))]

= argmin
f

EPS(X,Y )[logP (U |(Φ, S))],

(8)

where P (U |(Φ, S)) represents the probability of U condi-
tioned on the semantic-based variables (Φ, S). It is worth
noting that as domain-dependent variable U remains constant
throughout the feature extractor optimization process, the first
term H(U) can be safely omitted from the objective. However,
the unavailability of the distribution P (U |(Φ, S)) still poses a
challenge for minimization.

To facilitate the minimization, we introduce a distribution
approximator D designed to approximate the conditional dis-
tribution as: D(Φ, S) := P (U |(Φ, S)). Given the intractability
of the conditional distribution, we are unable to directly
evaluate the quality of the function D. As a consequence,
if the predictions of D are inaccurate, the mutual infor-
mation minimization in Eq. (8) based on such predictions
makes nonsense. In response, we reframe the minimization
of the negative conditional entropy −H(U |(Φ, S)) in Eq. (8)
as a more challenging problem: optimizing the worst risk
of mutual information by minimizing the supremum of the

Algorithm 1 Training algorithm for DG via DMDA
Input: M source training datasets: {Si}Mi=1

Parameter: Weighting factor: α, β, quantile parameter: m
Output: Feature extractor: f , semantics experts: {Ei}Mi=1,
classifiers: g, ga, distribution approximator: D

1: while training is not converged do
2: for i = 1 to M do
3: Sample data from Si

4: Generate the channel mask and prune the features
5: Calculate the latent semantics of pruned features
6: Sum the pruned features and the predicted latent

semantics to surrogate the joint distributions
7: Update D by maximizing Eq. (13)
8: Update f , g, ga, and Ei by minimizing Eq. (13)
9: end for

10: end while

approximated negative conditional entropy, where we denote
EPS(X,Y ) logD(Φ, S) as −H(D(Φ, S)):

min
f

sup
D

EPS(X,Y ) logD(Φ, S). (9)

Turning the intractable negative entropy −H(U |(Φ, S)) into
the supremum of the approximated negative conditional en-
tropy −H(D(Φ, S)) makes the optimization of Eq. (8) achiev-
able. Considering that the range of D is closed, we employ
the following minimax game to address Eq. (9):

min
f

max
D

EPS(X,Y ) logD(Φ, S)

=min
f

max
D

M∑
i=1

∑
x,y

PS
i (x, y) logDi(Φ, S)

=min
f

max
D

M∑
i=1

∑
x,y

PS
i (x, y) logDi(Φ, Ei(Φ)).

(10)

The subsequent proposition and theory elucidate that the
minimax game in Eq. (10) is equivalent to aligning the
semantic-based distributions P (Φ, S) across source domains.

Proposition 1: Let Φ′ = f(X) for a fixed representation
function f and S′ = {Ei(Φ)}Mi=1 for fixed semantics experts
{Ei}Mi=1, then the optimal probability D∗ for the inner maxi-
mization in Eq. (10) is

D∗
i (Φ

′, S′) =
PS
i (Φ′, S′)∑M

j=1 P
S
j (Φ′, S′)

. (11)

The proof can be found in Sec. A of the appendix. Build-
ing upon Proposition 1, the ensuing theorem establishes the
equivalence between the minimax game in Eq. (10) and
the matching of semantic-based distributions across source
domains in Eq. (6). The detailed proof is provided in Sec.
B of the appendix.

Theorem 1: For a given representation function f ,
if U is the maximum of −H(D(Φ, S)), i.e., U =∑M

i=1

∑
x,y P

S
i (x, y) log

PS
i (Φ,S)∑M

j=1 PS
j (Φ,S)

. Then the solution of

Eq. (10) can be achieved if and only if PS
1 (Φ, S) =

PS
2 (Φ, S) = · · · = PS

M (Φ, S).



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON CIRCUITS AND SYSTEMS FOR VIDEO TECHNOLOGY, VOL.XX, NO.X, JUNE 2024 7

TABLE I
GENERALIZATION PERFORMANCE WITH RECOGNITION ACCURACY (%)

ON PACS [72] USING IMAGENET PRE-TRAINED RESNET-50. HIGHER IS
BETTER, BOLD INDICATES THE BEST PERFORMANCE.

Method Art Cartoon Photo Sketch Avg.(↑)

IRM [73] 84.8 76.4 96.7 76.1 83.5
GroupDRO [74] 83.5 79.1 96.7 78.3 84.4
Mixup [75] 86.1 78.9 97.6 75.8 84.6
MMD [44] 86.1 79.4 96.6 76.5 84.7
VREx [76] 86.0 79.1 96.9 77.7 84.9
RSC [77] 85.4 79.7 97.6 78.2 85.2
DANN [30] 86.4 77.4 97.3 73.5 83.7
CDANN [53] 85.0 78.9 98.1 76.4 84.6
MTL [78] 87.5 77.1 96.4 77.3 84.6
SagNet [79] 87.4 80.7 97.1 80.0 86.3
ARM [80] 86.8 76.8 97.4 79.3 85.1
SelfReg† [59] 87.9 79.4 96.8 78.3 85.6
PCL† [48] 87.3 77.5 96.3 83.2 86.1
AdaNPC [81] 87.1 82.2 97.5 81.5 87.1
FSR [17] 84.4 78.3 96.0 78.1 84.2
IPCL [58] 85.8 83.8 96.6 82.1 87.1
DMDA (ours) 87.1 85.2 96.7 83.5 88.1

