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Abstract

Knowledge distillation (KD) enhances the performance
of a student network by allowing it to learn the knowledge
transferred from a teacher network incrementally. Existing
methods dynamically adjust the temperature to enable the
student network to adapt to the varying learning difficul-
ties at different learning stages of KD. KD is a continuous
process, but when adjusting the temperature, these meth-
ods consider only the immediate benefits of the operation
in the current learning phase and fail to take into account
its future returns. To address this issue, we formulate the
adjustment of temperature as a sequential decision-making
task and propose a method based on reinforcement learn-
ing, termed RLKD. Importantly, we design a novel state
representation to enable the agent to make more informed
action (i.e., instance temperature adjustment). To handle
the problem of delayed rewards in our method due to the
KD setting, we explore an instance reward calibration ap-
proach. In addition, we devise an efficient exploration strat-
egy that enables the agent to learn valuable instance tem-
perature adjustment policy more efficiently. Our framework
can serve as a plug-and-play technique to be inserted into
various KD methods easily, and we validate its effectiveness
on both image classification and object detection tasks. Our
project is at https://www.zayx.me/ITKD.github.io/.

1. Introduction

Over the past few decades, the field of computer vision
has undergone a transformative shift thanks to the remark-
able progress of deep neural networks (DNNs). Nonethe-
less, the significant computation and storage demands of
DNNs [26, 33, 34, 45], present great challenges, especially
in industrial applications where there is a preference for
efficient and lightweight models. Typically, lightweight
networks do not perform as well as deeper networks. To
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Figure 1. KD is a continual process, however, the previous KD
methods [20, 23] do not consider the future benefits of instance
temperature adjustment during the KD process.

solve this issue, knowledge distillation (KD), which aims
to enable smaller (student) models to compete with larger
(teacher) models in performance, has been introduced [14].
Due to its remarkable effectiveness in boosting the capabil-
ity of lightweight models, KD has been widely used in vari-
ous tasks, e.g., object detection [7, 42], semantic segmenta-
tion [24, 39, 44], and natural language processing [11, 31].

KD enhances the student network by transferring knowl-
edge from a higher-capacity teacher network. During the
process of KD, the capability of the student network is con-
stantly changing. This results in the same piece of knowl-
edge (training instance) has varying degrees of value to the
student network at different learning stages [19]. More-
over, even within the same learning stage, the difficulty
of learning varies between instances. The student net-
work should assign more weight to examples that are dif-
ficult to learn [17]. However, most previous KD meth-
ods [10, 14, 38, 46] have not simultaneously taken into ac-
count the learning difficulty of each training instance as well
as the learning stage they are in.

To address this issue, recent efforts [20, 23] have been
made, where the temperature for each instance is adjusted to
match its respective learning difficulty. This is because tem-
perature, as a critical hyperparameter in KD, modulates the
smoothness of the predictive distribution and sets the diffi-
culty of the KD process. However, as illustrated in Fig. 1
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the previous methods [20, 23] do not taken into account the
continuous nature of KD. When adjusting the instance tem-
perature, it is important to consider the future benefits of
this operation. Our key insight is that formulating the in-
stance temperature adjustment in the KD process as a se-
quential decision-making task, with the adjustment of in-
stance temperature being treated as the action in this task.
For this sequential decision-making task, we set the reward
as the performance improvement of the student network be-
tween two learning stages. Our goal is to maximize cumu-
lative rewards, that is, to maximize the enhancement of the
student network’s performance over the course of the task.
To achieve this goal, we propose a novel method based on
reinforcement learning (RL), termed as RLKD.

In the proposed RLKD, we employ an agent network
to determine the instance temperature. To aid the agent
in making prudent decisions regarding instance tempera-
ture, we devise a comprehensive state representation which
encompasses two performance features and an uncertainty
feature. The two performance features respectively repre-
sent the teacher and student networks’ performance on each
instance, while the uncertainty feature is used to measure
the student network’s mastery over the instance. This in-
novative uncertainty feature design is arose by uncertainty-
based sampling in active learning [4, 28]. Nevertheless,
we discover that applying the RL framework directly to in-
stance temperature adjustment in KD can cause a significant
delayed reward issue.

