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Abstract

The pre-training paradigm fine-tunes the models
trained on large-scale datasets to downstream tasks
with enhanced performance. It transfers all knowl-
edge to downstream tasks without discriminating
which part is necessary or unnecessary, which may
lead to negative transfer. In comparison, knowledge
transfer in nature is much more efficient. When
passing genetic information to descendants, an-
cestors encode only the essential knowledge into
genes, which act as the medium. Inspired by that,
we adopt a recent concept called “learngene” and
refine its structures by mimicking the structures of
natural genes. We propose the Genetic Transfer
Learning (GTL)—a framework to copy the evolu-
tionary process of organisms into neural networks.
GTL trains a population of networks, selects supe-
rior learngenes by tournaments, performs learngene
mutations, and passes the learngenes to next gener-
ations. Finally, we successfully extract the learn-
genes of VGG11 and ResNet12. We show that the
learngenes bring the descendant networks instincts
and strong learning ability: with 20% parameters,
the learngenes bring 12% and 16% improvements
of accuracy on CIFAR-FS and minilmageNet. Be-
sides, the learngenes have the scalability and adapt-
ability on the downstream structure of networks
and datasets. Overall, we offer a novel insight that
transferring core knowledge via learngenes may be
sufficient and efficient for neural networks.

1 Introduction

The escalating number of parameters in neural networks has
led to an exponential growth in requisite training data [Yu
and Pool, 2020]. Consequently, the pre-training paradigm
fine-tunes the models trained on large-scale datasets to the
specific tasks with small-scale datasets [Zoph et al., 2020;
Chakraborty er al., 2022]. Tt leverages the learned knowledge
from the large-scale datasets to these specific tasks, which
can accelerate the training speed and enhance the model per-
formance [Chen et al., 2020; Li et al., 2021]. Moreover,
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Figure 1: (a) Transferring the entire knowledge may be redundant or
negative. (b) Leveraging the learngenes to transfer the core knowl-
edge to descendant networks inspired by the genes in nature.

there is a prevailing effort to leverage and preserve all ac-
quired knowledge in neural networks. Techniques like knowl-
edge distillation (KD) aim to maximize the transfer of knowl-
edge from teacher to student models [Wang and Yoon, 2021;
Huang et al., 2022], while model compression endeavors
to retain as much knowledge as possible during size reduc-
tion [Frantar and Alistarh, 2023; Yu and Pool, 2020].

These works transfer all knowledge to downstream tasks
without discriminating which part is necessary or unneces-
sary. Indeed, knowledge transfer is not necessarily better
with more, as excessive knowledge transfer may result in
redundancy and negative transfer [Rosenstein et al., 2005;
Wang et al., 2019]. As depicted in Figure 1(a), once a pre-
trained model has mastered the knowledge about snow when
pre-training, it tends to strengthen the association between
malamutes and snow during fine-tuning (sled dogs are often
active in snow), and therefore misclassify a lion in the snow
as a malamute due to the redundancy of knowledge about
snow. In contrast, nature takes a different approach to knowl-
edge transfer. When passing the genetic information to de-



scendants, the ancestors do not transmit the whole lifetime’s
knowledge in their brains and, instead, encode only the essen-
tial knowledge vital for survival into genes, which act as the
medium for knowledge transfer [Bohacek and Mansuy, 2015;
Waddington, 1942]. The descendants inheriting the genes
have instincts, which enable them with strong learning ability
to acquire new knowledge in their environments [Wong and
Candolin, 2015; Sih er al., 2011].

We may raise the question that can neural networks bene-
fit from the way (via genes) of knowledge transfer in nature?
To this end, we adopt the concept of “learngene” proposed
by [Feng et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023bl—the inheritable
“genes” of neural networks regarding learning ability, which
consists of a core subset of neural networks (e.g., layers). In
this paper, we refine the learngenes by mimicking the evolu-
tion process of natural genes. As illustrated in Figure 1(b), the
ancestor networks (i.e., well-trained networks for knowledge
provision) transfer knowledge via the inheritable learngenes
to descendant networks (i.e., random initialized networks for
knowledge inheritance). Like natural genes, the learngenes
condense only the core knowledge, emphasizing fundamen-
tal local features that concentrate on the classification object
itself, while disregarding irrelevant or redundant information.
Thus, the learngenes enable descendant networks to fast adapt
to diverse environments, and are much more flexible and effi-
cient compared to the transfer of entire networks.

To extract the learngenes from neural networks, we model
the learngenes as neural connections (i.e., continuous feature
mappings in the unit of channels within kernels) and pro-
pose Genetic Transfer Learning (GTL) that is a framework
adapted and refined from Genetic Reinforcement Learning
(GRL) [Feng et al., 2023], specifically designed for super-
vised learning tasks. GTL copies the evolutionary process
of organisms into neural networks. First, GTL partitions the
datasets into small classification tasks to simulate the survival
environments of neural networks. Second, to simulate the
natural selection and inheritance, GTL trains a population of
neural networks and applies tournaments to select superior
learngenes, which can be passed to next generations. Third,
GTL performs gene mutations, allowing the learngenes to
adaptively adjust their structures during the evolutionary pro-
cess for more effective storage of acquired core knowledge.