Hence, the objective for matching the semantic-aware dis-
tributions across source domains can be formulated as:

min
f

max
D

LMDA,

with LMDA = EPS(X,Y ) logD(Φ, S).
(12)

D. Optimization Objective

Together with the classification loss Lcla, the overall objec-
tive function for our proposed DMDA is:

min
g,ga,{Ei}M

i=1,f
max
D

L,

with L = Lcla + α · (LMDA + Lexp) + β · Laux,
(13)

where α and β represent the trade-off hyper-parameters. Lcla,
LMDA, Lexp, and Laux denote the classification loss of the
hypothesis model, semantic-aware invariance loss, semantics
experts’ accuracy loss, and the classification loss of the aux-
iliary classifier, respectively.
Micro-level Distributions. In practice, instead of simply con-
catenating features Φ and semantics S, we employ an element-
wise summation of the acquired features and the semantics to
construct a surrogate distribution. The idea of element-wise
summation is inspired by the operation of position embeddings
in Transformer [71], which has been demonstrated to be simple
yet effective in embedding the information.

The pseudo-code is provided in Algorithm 1.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In order to verify the efficiency of the proposed DMDA,
we compare it with state-of-the-art approaches in DG, in-
cluding Invariant Risk Minimization (IRM) [73], Group Dis-
tributionally Robust Optimization (GroupDRO) [74], Inter-
domain Mixup (Mixup) [75], Maximum Mean Discrepancy
(MMD) [44], Variance Risk Extrapolation (VREx) [76], Rep-
resentation Self-Challenging (RSC) [77], Domain Adversarial
Neural Network (DANN) [30], Conditional Domain Adver-
sarial Neural Network (CDANN) [53], Marginal Transfer

TABLE II
GENERALIZATION PERFORMANCE WITH RECOGNITION ACCURACY (%)

ON VLCS [83] USING IMAGENET PRE-TRAINED RESNET-50. HIGHER IS
BETTER, BOLD INDICATES THE BEST PERFORMANCE.

Method Caltech LabelMe SUN VOC Avg.(↑)

IRM [73] 98.6 64.9 73.4 77.3 78.5
GroupDRO [74] 97.3 63.4 69.5 76.7 76.7
Mixup [75] 98.3 64.8 72.1 74.3 77.4
MMD [44] 97.7 64.0 72.8 75.3 77.5
VREx [76] 98.4 64.4 74.1 76.2 78.3
RSC [77] 97.9 62.5 72.3 75.6 77.1
DANN [30] 99.0 65.1 73.1 77.2 78.6
CDANN [53] 97.1 65.1 70.7 77.1 77.5
MTL [78] 97.8 64.3 71.5 75.3 77.2
SagNet [79] 97.9 64.5 71.4 77.5 77.8
ARM [80] 98.7 63.6 71.3 76.7 77.6
SelfReg† [59] 96.7 65.2 73.1 76.2 77.8
PCL† [48] 96.6 58.1 72.4 75.2 75.6
AdaNPC [81] 98.9 64.5 73.5 75.6 78.1
FSR [17] 89.6 64.1 70.8 75.0 74.9
IPCL [58] 97.7 63.8 73.8 78.1 78.4
DMDA (ours) 98.2 64.3 74.4 80.8 79.4

Learning (MTL) [78], Style Agnostic Networks (SagNet) [79],
Adaptive Risk Minimization (ARM) [80], Self-supervised
contrastive Regularization (SelfReg) [59], Proxy-based Con-
trastive Learning (PCL) [48], Non-Parametric Classifier for
test-time Adaptation (AdaNPC) [81], Feature-based Style Ran-
domization (FSR) [17], and Instance Paradigm Contrastive
Learning (IPCL) [58]. The performances of those models are
from the original literature or DomainBed [82]. While † in the
tables means the reproduced results without the ensembling
technique for a fair comparison.

A. Datasets

Following previous DG protocols [42], [59], [69], [82], we
validate our proposed methods on five widely-used datasets:
(1) PACS [72] comprises four distinct domains: Photo, Art,
Cartoon, and Sketch, with each domain encompassing seven
classes. (2) VLCS [83] contains four standard datasets: Cal-
tech [84], LabelMe [85], SUN [86], and VOC [87]. In each
dataset, there are five categories: bird, car, chair, dog, and
person. (3) OfficeHome [88] consists of four diverse do-
mains: Art, Clipart, Product, and Real-World, each containing
65 classes. (4) TerraIncognita [23] showcases photographs
of wild animals captured at various locations: L100, L38,
L43, and L46, each of which includes 10 classes. (5) Do-
mainNet [89]constitutes a substantial dataset, encompassing
586,575 images across six domains, with each domain com-
prising 345 classes.

B. Implementation Details

Adhering to established DG protocols [69], [82], we employ
ImageNet [90] pre-trained ResNet-50 [2] as the backbone, with
the last FC layer serving as the label predictor and the preced-
ing layers functioning as the feature extractor. We utilize three
FC layers to construct the distribution approximator which
receives inputs through a gradient reverse layer (GRL) [30],
and the output dimensions are 256, 256, and the number of
source domains, respectively. Our model undergoes training
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TABLE III
GENERALIZATION PERFORMANCE WITH RECOGNITION ACCURACY (%)

ON OFFICEHOME [88] USING IMAGENET PRE-TRAINED RESNET-50.
HIGHER IS BETTER, BOLD INDICATES THE BEST PERFORMANCE.