Given the setting of our reward (performance improve-
ment of the student network) and the setup of KD, we calcu-
late the reward at the end of training for each batch. Since a
batch typically contains many training instances, often 32, it
means that the agent receives rewards only after the 32th ac-
tions. This brings us a challenge of delayed rewards, caus-
ing difficulties in credit assignment [13, 16]. We explore an
instance reward calibration method to handle this challenge,
building upon the refinement of reward decomposition [3].
Due to the absence of ground truth for the instance tempera-
ture, we adopt an online training mode to update the agent’s
policy. However, in the initial phase of training, the agent
may engage in random exploration within a vast and ineffi-
cient action space [2]. To address this issue, we design an
efficient exploration strategy that guides the agent to learn
on high-quality training instances during the early phase of
training. This strategy aims to expedite the agent’s learn-
ing process, enabling it to quickly acquire valuable instance
temperature adjustment policy.

In summary, our main contributions are: 1) In KD, to
account for the future benefits of adjusting instance temper-
ature at the current stage, we formulate the instance temper-
ature adjustment as a sequential decision-making task, and
propose a novel method RLKD based on RL to handle this
task. 2) To overcome the challenge of delayed rewards in

our RLKD, we exploit a mechanism for instance reward cal-
ibration. Furthermore, we design a valid exploration strat-
egy to promote the agent to learn valuable temperature ad-
justment policy with high efficiency. 3) Our RLKD can
serve as a plug-and-play technique to boost the performance
of KD algorithms. We validate its effectiveness on three
benchmarks for image classification and object detection,
all obtaining the state-of-the-art result.

2. Related Work

KD, as a model compression method, can trace back its
origin in [14]. In the KD process, KL-divergence loss
between teacher and student model predictions is mini-
mized using a key hyperparameter known as “tempera-
ture”. As [6, 14, 20, 23] stated, temperature helps adjust-
ing the smoothness of the prediction distribution and sets
the KD process’s difficulty effectively. Due to the student
model’s learning capacity varies at different stages [19],
some works [20, 23] explore to adjust the temperature dy-
namically based on the current learning stage to help the
student network learn better from the teacher network.

MKD [23] learns a dynamically varying temperature via
the method of meta-learning [36] as the KD process pro-
gresses, but it is primarily designed for scenarios involv-
ing vision transformer [9] and strong data augmentation.
The limitations of MKD preclude its effective application
in temperature adjustment within the majority of KD meth-
ods, and previous studies [20] have confirmed that directly
applying MKD to KD models results in a significant degra-
dation in performance. CTKD [20] utilizes a curriculum
learning approach [5] to progressively learn a dynamic tem-
perature parameter, starting from simple to complex sce-
narios. Particularly, CTKD progressively learns two ver-
sions of temperature: the global temperature and the in-
stance temperature. However, CTKD does not take into ac-
count the future benefits (the performance enhancement of
the student network between adjacent learning stages) when
adjusting the instance temperature, and it also does not con-
sider the student network’s mastery of the instance. These
shortcomings of CTKD causing its instance temperature be-
ing not robust, preventing the student network trained with
CTKD from learning knowledge effectively. To overcome
these drawbacks, we formulate the instance temperature ad-
justment in the KD process as a sequential decision-making
task, where adjusting instance temperature is considered as
an action. Besides, we present a novel state representation,
which includes a feature that reflects the student network’s
degree of mastery over a training instance.