After 250 generations of evolution, we successfully ex-
tracted the learngenes from the neural networks of VGG
and ResNet. Despite comprising only approximately 20% of
the total network parameters, the learngenes bring 12% and
16% improvements of accuracy for the validation and nov-
elty classes of CIFAR-FS and minilmageNet, respectively,
compared with learning from scratch. Furthermore, the learn-
genes bring the neural networks the instincts and strong learn-
ing ability, requiring minimal data and parameter updates to
enable the condensed core knowledge within the learngenes
to adapt to the features of the current datasets. They also ex-
hibit notable scalability and adaptability to diverse data types
and network structures in downstream tasks.

Our main contributions are as follows: 1) We refine the
structure of the learngenes and use the learngenes to condense
and transfer core knowledge in neural networks. Compared
to the pre-training paradigm, our work provides an alterna-

tive method for knowledge transfer. 2) We propose GTL, a
framework for large-scale neural network evolution in super-
vised learning. Leveraging GTL, we present the process of
evolution, mutation, and inheritance of the learngenes, and
successfully extract the learngenes from convolutional neural
networks (CNNs). 3) We validate the advantages of the learn-
genes. The learngenes bring instincts and strong learning
ability to descendant networks with the flexibility of parame-
ters. The learngenes also exhibit scalability and adaptability
across diverse network structures and downstream tasks.

2 Related Work

Transfer Learning. Transfer learning aims to effectively
convey knowledge from neural networks trained in the source
domain to the target domain, thus facilitating knowledge ac-
quisition of target neural networks [Zhuang er al., 2020;
Iman et al., 2023]. In traditional transfer learning, knowl-
edge is transferred through a pre-trained model with an
identical structure to the target network [He er al., 2019;
Zoph et al., 2020]. This approach involves transferring en-
tire knowledge from the source domain, potentially introduc-
ing redundant information that impacts the learning of neu-
ral networks in the target domain. While knowledge distilla-
tion relaxes structural constraints during knowledge transfer,
its fundamental goal remains the comprehensive transmission
of knowledge from teacher models to student models [Hin-
ton er al., 2015]. In contrast, the learngenes adopt a distinct
knowledge transfer strategy inspired by the knowledge trans-
fer mode of genes in nature. The learngenes selectively trans-
fer core knowledge within neural networks rather than entire
knowledge, represented as specific neural circuits comprising
neuron connections. The structural flexibility of learngenes
enables them to adapt to the target model’s architecture while
efficiently transferring core knowledge.

Evolutionary Learning. Evolutionary Learning draws in-
spiration from natural evolution to address optimization prob-
lems in a stochastic manner [Telikani et al., 2021]. Thus, al-
gorithms in Evolutionary Learning inevitably introduce the
concepts akin to “genes”, exemplified by the “genomes” or
“chromosomes” employed in genetic algorithms [Zhou er al.,
2019]. Tt is essential to note that, in genetic algorithms or
other related Evolutionary Learning algorithms [Stanley and
Miikkulainen, 2002; Stanley et al., 2009; Mirjalili, 2019;
Sivanandam et al., 2008; Mirjalili er al., 2020], “genome”
or “chromosome” serve as representations for candidate so-
lutions in optimization. In contrast, the “learngenes” in
this paper function as mediums for transferring core knowl-
edge. Evolutionary Learning algorithms have found suc-
cessful applications in neural networks, involving the learn-
ing of weight parameters, hyperparameters, or architectures,
where the evolution is still designed for optimization [Unal
and Basciftci, 2022; Mishra and Kane, 2023; Darwish et al.,
2020; Zhou et al., 2021]. While the evolution in this pa-
per primarily serves as a mechanism for the inheritance and
evolution of learngenes. The neural networks are employed
solely to simulate the organisms, with their parameters opti-
mized through gradient descent for learning. In essence, aside
from potential literal confusion due to similar nouns, the ex-
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Figure 2: Structure of the learngenes, which are several complete
neural circuits in the unit of channels (colored blue) within kernels.

ploration of learngenes and evolution in this article bears no
other connection to Evolutionary Learning.

3 Methods

3.1 Form of the Learngenes

In the biological neural networks of our brain, several innate
neural circuits are established at birth under the guidance of
genes. So newborns have the instincts with strong learning
ability, which learn fast in their own environments [Wei et
al.,2021; Luo, 2021; Zador, 2019]. Since artificial neural net-
works simulate biological neural networks from the perspec-
tive of information processing, we abstract the learngenes
into discrete neural circuits within artificial neural networks.
Specifically, in convolutional neural networks (CNN), learn-
genes are represented as channels within convolutional ker-
nels, preserving the continuity mapping of features.