Method Art Clipart Product Real-World Avg.(↑)

IRM [73] 58.9 52.2 72.1 74.0 64.3
GroupDRO [74] 60.4 52.7 75.0 76.0 66.0
Mixup [75] 62.4 54.8 76.9 78.3 68.1
MMD [44] 60.4 53.3 74.3 77.4 66.4
VREx [76] 60.7 53.0 75.3 76.7 66.4
RSC [77] 60.7 51.4 74.8 75.1 65.5
DANN [30] 59.9 53.0 73.6 76.9 65.9
CDANN [53] 61.5 50.4 74.4 76.6 65.7
MTL [78] 61.5 52.4 74.9 76.8 66.4
SagNet [79] 63.4 54.8 75.8 78.3 68.1
ARM [80] 58.9 51.0 74.1 75.2 64.8
SelfReg† [59] 63.6 53.1 76.9 78.1 67.9
PCL† [48] 62.7 54.0 76.9 78.5 68.0
AdaNPC [81] 62.9 52.3 75.1 75.6 66.5
FSR [17] 59.7 55.9 74.7 74.9 66.3
IPCL [58] 65.1 56.8 77.3 77.1 69.1
DMDA (ours) 66.1 56.1 77.3 77.9 69.4

TABLE IV
HYPERPARAMETER SEARCH SPACE, WITH m = q/100.

Hyperparameter Search space

α [1]
β [3, 5]
m [0.5, 0.4, 0.3]

learning rate [1e-3, 5e-4]

for 15k iterations for DomainNet and 5k iterations for others,
utilizing SGD with a momentum of 0.9, weight decay set to
5e-4. The learning rate is decayed by a factor of 0.1 at 70%
and 90% of the total epochs. The batch size is fixed at 32 for
each domain. The adaptation parameter in GRL is initialized at
0 and gradually transitions to 1 following [30]. For additional
hyperparameter details, please refer to TABLE IV.

To ensure a fair comparison, we adhere to the
training-domain validation evaluation protocol following Do-
mainBed [82]. This entails cyclically selecting one domain
as the target domain, with the remaining domains serving
as source domains. Within each source domain, we execute
an 80%/20% train/validation partition, whereby the validation
portions across all source domains collectively compose the
validation dataset used for model validation and selection.

C. Comparison Results with State-of-the-Art Techniques

The results on PACS are presented in TABLE I. While our
approach may not consistently achieve the highest accuracy in
specific scenarios, it demonstrates significant improvements
across most scenarios. Moreover, the highest average object
recognition accuracy which outperforms the SOTA method
IPCL by 1.1% attests to the efficacy of DMDA for DG.
Notably, DMDA excels in enhancing the generalization per-
formance in hard-to-transfer domains where style markedly
diverges from the other domains. It exhibits a notable superi-
ority of 1.7% on ‘Cartoon’ and 1.3% on ‘Sketch’ compared
to IPCL. This observation underscores DMDA’s capacity to

TABLE V
GENERALIZATION PERFORMANCE ON TERRAINCOGNITA [23] USING

IMAGENET PRE-TRAINED RESNET-50. HIGHER IS BETTER, BOLD
INDICATES THE BEST PERFORMANCE OUT OF ALL COMPARED METHODS.

Method L100 L38 L43 L46 Avg.(↑)

IRM [73] 54.6 39.8 56.2 39.6 47.6
GroupDRO [74] 41.2 38.6 56.7 36.4 43.2
Mixup [75] 59.6 42.2 55.9 33.9 47.9
MMD [44] 41.9 34.8 57.0 35.2 42.2
VREx [76] 48.2 41.7 56.8 38.7 46.4
RSC [77] 50.2 39.2 56.3 40.8 46.6
DANN [30] 51.1 40.6 57.4 37.7 46.7
CDANN [53] 47.0 41.3 54.9 39.8 45.8
MTL [78] 49.3 39.6 55.6 37.8 45.6
SagNet [79] 53.0 43.0 57.9 40.4 48.6
ARM [80] 49.3 38.3 55.8 38.7 45.5
SelfReg† [59] 48.8 41.3 57.3 40.6 47.0
PCL† [48] 41.6 42.8 52.9 40.1 44.3
AdaNPC [81] 56.7 48.5 47.5 35.4 47.0
FSR [17] 57.4 37.8 54.8 36.1 46.5
IPCL [58] 50.9 41.3 54.6 40.6 46.8
DMDA (ours) 55.9 41.7 56.8 43.6 49.5

TABLE VI
GENERALIZATION PERFORMANCE ON DOMAINNET [89] USING

IMAGENET PRE-TRAINED RESNET-50. HIGHER IS BETTER, BOLD
INDICATES THE BEST PERFORMANCE OUT OF ALL COMPARED METHODS.

Method Clipart Infograph Painting Quickdraw Real Sketch Avg.(↑)

IRM [70] 48.5 15.0 38.3 10.9 48.2 42.3 33.9
GroupDRO [71] 47.2 17.5 33.8 9.3 51.6 40.1 33.3
Mixup [72] 55.7 18.5 44.3 12.5 55.8 48.2 39.2
MMD [44] 32.1 11.0 26.8 8.7 32.7 28.9 23.4
VREx [73] 47.3 16.0 35.8 10.9 49.6 42.0 33.6
RSC [74] 55.0 18.3 44.4 12.2 55.7 47.8 38.9
DANN [30] 53.1 18.3 44.2 11.8 55.5 46.8 38.3
CDANN [52] 54.6 17.3 43.7 12.1 56.2 45.9 38.3
MTL [75] 57.9 18.5 46.0 12.5 59.5 49.2 40.6
SagNet [76] 57.7 19.0 45.3 12.7 58.1 48.8 40.3
ARM [77] 49.7 16.3 40.9 9.4 53.4 43.5 35.5
SelfReg† [57] 60.7 21.6 49.4 12.7 60.7 51.7 42.8
PCL† [48] 62.5 21.1 49.5 14.1 61.3 51.8 43.4
AdaNPC [78] 59.3 22.2 48.3 14.3 61.0 51.4 42.8
FSR [17] 59.0 18.2 46.7 15.0 55.8 49.5 40.7
IPCL [58] 55.3 18.6 39.4 11.9 64.7 53.9 40.6
DMDA (ours) 65.8 22.5 51.9 15.5 64.2 54.7 45.8

cultivate superior representations for effective generalization
to novel environments.

TABLE II reports the outcomes for VLCS. DMDA achieves
the best average generalization performance and demonstrates
substantial improvements across most scenarios when com-
pared to alternative methods. Additionally, in hard-to-transfer
domains, DMDA outperforms the SOTA method DANN by
4.7% on ‘VOC’ and 1.8% on ‘SUN’. This outcome under-
scores the superior efficacy of DMDA, even in the face of the
heightened generalization challenges posed by scene-centric
images within VLCS.

The generalization performances for OfficeHome are de-
tailed in TABLE III. DMDA consistently demonstrates su-
perior performance in the majority of scenarios, along with
achieving the highest average object recognition accuracy. A
remarkable aspect of DMDA is its substantial performance
enhancement in hard-to-transfer domains like ‘Art’ and ‘Cli-
part’. This notable improvement underscores the validity of our
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Fig. 5. Visualizations with t-SNE embeddings [91] depicting distinct classes’ representations produced by (a) ERM, (b) SCP, (c) MDA, and (d) the combination
DMDA, respectively, with ‘Photo’ as the target domain. Zoom in for details.

TABLE VII
ABLATION STUDY OF THE OUR DMDA ON DIVERSE BENCHMARKS.

HIGHER IS BETTER, BOLD INDICATES THE BEST PERFORMANCE.

Method PACS VLCS OfficeHome TerraIncognita DomainNet

ERM 85.5 77.5 66.5 46.1 43.0
w/ SCP 86.7 78.4 68.7 48.5 45.1
w/ MDA 86.9 78.6 67.7 48.9 44.2

DMDA (ours) 88.1 79.4 69.4 49.5 45.8

TABLE VIII
COMPARISON BETWEEN DROPOUT [92] AND SCP ON DIVERSE
BENCHMARKS. HIGHER IS BETTER, BOLD INDICATES THE BEST

PERFORMANCE.

Method PACS VLCS OfficeHome TerraIncognita DomainNet

Dropout [92] 84.9 78.3 64.8 47.4 43.7
SCP (ours) 88.1 79.4 69.4 49.5 45.8

approach, which strives to cultivate improved representations
characterized by superior discriminability and generalizability.

TABLE V displays the findings of TerraIncognita. DMDA
outperforms state-of-the-art methods in terms of average object
recognition accuracy. Furthermore, our model exhibits a signif-
icant improvement of 7.9% compared to the SOTA method in
the most challenging scenario, namely, the ‘L46’ domain. This
observation highlights the inherent capability of our method
to acquire discriminative representations across domains.

The outcomes on the more challenging benchmark, Domain-
Net, are documented in TABLE VI, demonstrating the superior
generalization performance of our proposed DMDA in five out
of six scenarios. Furthermore, DMDA surpasses the state-of-
the-art method PCL by 5.5% in terms of average generalization
performance. These results substantiate our assertion that the
proposed DMDA has the potential to enhance both feature
discrimiability and discriminability.

D. Ablation Study

Effectiveness of Each Component. We undertake ablation
studies on five benchmarks to assess the individual effective-
ness of SCP and MDA. TABLE VII presents the generalization
performance as we incrementally integrate SCP and MDA into
ERM. As can be observed, both SCP and MDA contribute
positively to enhanced generalization capabilities. The optimal
performance is realized when SCP and MDA are combined,

TABLE IX
INTEGRATION OF SCP WITH DISTRIBUTION MATCHING METHODS ON

PACS. HIGHER IS BETTER, BOLD INDICATES THE BEST PERFORMANCE.