For a CNN with nj, layers, it can be symbolized in terms
of channels as N' = {C.rilc € [1,nL],k € [1,nk],l €
[1,n.]}, where [, k and c are indices of the layer, kernel and
channel, respectively. Here, C. . ; represents the c-th channel
of the k-th kernel in the I-th layer. n!, denotes the number of
kernels, and nlc represents the number of channels for each
kernel in the [-th layer.

Since the learngenes in CNNs are comprised of chan-
nels within kernels, we formulate the learngene as G =
{Gekilk € Ki,c € Cp,l € [1,nL]}, where G, ; means that
the C. 1, is a part of the learngene G. K; and Cj are sets of
indices of the kernels and channels associated with the learn-
gene in [-th layer, respectively (Figure 2). In a CNN, the cor-
relation between the number of kernels and channels in con-
secutive layers is explicit (i.e., k- = nlc+1). Thus, to preserve
the continuous mapping of features within the learngenes, we
maintained structural consistency by setting K; = Cj 1.

3.2 Mutation of the Learngenes

Gene mutations promote biological evolution, describing
evolution as the accumulation of small dominant mutations.
To align the evolution of the learngenes with the natural ge-
netic processes, we define mutations within the learngenes.
The mutations of the learngenes fundamentally entail
structural modifications, such as the augmentation or reduc-
tion of kernels and channels within a specific layer. In this

Algorithm 1 Mutation of the Learngene
Input: Learngene G
1: forl =1tonz do

2:  Randomly generate r ~ U (0, 1).

3: while » < p,, do

4: Randomly generate s ~ U(0, 1).

5: if s < p; then

6: Randomly select k from [1,n%] — K.

7: K+ KU {k‘} and Cl+1 — CH—I U {k}
8: else

9: Randomly select k from K.

10: K+ K; — {k‘} and Ci41 + Ciy1 — {k}
11: end if

12: Randomly generate r ~ U(0, 1).

13:  end while

14: end for

study, due to the alignment of kernels and channels between
adjacent layers (i.e., K; = Cjy1), we focus on mutations on
kernels, subsequently adjusting the corresponding channels.
For a single mutation in the learngenes, we consider its pos-
sibility independently across all layers, with each layer ex-
hibiting a probability p,, for undergoing this mutation. The
likelihood of either increasing or decreasing a specific kernel
in each layer is then computed as follows:

| K
nhe — | Ki

where p;” and p;” represent the probabilities of increasing and
decreasing a kernel in [-th layer of the learngene.

A single mutation of the learngenes constitutes a contin-
uous process, which may occur across multiple layers. Each
layer has the potential for multiple kernel changes, as outlined
in Algorithm 1.

Pl =a- and p; =1-pf (D

3.3 Inheritance of the Learngenes

The natural divergence of genes ensures a degree of scala-
bility, for instance, allowing cats and lions to share ances-
tral feline genes. Similarly, learngenes exhibit adaptability to
the structures of descendant networks, accommodating vari-
ations in depth, width and architecture (see Appendix B). In
the evolution process of extracting the learngenes, we main-
tained a consistent population structure for simplification.

Completing Missing Channels within Kernels

The kernels in the learngenes are incomplete and contain only
a subset of channels, which inevitably introduces randomly
initialized channels when inheriting the learngenes. This may
disrupt the core features extracted by learngene kernels. To
mitigate this problem, before inheriting the learngenes, we
will fill with O to the missing channels in each kernel of the
learngenes. This ensures that in convolution operations, these
missing channels do not affect the core features already ex-
tracted by the learngenes and do not compromise the kernels’
capacity to learn new features.

Adjusting the Kernel and Channel Positions

When a descendant network shares the same architecture as
the ancestry networks, it just needs to simply replace its ran-
domly initialized kernels with the learngenes. However, when
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Figure 3: The framework of Genetic Transfer Learning (GTL), which are used to condense core knowledge and extract the learngenes.

the descendant network is narrower, certain indices of learn-
gene kernels and channels may exceed the descendant net-
work’s maximum index. Given that learngenes maintain the
adaptability of CNNs, whose kernels and channels can be
sorted to adapt to neural networks of different widths under
the condition of K; = Cj41.

Expanding the Depth of the Learngenes

In addition to accommodating varying widths in descen-
dant networks, learngenes can also initialize a network with
greater depth. For a network with n¢ layers while the learn-
gene with n¢ layers (n¢ < n¢), we need to add n¢ —n¢
partial zdentzty mapping layers [y to the learngenes.

For a l,im between the {-th and ({+1)-th layer, it extends the
original feature mapping path of the learngenes, transforming
the feature mapping path from [ — I+1 to [ — [y, — [+1. Not
only does lny, align the number of layers in the learngene
with that of the descendant network, but it also seamlessly
transfers core features extracted from the [-th layer to (I+1)-
th layer, ensuring the continuous mapping of core features
within the learngene. For the structure of [, between [ and
l+1, the number of its kernel and corresponding channels are

b _ = nk.. For the k-th kernel in Iy, if k € K;, we

lpim

n =
K c
initialize it as follows, and others are random initialized.
i ife=k ° 000
Ce ks pim = . 01 =[010 2
¢k pim 0 otherwise ’ ~3*3 [0 0 0] )

3.4 Extraction of the Learngenes

The genes in nature have undergone 3.5 billion years of evo-
lution, culminating in the biological intelligence observed to-
day [Braga and Logan, 2017; Or6, 2004]. Inspired by that,
we extract the learngenes by simulating the large-scale evolu-
tion of the organisms in neural networks. Adapting the GRL
framework [Feng er al., 2023], designed for agents evolu-
tion in reinforcement learning, we tailored and extended it as
Genetic Transfer Learning (GTL), to concurrently train net-
works on image classification tasks while evolving the learn-
genes across multiple generations, as shown in Figure 3.

Each generation starts with a population of n, neural net-
works, wherein each network inherits the learngenes from
previous generations and is randomly assigned a task. Evolu-
tion starts after the training of all n,, neural networks, with s
networks randomly selected to participate in a tournament. In
each tournament, the winner has a chance to enter the Gene
Pool for subsequent generations. After completing of all tour-
naments, a new generation runs in a nested cycle of learning
and evolution. At the end of evolution, the learngenes in Gene
Pool are our final extracted learngenes.

Training the Population of Neural Networks

The living world of the neural networks, denoted as W =
Wrain + Whal, comprises of a total n = n; 4+ n,, classes. Here
Wirain = {t1, t2,...,tn, } serves as the environments for the
population’s survival in generational evolution, and Wy, =
{v1, va, ..., v, } serves as unseen environments for learngene
performance evaluation (Figure 3a).

The neural network population P = {N1,Na, ..., N, } is
generated in each generation (Figure 3c). Each network N;
randomly select & classes from n; classes in Wiy, construct-
ing a k-classification task 7; as its survival environment (Fig-
ure 3b). As evolution progresses, survival environments be-
come more complex, which can be achieved by increasing the
value of k to construct more challenging classification tasks.

Selecting the Superior Learngenes

After the training of neural networks in one generation, we
extract the learngene G; from N; and mutate G; based on Al-
gorithm 1 (Figure 3d). Then, each learngene G; initializes a
critic network C;, and C; will be trained in W,, to evaluate
the performance of G;, whose accuracy will be used as the
score s; of the G; (Figure 3e).

Next, superior learngenes are selected based on their scores
with the opportunity to produce descendants. To preserve di-
versity during evolution, we employ tournaments to select
superior learngenes. Each tournament randomly selects ¢
learngenes from P (without replacement), and the learngene
with the highest score is the winner. G* = {G7,G3, ..., Q;;w}



(ny = 7 with n, = 20 and § = 3) represents superior learn-
genes selected by tournaments in a generation (Figure 3f).

Storing the Learngenes and Their Kinship

Following the tournament selection of G*, the Gene Pool
(GP) is utilized to store these superior learngenes as candi-
date parents for generating descendants (Figure 3h). Besides,
the Gene Tree (GT) is employed to record the kinship of these
learngenes throughout the entire evolution process, archiving
the ancestry learngenes (Figure 3g).

In the initial generation, the learngenes are formed by ran-
domly selecting c-n; kernels in each layer from the ancestors.
GP = {G1,G,..., Gy, } can store up to pma learngenes,
which was initialized by G* of the initial generation. In sub-
sequent generations, only € learngenes in G* have the chance
to be to be added to the GP, preventing significant changes.
Nodes in the GT are the learngenes (currently or previously)
in the GP, with root nodes being the learngenes in the initial
GP. Each generation adds the learngenes stored in GP as a
new leaf node in GT, where the path length between nodes
reflects the closeness of kinship between the learngenes.

Updating the Scores of the Learngenes

We update the scores of the learngenes in the GP after select-
ing G* to preserve the excellence and continuity of ancestors.
For G}, we start from a leaf node of the GT (i.e., the parent
learngene of G}) and backtrack to the root node. If the ances-
try node (i.e., ancestry learngene) in the path is in the current
GP, the score of this learngene s,,. will be updated:

ée:mc — §anc + 777—31' (3)

where s, is the score of the ancestry learngene, 7 is the
parental decay coefficient, and 7 is the path length between
the ancestry node and the leaf node on the GT.

Upon completing the update of learngene scores and the
replacement of the learngenes in the GP, the learngenes of the
next generation of neural networks P is generated based on
the probability calculated by

N Si
Pi = “

where p; is the probability of G being selected as the parent
learngene with score §; (Figure 3i). Then, a new round of
evolution starts (Figure 3j).