Method Art Cartoon Photo Sketch Avg.(↑)

DANN [30] 86.4 77.4 97.3 73.5 83.7
w/ SCP 87.0 83.0 96.9 76.0 85.7

CDANN [53] 85.0 78.9 98.1 76.4 84.6
w/ SCP 87.4 83.2 96.6 78.3 86.4

ER [39] 87.5 79.3 98.3 76.3 85.3
w/ SCP 87.5 81.5 97.8 80.2 86.8

MDA (ours) 87.3 81.5 96.8 82.1 86.9
w/ SCP 87.1 85.2 96.7 83.5 88.1

underscoring the indispensability of both SCP and MDA in
improving generalization performance.
The t-SNE Visualization of Features. With the collaborative
integration of SCP and MDA, the learned features exhibit the
superiority of both high discriminability and generalizability.
Fig. 5 depicts the t-SNE embeddings of the learned features
with ERM, SCP, MDA, and the cooperation DMDA, respec-
tively. As observed, both SCP and MDA manifest superior
representations in comparison to ERM. Moreover, the cooper-
ation exhibits better representations with heightened intra-class
compactness in comparison to SCP and superior inter-class
separation compared to MDA, demonstrating the necessity of
both SCP and MDA.

E. Empirical Analysis

In this section, we conduct empirical analysis to investigate
the impact of different modules in DMDA and compare it
with existing distribution matching methods to assess the
effectiveness of our method. The analysis aims to shed light
on the reasons behind our approach’s strong performance.
Comparison with Dropout. Our proposed SCP endeavors to
prune inconsistent channels across domains, aiming to elimi-
nate spurious correlations rather than merely mitigating the in-
terdependence among neurons akin to Dropout. To substantiate
the effectiveness of SCP in eliminating spurious correlations,
experiments were undertaken on various benchmarks utilizing
both Dropout [92] and our novel SCP. The outcomes, as
illustrated in TABLE VIII, reveal a notable improvement in
the generalization performance of SCP by 2.1%, 0.1%, 6.0%,
2.3%, and 3.2% on PACS, VLCS, OfficeHome, TerraIncog-
nita and DomainNet, respectively. These consistent findings
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Fig. 6. Visualizations with t-SNE embeddings [91] depicting representations of distinct classes of ERM, where (a) Art, (b) Cartoon, (c) Photo, and (d) Sketch
are individually selected as the target domain. Zoom in for details.
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Fig. 7. Visualizations using t-SNE embeddings [91] representing features of SCP-based ERM, with (a) Art, (b) Cartoon, (c) Photo, and (d) Sketch individually
chosen as the target domain. The pruned features exhibit an clustering effect. Zoom in for details.
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Fig. 8. Visualizations with t-SNE embeddings [91] illustrating various classes’ representations produced by (a) DANN [30], (b) CDANN [53], (c) ER [39],
and (d) MDA (ours), respectively. MDA demonstrates the superior clustering effect. Zoom in for details.

consistently affirm the superior ability of SCP to eliminate
spurious features, thereby enhancing feature disciminability.

Feature Visualization with SCP. To visually evaluate the
efficacy of the proposed SCP, we visualize the acquired
features with t-SNE embeddings [91]. Specifically, we conduct
experiments on PACS and take each domain as the target
domain in turn. The clustering results, based on the features
generated by ERM and SCP-based ERM, are depicted in Fig. 6
and Fig. 7, respectively. Evidently, the introduced SCP module
consistently improves the representation learning across all
scenarios. The observed high inter-class separation and intra-
class compactness in all scenarios further affirm the superiority
of SCP for enhancing feature discriminability.

Integration into Distribution Matching Models. To fur-
ther assess the effectiveness of SCP in enhancing feature

discriminability, we integrate SCP with distribution match-
ing models, namely DANN [30], CDANN [53], ER [39],
and the proposed MDA. In our integration, we refrain from
fine-tuning and maintain the same hyperparameters of these
distribution matching techniques. This restraint underscores
the robustness of SCP’s effectiveness. The corresponding
generalization performances are presented in TABLE IX. The
results indicate that SCP significantly enhances the general-
ization performance of these distribution matching methods,
particularly in hard-to-transfer domains. These observations
reinforce the superior capabilities of SCP in improving feature
discriminability.

Comparison with Existing Distribution Matching Models.
To demonstrate the superiority of the proposed MDA over
existing distribution matching models, we conduct experiments
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Fig. 9. Visualizations with t-SNE embeddings [91] for the representations across source domain and target domain learned by (a) DANN [30], (b) CDANN [53],
(c) ER [39], and (d) MDA, respectively. The distribution discrepancy of MDA is the smallest.
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Fig. 10. (a) A-distance of features learned by DANN, CDANN, ER, and the proposed MDA, respectively. Lower is better. (b) Generalization performance
of SCP w.r.t. the quantile m. (c) Generalization performance of MDA w.r.t. the hyperparameter α. (d) Performance of SCP w.r.t. the coefficient β.

TABLE X
COMPARISON OF DISTRIBUTION MATCHING MODELS WITH DISTINCT
BACKBONES ON PACS. BOLD INDICATES THE BEST PERFORMANCE.

Method Art Cartoon Photo Sketch Avg.(↑)

ResNet-18
DANN [30] 77.4 66.8 96.6 69.8 77.7
CDANN [53] 75.2 74.0 95.7 72.9 79.4
ER [39] 80.7 76.4 96.7 71.8 81.4
MDA (ours) 81.0 78.5 95.5 77.4 83.1

ResNet-50
DANN [30] 86.4 77.4 97.3 73.5 83.7
CDANN [53] 85.0 78.9 98.1 76.4 84.6
ER [39] 87.5 79.3 98.3 76.3 85.3
MDA (ours) 87.3 81.5 96.8 82.1 86.9

on PACS using DANN [30], CDANN [53], ER [39], and
MDA, respectively. The results, obtained with various back-
bones, as shown in TABLE X, consistently affirm MDA’s
superiority in terms of generalization performance. Particularly
noteworthy is MDA’s substantial enhancement in hard-to-
transfer domains such as ‘Cartoon’ and ‘Sketch’, where other
distribution matching methods struggle significantly.
Feature Visualization with MDA. To visually illustrate the
impact of MDA, we employ t-SNE embeddings to visualize
the acquired features. Specifically, we take experiments on
PACS, with ‘Photo’ as the target domain. Fig. 8 depicts
the clustering results based on the features generated by
DANN [30], CDANN [53], ER [39], and the proposed MDA,
respectively. Notably, MDA demonstrates superior representa-

tions characterized by high inter-class separation and intra-
class compactness, particularly when compared to DANN
and CDANN. While the improvement over ER may not be
pronounced, notably observations can still be made. Firstly,
the clustering of ‘guitar’ (black) and ‘person’ (yellow) is no-
ticeably more compact with MDA. Secondly, the peripheries of
class clusters exhibit greater dispersion with ER, highlighting
the better representation achieved by the proposed MDA.
Distribution Discrepancy. To assess the impact of MDA on
domain invariance, we employ the A-distance as a metric
to gauge the distribution divergence across domains [93]. A
proxy A-distance can be defined as dA = 2(1 − 2σ), where
σ represents the error of a binary discriminator in correctly
distinguishing between source and target domain samples. In
our case, the discriminator is implemented as a neural network
with a single FC layer. As shown in Fig. 10a, MDA achieves
a representation space characterized by a smaller domain
discrepancy when compared to other distribution matching
approaches. We further present t-SNE embeddings [91] of
the acquired features from source domains and target domain
in Fig. 9. Notably, it is evident that the distributions of the
acquired features across the source domain and target domain,
when MDA is employed, exhibit a closer alignment. This
observation substantiates MDA’s capacity to learn features
with enhanced generalizability, surpassing the capabilities of
DANN [30], CDANN [53] and ER [39].
Hyperparameter Influence. We explore the influence of
the quantile parameter m in SCP, trade-off parameter α for
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MDA and β for SCP on the generalization performance.
Fig. 10b, Fig. 10c and Fig. 10d illustrate the generalization
accuracies of SCP and MDA, utilizing two different pre-
trained backbones, ResNet-18 and ResNet-50. We systemat-
ically vary m within the range {0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.7, 0.8, 1.0},
α within the range {0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 0.8, 1.0}, and β
within the range {1, 3, 5, 7, 9}. The consistent trend of initially
increasing and subsequently decreasing generalization perfor-
mance observed in both SCP and MDA underscores their vital
role in enhancing generalization performance. For the selected
trade-off values in the overall objectives, we consistently set
α to 1.0 throughout all experiments to ensure the effectiveness
of MDA, while employing β values of 3 and 5 consistently
across all experiments, thereby underscoring the robustness of
our proposed modules. Subsequently, we select the optimal
experimental outcome from these options of β.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present a novel perspective on DG by
concurrently enhancing feature generalizability while elevating
feature discriminability. We introduce a novel framework for
domain-invariant representation learning, named Discrimina-
tive Microscopic Distribution Alignment (DMDA), comprising
two key modules: Selective Channel Pruning (CAP) and
Micro-level Distribution Alignment (MDA). SCP is designed
to enhance feature discriminability by eliminating spurious
correlations within neural networks. It achieves this by selec-
tively pruning unstable channels. On the other hand, MDA
attempts to excavate sufficient generalizable features while
accommodating within-class variations through a micro-level
alignment manner. Experiments on four benchmark datasets
demonstrate the efficacy of DMDA in learning an increased
representation space characterized by superior discriminability
and generalizability, thereby leading to improved generaliza-
tion performance. Our proposed method sheds light on the
significance of stable factors and micro-level alignment in
domain-invariant representation learning for DG.
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[15] R. Perry, J. von Kügelgen*, and B. Schölkopf*, “Causal discovery in
heterogeneous environments under the sparse mechanism shift hypoth-
esis,” in Proceedings of the Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems, 2022, pp. 10 904–10 917.

[16] T. Fang, N. Lu, G. Niu, and M. Sugiyama, “Rethinking importance
weighting for deep learning under distribution shift,” Proceedings of the
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, pp. 11 996–12 007,
2020.

[17] Y. Wang, L. Qi, Y. Shi, and Y. Gao, “Feature-based style randomization
for domain generalization,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems
for Video Technology, vol. 32, no. 8, pp. 5495–5509, 2022.

[18] Q. Tian, Y. Zhu, H. Sun, S. Chen, and H. Yin, “Unsupervised domain
adaptation through dynamically aligning both the feature and label
spaces,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Tech-
nology, vol. 32, no. 12, pp. 8562–8573, 2022.

[19] Q. Zhou, Z. Feng, Q. Gu, J. Pang, G. Cheng, X. Lu, J. Shi, and L. Ma,
“Context-aware mixup for domain adaptive semantic segmentation,”
IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology,
vol. 33, no. 2, pp. 804–817, 2022.

[20] Y. Ren, Y. Cong, J. Dong, and G. Sun, “Uni3da: Universal 3d domain
adaptation for object recognition,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and
Systems for Video Technology, vol. 33, no. 1, pp. 379–392, 2022.

[21] D. Hendrycks and T. Dietterich, “Benchmarking neural network ro-
bustness to common corruptions and perturbations,” in International
Conference on Learning Representations, 2018.