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Setting

Datasets. CIFAR-FS [Bertinetto et al., 2019] and
minilmageNet [Vinyals er al., 2016] are subsets randomly
sampled from CIFAR-100 and ImageNet by the same crite-
ria, respectively. Each dataset comprises 100 object classes
with a total of 60,000 images, categorized into training, vali-
dation, and novelty classes, with class numbers of 64, 16, and
20. In our experiments, the training, validation, and novelty
classes are used to simulate the living environments of the
neural networks (i.e., Wirin), evaluate the performance of the
learngenes during evolution (i.e., W), and test the advan-
tages of the extracted learngenes, respectively.
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Figure 4: The parameter quantity of the learngenes (i.e., blue bars)
and the average (with max and min) accuracy on validation classes
of networks in population (i.e., red curves) during evolution. Black
lines are accuracy (with the number of transferred parameters) of the
models trained from scratch and pre-trained on training classes.

VGGI11, CIFAR FS | ResNetl2, minilmagenet
Learngene validation novelty | validation novelty
— 64.25 67.10 67.19 65.65
10th 68.56 69.80 74.00 74.50
50th 71.31 73.45 76.81 76.80
100th 72.94 75.30 79.19 78.55
160th 74.25 76.45 81.37 80.70
250th 76.81 78.10 83.75 82.45

Table 1: Multi-class classification accuracy of the networks on vali-
dation and novelty classes of CIFSAR-FS and minilmageNet, which
inherit the learngenes evolved different generations.

Network Architectures. The images in CIFAR-FS and
minilmageNet have dimensions of 32 x 32 and 84 x 84,
respectively. To accommodate the dataset complexities and
diverse ancestral network structures, we adopt VGGI11 and
ResNetl2 as the neural network architectures evolving on
CIFAR-FS and minilmageNet, respectively.

4.2 Learngenes Extracted in Evolution Process

In biological evolution, the continuous accumulation of small
dominant mutations, coupled with natural selection, drives
the continuous evolution of genes [Jablonka et al., 1998;
Kimura, 1983]. In the experiments, we conducted 250 gen-
erations of evolution using VGG and ResNet architectures
on CIFAR-FS and minilmageNet, respectively, as illustrated
in Figure 4. The learngenes also exhibited a continuous ac-
cumulation of dominant mutations throughout the evolution,
which are reflected in the increasing number of learngene pa-
rameters over generations. Figure 4 and Table 1 demonstrate
that neural networks inheriting the learngenes progressively
achieve higher accuracy in validation classes (i.e., W,,) and
novelty classes, as the core knowledge condensed in the
learngenes constantly increase during the evolution.

In the later stages of evolution, both the parameter quantity
of the learngenes and the classification accuracy of neural net-
works show a convergence trend. The learngenes at this time
have significantly surpassed the model trained from scratch
and achieved comparable results with the model pre-trained
on training classes (i.e., Wirin) With only 20% of the parame-
ters of such pre-trained model. Some networks in the popula-
tion even exceeded the performance of the pre-trained mod-



Methods VQG 1.1, CIFAR FS Res'Net'IZ, minilmagenet
validation novelty | validation novelty
w/o evolution 71.19 74.30 76.12 77.10
w/o tour&GP 73.37 76.30 82.00 80.45
w/o mutation 74.37 75.00 81.75 80.80
w/o population 74.62 76.55 80.75 81.50
Learngene 76.81 78.10 83.75 82.45

Table 2: Ablation study results on CIFAR-FS and minilmageNet.

els. This fully demonstrates that the knowledge condensed
in the learngenes, while limited, is sufficiently common for
descendants to adapt to diverse environments.

4.3 Ablation Experiments

We set up several degenerated methods: 1) w/o evolution:
The learngenes are directly extracted from a pre-trained
model based on the structures of our evolved learngenes. 2)
w/o tournaments and Gene Pool (tour&GP): In each genera-
tion, winners are randomly selected, and parental learngenes
are chosen randomly from the Gene Pool. 3) w/o mutation:
the structures of the learngenes keep unchanged throughout
the evolutionary process. 4) w/o population: The population
size is set to 1. Table 2 shows the comparison results.

The neural circuits extracted from a pre-trained model w/o
evolution fails to be the learngenes. Although having the
same structures as our learngenes, they skip the process of
condensing knowledge. Thus, the extracted knowledge is just
a discrete subset of the entire knowledge. In comparison, the
evolution process—Ilike biological evolution—continuously
selects and inherits the superior learngenes, which gradually
condense core knowledge into the learngenes.

The tournaments and GP maintain the diversity and superi-
ority of learngenes. Without them, the evolution process may
get lost and lead to redundant knowledge in the learngenes.
Similarly, the population ensures the diversity of learngenes
with sufficient candidates for superior learngenes. Indeed,
without population, the evolution process degenerates to the
continuous learning of different tasks of one network. Muta-
tions enable the learngenes to adjust their structure for better
encoding of the core knowledge under selection pressure.

4.4 Core Knowledge in the Learngenes

To visually demonstrate the core knowledge condensed by the
learngenes, we selected sample images corresponding to nov-
elty classes in minilmageNet, and employed CAM [Selvaraju
et al., 2017] to visualize the attention in pre-trained networks
(ResNet12 pre-trained on training classes of minilmageNet
and ResNet50 provided by Pytorch official), as well as those
initialized randomly and by the learngenes.

In Figure 5, the networks with randomly initialized param-
eters randomly concentrated on certain parts or the whole
images. Pre-trained networks transfer the entire knowledge
learned before, so they display a broader focus on the whole
images. The pre-trained ResNet12 presents divergent atten-
tion when facing unknown classes and fails to focus on the
object itself that needs to be classified. The ResNet50 pre-
trained on the ImageNet has seen these classes before, so it
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Figure 5: The visualization of core knowledge in the learngenes.
All networks have not undergone any learning or fine-tuning.

T ResNet50 from Pytorch Official was pre-trained on ImageNet,
which has included these classes.

successfully focuses on the objects. But this widespread at-
tention inevitably obtains external information from the back-
ground, and may introduce redundancy and affect classifica-
tion (see Figure 1(a)). In contrast, the learngenes can extract
more core knowledge from less training data (only 4% of the
training data used for pre-training ResNet50), which focuses
on more local features (i.e., smaller red attention blocks) and
therefore has stronger transferability, even when facing un-
known classes.

4.5 Advantages of the Learngenes

Instincts

Instinct rarely appears in the field of Al as it is a natural abil-
ity of organisms brought by genes [Seung, 2012]. Instincts
enable organisms to quickly adapt to the environments with
minimal or even no interaction. [Feng et al., 2023] previously
disclosed the instincts of RL agents by showing that newborn
agents unconsciously move toward rewards. In this study, we
manifest the instincts of the networks initialized by the learn-
genes, which can quickly classify images with minimal gra-
dient descent even with a substantial proportion of randomly
initialized neurons.

Table 3 compares the learngene with mainstream network
initialization [He et al., 2015; Zhu et al., 2021; Knyazev et al.,
2021; Knyazev et al., 2023] and knowledge transfer [Wang
et al., 2023a; Wang et al., 2022] methods. After 5 training
epochs, GradInit, GHN-3, semCKD, and Heru-LG all out-
perform Helnit, the simplest parameter initialization method.
While these methods achieve higher performance, excessive
knowledge transfer can compromise neural network parame-
ter flexibility. In early training stages (i.e., 10, 30, and 50 it-
erations), GHN-3, Heru-LG, and SemCKD occasionally per-
form similarly to Helnit and Gradlnit, as they struggle to
adapt to the new classes in a short period. Although these
methods bring knowledge to neural networks through direct



VGGI11 ResNet12 Arch VGG ResNet

Methods CIFAR FS, novelty minilmagenet, novelty 11 11y 11w 16 19 12 125 12w I8

30it 50it Sep 10it 301t Sep 58S 51.4 49.2 532 473 41.8| 56.6 56.2 56.6 56.2
Helnit 16.416 23.618 57.224| 8213 16.415 53.407 E Gveg 09.3 669 67.0 72.0 74.5| 69.0 66.2 66.2 63.2
Gradlnit 19.720 23.820 57.303| 7.520 17.011 55.715 M Gresnet 39.2 569 57.7 69.8 60.7| 77.3 79.8 74.6 77.0
GHN-2 5.000 5305 37.706| 5.503 5.002 51.los m 70.8 66.9 73.3 66.6 69.3| 64.0 63.7 64.0 67.6
GHN-3 5.000 10.725 56.516| 5.000 5.lo2 68.514 8 Gvwee 79.7 78.7 81.6 82.7 84.2| 76.7 75.2 76.7 782
Heru-LGi  18.10os 25.122 60.009 | 9.211  17.817 56.511 Gresnet 77.9 76.0 79.6 83.5 81.2| 81.6 82.2 80.3 83.6
SemCKD  17.927 19.645 68.802| 13.427 40.615 74.802 - 86.0 81.1 88.2 87.1 89.2| 80.1 74.4 80.4 82.5
Learngene 47.017 54.014 73.702 | 21.730 48.636 79.307 5’ Gvee 92.3 91.4 93.0 94.6 95.3| 92.8 91.7 93.0 93.6

Table 3: Comparison with initialization and knowledge transfer
methods on novelty classes of CIFAR-FS and minilmageNet. “it”
represents the parameter update iteration (i.e., 1it represents the op-
timizer completes one parameter update), and “ep” denotes the train-
ing epoch. $The size of last block of ResNet12 in Heru-LG is 512.