[22] R. Taori, A. Dave, V. Shankar, N. Carlini, B. Recht, and L. Schmidt,
“Measuring robustness to natural distribution shifts in image classifica-
tion,” in Proceedings of the Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems, 2020, pp. 18 583–18 599.

[23] S. Beery, G. Van Horn, and P. Perona, “Recognition in terra incognita,”
in Proceedings of the Proceedings of the European Conference on
Computer Vision, 2018, pp. 456–473.

[24] B. Schölkopf, F. Locatello, S. Bauer, N. R. Ke, N. Kalchbrenner,
A. Goyal, and Y. Bengio, “Towards causal representation learning,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.11107, 2021.

[25] Q. Gu, Q. Zhou, M. Xu, Z. Feng, G. Cheng, X. Lu, J. Shi, and L. Ma,
“Pit: Position-invariant transform for cross-fov domain adaptation,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision, 2021, pp. 8761–8770.

[26] H. Fu, M. Gong, C. Wang, K. Batmanghelich, K. Zhang, and D. Tao,
“Geometry-consistent generative adversarial networks for one-sided un-
supervised domain mapping,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2019, pp. 2427–2436.

[27] J. Pearl, “A probabilistic calculus of actions,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:1302.6835, 2013.

[28] Y. Wei, L. Yang, Y. Han, and Q. Hu, “Multi-source collaborative
contrastive learning for decentralized domain adaptation,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, vol. 33, no. 5,
pp. 2202–2216, 2022.

[29] R. Meng, X. Li, W. Chen, S. Yang, J. Song, X. Wang, L. Zhang,
M. Song, D. Xie, and S. Pu, “Attention diversification for domain



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON CIRCUITS AND SYSTEMS FOR VIDEO TECHNOLOGY, VOL.XX, NO.X, JUNE 2024 13

generalization,” in Proceedings of the European conference on computer
vision, 2022, pp. 322–340.

[30] Y. Ganin, E. Ustinova, H. Ajakan, P. Germain, H. Larochelle, F. Lavi-
olette, M. March, and V. Lempitsky, “Domain-adversarial training of
neural networks,” Journal of Machine Learning Research, vol. 17,
no. 59, pp. 1–35, 2016.

[31] K. Zhang, M. Gong, P. Stojanov, B. Huang, Q. Liu, and C. Glymour,
“Domain Adaptation as a Problem of Inference on Graphical Models,” in
Proceedings of the Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems,
2020, pp. 4965–4976.

[32] Y. Zuo, H. Yao, L. Zhuang, and C. Xu, “Margin-based adversarial
joint alignment domain adaptation,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and
Systems for Video Technology, vol. 32, no. 4, pp. 2057–2067, 2021.

[33] Q. Zhou, K.-Y. Zhang, T. Yao, R. Yi, K. Sheng, S. Ding, and L. Ma,
“Generative domain adaptation for face anti-spoofing,” in Proceedings
of the European conference on computer vision, 2022, pp. 335–356.

[34] Q. Zhou, Z. Feng, Q. Gu, G. Cheng, X. Lu, J. Shi, and L. Ma,
“Uncertainty-aware consistency regularization for cross-domain seman-
tic segmentation,” Computer Vision and Image Understanding, vol. 221,
p. 103448, 2022.

[35] Q. Zhou, C. Zhuang, R. Yi, X. Lu, and L. Ma, “Domain adaptive seman-
tic segmentation via regional contrastive consistency regularization,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Multimedia and
Expo, 2022, pp. 01–06.

[36] Q. Zhou, Q. Gu, J. Pang, X. Lu, and L. Ma, “Self-adversarial disen-
tangling for specific domain adaptation,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern
Analysis and Machine Intelligence, vol. 45, no. 7, pp. 8954–8968, 2023.

[37] K. Muandet, D. Balduzzi, and B. Schölkopf, “Domain Generalization via
Invariant Feature Representation,” in Proceedings of the International
Conference on Machine Learning, 2013, pp. 10–18.

[38] Y. Li, M. Gong, X. Tian, T. Liu, and D. Tao, “Domain generalization
via conditional invariant representations,” in Proceedings of the AAAI
Conference on Artificial Intelligence, 2018, pp. 3579–3587.

[39] S. Zhao, M. Gong, T. Liu, H. Fu, and D. Tao, “Domain generalization
via entropy regularization,” in Proceedings of the Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 2020, pp. 16 096–16 107.

[40] Q. Zhou, K.-Y. Zhang, T. Yao, X. Lu, R. Yi, S. Ding, and L. Ma,
“Instance-aware domain generalization for face anti-spoofing,” in Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, 2023, pp. 20 453–20 463.

[41] Y. Zhao, Z. Zhong, N. Zhao, N. Sebe, and G. H. Lee, “Style-hallucinated
dual consistency learning for domain generalized semantic segmenta-
tion,” in Proceedings of the European conference on computer vision,
2022, pp. 535–552.

[42] B. Li, Y. Shen, J. Yang, Y. Wang, J. Ren, T. Che, J. Zhang, and
Z. Liu, “Sparse mixture-of-experts are domain generalizable learners,”
in International Conference on Learning Representations, 2023.

[43] S. Motiian, M. Piccirilli, D. A. Adjeroh, and G. Doretto, “Unified deep
supervised domain adaptation and generalization,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF international conference on computer vision, 2017, pp. 5715–
5725.