CIFAR-FS minilmagenet

Methods VGGL11, Sway ResNet12, Sway
Sshot  10shot 20shot | 5shot  10shot 20shot
MAML 63.40s6 68.2074 70.5077| 61.1078 66.4068 68.40.62
RelationNet  64.2079 68.9071 72.9071| 65.4060 70.30.66 72.90.63
MatchingNet  59.9078 63.8078 69.3081| 66.3066 70.9063 74.70.59
ProtoNet 65.9085 69.3079 73.1069| 66.5071 72.4060 74.90.59
Baseline++ 64.9078 71.3073 75.3067| 67.5067 74.0060 78.2051
BOIL 68.3076 71.5071 72.9064| 67.8069 72.4063 75.00.60
Learngene 69.9078 75.5060 78.5063| 69.4071 T5.4061 80.2052
Learngene-N  70.5073 76.6065 80.5058| 71.3070 76.8059 81.70.53

Table 4: Accuracy of few-shot classification. “-N” indicates nar-
rower networks than normal ones.

transfer, distillation, or parameter generation, we do not ob-
serve instincts in the neural networks.

In contrast, the learngenes transfer only the core knowl-
edge for the learning of descendant networks. As a result, the
networks inheriting the learngenes only require minimal in-
teraction with environments to gain a preliminary understand-
ing of categories and even achieve a degree of classification
accuracy. This ability can be understood as the instincts of
networks brought by the learngenes.

Strong Learning Ability

Next, we demonstrate that the networks inheriting the learn-
genes have strong learning abilities even with limited data.
We assess the learning ability of the learngenes on the few-
shot tasks and compare the learngenes with other few-shot
learning algorithms [Finn er al., 2017; Sung et al., 2018;
Vinyals et al., 2016; Snell et al., 2017; Chen et al., 2019;
Oh et al., 2021] on CIFAR-FS and minilmageNet, averaging
the accuracy over 600 tasks.

Table 4 reports the comparison results. Although the net-
works inheriting the learngenes have a substantial number
of randomly initialized parameters, they can still outperform
other few-shot learning algorithms that reuse the entire mod-
els. Moreover, we leverage the scalability of the learngenes
and initialize a network with identical depth but reduced
width, denoted by “-N”. It demonstrates improved accuracy
compared to the original network because of less randomly
initialized parameters to fit the few-shot tasks.

Gresnet 89.8 88.1 91.3 95.2 94.7| 95.6 959 95.4 96.1
S 80.7 79.7 80.3 79.5 76.2| 84.6 84.2 853 87.6
G 85.5 84.7 84.8 87.3 86.9| 88.2 87.3 88.3 89.0
Gresnet 84.7 83.1 84.4 86.5 84.3| 89.5 89.1 89.7 90.6

Food

Table 5: Accuracy of fine-grained classification on Oxford 102
Flower, CUB-200-2011, Standford Cars, and Food-101 with diverse
structured networks. “S” denotes training from scratch. “Gyg,”
and “Gresnet” denote inheriting the learngenes extracted from VGG11
and ResNet12 in Section 4.2, respectively. “-N/W” indicates nar-
rower/wider depth. More details can be found in Appendix C.

Scalability and Adaptability

Besides initializing narrower networks for few-shot tasks, the
learngenes exhibit broader scalability of initializing networks
with varying depths, widths, and architectures. The core
knowledge in the learngenes also demonstrates strong adapt-
ability when applied to fine-grained datasets. Table 5 is the
results of different networks on four fine-grained datasets.

Tables 5 shows that the learngenes (i.e., Gyge and Gresner)
can initialize the networks with different depths (e.g., 11, 16,
and 19 for VGG; 12 and 18 for ResNet), which all outper-
forms those learning from scratch. The learngenes demon-
strate remarkable scalability to depth and successfully trans-
fer the core knowledge to fine-grained classification tasks.

The learngenes also effectively initialize the networks
with narrower (N) or wider (W) widths than standard ones
to improve the performance. For example, G4 initial-
izes a wider VGG11-W that outperforms a standard VGG11
on CUB (81.6% vs. 79.7%), and Gesne; initializes a nar-
rower ResNet12-N with better performance than a standard
ResNet12 on Flower (79.8% vs. 77.3%).

The core knowledge can also be transferred across archi-
tectures. For example, g, can initialize ResNet18 with bet-
ter performance than learning from scratch. Despite poten-
tial knowledge incompatibility caused by architectural dis-
parities, the flexibility of the learngenes still surpasses that
of pre-trained models, which impose stricter architecture re-
quirements and have less scalability.