[44] H. Li, S. J. Pan, S. Wang, and A. C. Kot, “Domain generalization
with adversarial feature learning,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2018, pp. 5400–
5409.

[45] B. Sun and K. Saenko, “Deep coral: Correlation alignment for deep
domain adaptation,” in Proceedings of the European conference on
computer vision, 2016, pp. 443–450.

[46] S. Li, B. Xie, J. Wu, Y. Zhao, C. H. Liu, and Z. Ding, “Simultaneous
semantic alignment network for heterogeneous domain adaptation,” in
Proceedings of the ACM international conference on multimedia, 2020,
pp. 3866–3874.

[47] Y. Zhao, S. Li, R. Zhang, C. H. Liu, W. Cao, X. Wang, and S. Tian,
“Semantic correlation transfer for heterogeneous domain adaptation,”
IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, pp. 1–
13, 2022.

[48] X. Yao, Y. Bai, X. Zhang, Y. Zhang, Q. Sun, R. Chen, R. Li, and
B. Yu, “Pcl: Proxy-based contrastive learning for domain generalization,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 2022, pp. 7097–7107.

[49] H. Zhang, Y.-F. Zhang, W. Liu, A. Weller, B. Schölkopf, and E. P.
Xing, “Towards principled disentanglement for domain generalization,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 2022, pp. 8024–8034.

[50] D. Mahajan, S. Tople, and A. Sharma, “Domain generalization using
causal matching,” in Proceedings of the International Conference on
Machine Learning, 2021, pp. 7313–7324.

[51] M. Ghifary, D. Balduzzi, W. B. Kleijn, and M. Zhang, “Scatter compo-
nent analysis: A unified framework for domain adaptation and domain
generalization,” IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine
intelligence, vol. 39, no. 7, pp. 1414–1430, 2016.

[52] Z. Gao, S. Guo, C. Xu, J. Zhang, M. Gong, J. Del Ser, and S. Li,
“Multi-domain adversarial variational bayesian inference for domain
generalization,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video
Technology, pp. 1–1, 2022.

[53] Y. Li, X. Tian, M. Gong, Y. Liu, T. Liu, K. Zhang, and D. Tao, “Deep
domain generalization via conditional invariant adversarial networks,”
in Proceedings of the European Conference on Computer Vision, 2018,
pp. 624–639.
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APPENDIX

A. Proof for Proposition 1

Proof A.1: For the fixed semantics experts {Ei}Mi=1 and
feature extractor f , the minimax game in Eq. (10) in the main
text reduces to the following maximizing problem:

D∗ = {D∗
1(Φ

′, S′), D∗
2(Φ

′, S′), · · · , D∗
M (Φ′, S′)}

=argmax
D

M∑
i=1

∑
x,y

PS
i (x, y) logDi(Φ

′, S′),

=argmax
D

M∑
i=1

∑
Φ′,S′

PS
i (Φ′, S′) logDi(Φ

′, S′),

s.t.

M∑
i=1

Di(Φ
′, S′) = 1.

(14)

We address this problem by maximizing the function point-
wisely and then employing the Lagrangian multiplier:

D∗ = {D∗
1(Φ

′, S′), D∗
2(Φ

′, S′), · · · , D∗
M (Φ′, S′)}

=argmax
D

(

M∑
i=1

PS
i (Φ′, S′) logDi(Φ

′, S′)

+ λ(

M∑
i=1

Di(Φ
′, S′)− 1)).

(15)

Setting the derivative of Eq. (15) w.r.t. Di(Φ
′, S′) to zero

and combining the constraint
∑M

i=1 Di(Φ
′, S′) = 1, we can

obtain the following conclusion:

λ = −
M∑
i=1

PS
i (Φ′, S′), D∗

i (Φ
′, S′) =

PS
i (Φ′, S′)∑M

j=1 P
S
j (Φ′, S′)

. (16)

B. Proof for Theory 1

Proof A.2: If D∗ is the optimum for the inner maximization
of Eq. (10) in the main text, then the minimax game of Eq. (10)
in the main text reduces to the following minimizing problem:

min
f

−H(D(Φ, S)) = min
f

M∑
i=1

∑
x,y

PS
i (x, y) log

PS
i (Φ, S)∑M

j=1 P
S
j (Φ, S)

=min
f

M∑
i=1

∑
Φ,S

PS
i (Φ, S) log

PS
i (Φ, S)∑M

j=1 P
S
j (Φ, S)

+M logM −M logM

=min
f

M∑
i=1

∑
Φ,S

PS
i (Φ, S) log

PS
i (Φ, S)

1
M

∑M
j=1 P

S
j (Φ, S)

+ C

=min
f

M∑
i=1

KL(PS
i (Φ, S)|| 1

M

M∑
j=1

PS
j (Φ, S)) + C

=min
f

M · JSD(PS
1 (Φ, S), PS

2 (Φ, S), · · · , PS
M (Φ, S)) + C,

(17)

where C = −M logM is a constant. Thus the minimax game
in Eq. (10) in the main text is equivalent to matching the
semantic-based distributions in Eq. (6) in the main text, and
the global optimum of Eq. (10) in the main text can be attained
if and only if PS

1 (Φ, S) = PS
2 (Φ, S) = · · · = PS

M (Φ, S).
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