5 Conclusion

In this study, motivated by the efficient knowledge transfer in
nature via genes, we introduce a novel approach for knowl-
edge transfer in neural networks, that is, condensing the core
knowledge into the learngenes and transferring it by inherit-
ing the learngenes. We refine the structures of the learngenes
as neural circuits, and propose the Genetic Transfer Learn-
ing (GTL), a framework for the evolution of neural networks
and transfer of the learngenes in supervised learning. The



learngenes extracted in our experiments are discrete neural
circuits with continuous mappings, which can transfer core
knowledge in an efficient way. Additionally, the learngenes
bring several characteristics to neural networks, such as in-
stincts and strong learning ability, and display scalability and
adaptability to diverse network structures and training data in
downstream tasks. Overall, we copy the biological knowl-
edge transfer into neural network and provide an alternative
way for knowledge transfer via the learngenes, emphasizing
the transfer of core knowledge.
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A Form of the Learngenes in ResNets

We have demonstrated the form of the learngenes in CNNs
(Section 3.1), which are several complete neural circuits in
the unit of channels within kernels. In contrast to conven-
tional CNNs (e.g., VGG), ResNets incorporate skip connec-
tion layers into their architectures, typically comprising 1x 1
convolution kernels that facilitate the transfer of feature maps
across multiple layers. To ensure the learngenes retain their
structures as complete neural circuits with continuous map-
pings in ResNets, we additionally extracted channels from
skip connection layers to serve as components of the learn-
genes, as depicted in Figure 6. For a skip connection layer /.
positioned between [;-th and [;-th layer (I; > I;), the number

of kernels and their corresponding channels within kernels

. 1 ; .
is nifé = ny and nbs = né‘(, respectively. Consequently,

the indices of the kernels and channels corresponding to the
learngenes in [ are K, = K, and C;, = K;,.

B Details of Inheriting the Learngenes

The learngenes exhibit scalability, enabling the initialization
of descendant networks with varying width, depth, and archi-
tectures, as demonstrated in Section 3.3 and Section 4.5 for
methods and results, respectively.

As depicted in Figure 7, when the descendant network
shares the same structure as the ancestry network (Figure 7a),
a straightforward replacement of randomly initialized kernels
is performed based on the indices of kernels and channels cor-
responding to the learngenes. Additionally, missing channels
within kernels are filled with O (depicted as black kernels in
Figure 7).

For descendant networks with widths narrower/wider than
the ancestry networks, the indices of kernels and channels
in the [-th layer of the learngene should be sorted to K] =
[1,|K;|] and C] = [1,|C;]], respectively, while ensuring
K| = Cj,, (where | - | denotes the size of the set) to pre-
vent indices from going out of range (Figure 7b).

In cases where descendant networks have greater depth,
partial identity mapping layers Iy, are added to the learn-
genes (Figure 7c). These layers not only align the number of
layers in the learngenes, but also ensure the continuous map-
ping of core features within the learngenes.

C Experimental Details

In our evolutionary experiments with neural networks (Sec-
tion 4.2), we employed VGG11 (Figure 8c) as the structure
of the population for evolving on CIFAR-FS and ResNet12
(Figure 8a) for minilmageNet. Following 250 generations of
evolution, we successfully extracted the learngenes from the
VGG11 (Figure 9a) and ResNet12 (Figure 10a). Remarkably,
the parameters of these learngenes comprise only approxi-
mately 20% of the total network parameters.

Subsequently, we conducted experiments on fine-grained
datasets to demonstrate the scalability of the learngenes (Sec-
tion 4.5). Utilizing the extracted learngenes, we initialized
networks with varying width (e.g., VGG11-N, VGGI11-W,
ResNet12-N, and ResNetl12-W (Figure 8a,c)), depth (e.g.,
VGG16, VGGI19, and ResNetl8 (Figure 8b,d,e)), and even

different architectures (e.g., VGG=ResNet). Figure 9 and
Figure 10 show the positions of the introduced partial identity
mapping layers, denoted as PIM Layer, within the learngenes.
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a ResNet12 (-N, -W)
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b ResNet18
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Figure 8: The structure of networks employed in our experiments. In a and ¢, the underscored numbers (e.g., 50) indicate the kernel/channel
numbers in narrower networks (i.e., VGG11-N and ResNet12-N), while the bold and italicized numbers (e.g., 80) represent the kernel/channel
numbers in wider networks (i.e., VGG11-W and ResNet12-W). The skip connection layers in ResNet18 are slightly modified in quantity and
placement to enhance the inheritance of the learngenes.
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Figure 9: The initialization details of the learngenes (extracted from VGG11) for ResNet12(-N, -W), ResNet18, VGG16, and VGG19. Since
the learngenes extracted from VGG11 lack skip connection layers, when initializing ResNets, the relevant kernels and channels in the skip
connection layer [ (i.e., kernels and channels in K. and Cy.) are initialized with 0.
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Figure 10: The initialization details of the learngenes (extracted from ResNet12) for ResNet18, VGG11(-N, -W), VGG16, and VGG19. The
positions of the max pooling layers in VGG16 and VGG19 are slightly modified when inheriting the learngenes extracted from ResNet12.
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