3. Preliminary on Reinforcement Learning

Reinforcement Learning (RL) involves an agent aiming
to gain maximum cumulative rewards through interactions
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Figure 2. Overview of our RLKD method. Solid lines represent the processing flow of the training instances in our framework, and
dashed lines indicate the backpropagation process used for model (student model and agent) updates. The workflow of our RLKD method
is as follows: 1) Given a batch of training instances, we first calculate the state through the outputs of the teacher and student networks,
including the teacher’s predicted probabilities, the student’s predicted probabilities, and the student’s uncertainty score. 2) Our agent makes
the decision (action) on the temperature for each training instance based on the state. 3) Reward is calculated depending on the action that
taken by the agent, followed by the instance reward calibration. 4) According to the knowledge value of each training instance, we select
the top 10-20% highest-valued instances and the latter 40-50% instances to perform a mix-up operation [41], accordingly high-quality
training instances are obtained for the efficient exploration strategy.

with its environment. Key components include the Agent
(the decision-maker), Environment (the context in which
the agent operates), Action A (choices made by the agent),
State S (the current situation), Reward R (feedback from
the environment), and Policy π (the agent’s strategy at a
specific instance).

In RL, an agent, at state st, decides on action at based
on its policy, transitions to a new state st+1, and receives
reward rt+1. The agent’s objective is to maximize its ex-
pected cumulative rewards and considering future gains,
rather than just focusing on the immediate rewards. This
is captured by the equation:

Gt =

∞∑
k=0

γkrt+k+1 (1)

Here, γ is the discount factor, lying between 0 and 1. It as-
signs the importance to future rewards, with values close to
1 implying a consideration for long-term rewards and values
near 0 stressing on immediate rewards.

The Value Function V (s) for a policy π predicts the re-
turn from state s:

V π(s) = Eπ[Gt|St = s] (2)

The Q-Function Q(s, a) for a state-action pair (s, a) with
policy π is:

Qπ(s, a) = Eπ[Gt|St = s,At = a], (3)

where Eπ represents the expectation under the policy π.
They relate via the Bellman Equation:

V π(s) =
∑
a

π(a|s)
∑
s′,r

p(s′, r|s, a)[r + γV π(s′)]. (4)

Our proposed RLKD method is based the Proximal Pol-
icy Optimization (PPO) [29] framework. PPO, stemming
from the policy gradient technique, tackles RL’s issues of
stability and efficiency. The actor in PPO optimizes the pol-
icy based on the feedback from the critic. The standard pol-
icy gradient techniques might make significant policy up-
dates leading to erratic results, in contrast, PPO ensures the
updates are restrained by using a clipped function.

The PPO objective is defined as:

LCLIP (θ) = Êt[min(rt(θ)Ât, clip(rt(θ), 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ)Ât)]
(5)

where rt(θ) is the probability ratio of current to old policy
action. Ât estimates the advantage function at time t where
the critic provides a feedback. The clip function keeps the
ratio within a limited set by ϵ.

PPO’s moderate updates ensure consistent learning,
making it is suitable for our work, especially in the case
that consistent learning is needed across varied settings.

4. Method
The previous KD methods [20, 23] attempt to adjust the
temperature to improve the student network’s knowledge
acquisition, but they overlook the nature of KD is contin-
uous. When adjusting the temperature, they only consider
the benefits in the current stage, neglecting the potential re-
wards of temperature adjustments in future learning stages.
To address this issue, we treat the adjustment of instance
temperature during the KD process as a sequential decision-
making task , where the temperature adjustment for each
instance is considered as the action within the task. Based
on this insight, we propose the RLKD method (see Fig. 2)
based on RL with a novel state representation (described in
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Sec. 4.1), allowing us to take into account the future re-
wards of temperature adjustment on training instances at
the current stage. In our RLKD method, the reward is de-
signed to measure the improvement in the student network’s
performance; thus, we calculate the reward during the pa-
rameter update of the student network. According to the
KD setup, the student network updates its parameters af-
ter training on each batch of data (typically comprising 32
training instances), which means that we can only compute
the reward once after every 32 actions. This leads to a sig-
nificant delayed reward issue. To solve this problem, we
design an instance reward calibration scheme (described in
Sec. 4.2). Furthermore, we formulate a strategy for effi-
cient exploration, enabling the agent to rapidly learn effec-
tive temperature adjustment policy (described in Sec. 4.3).

4.1. Instance Temperature Adjustment as a Sequen-
tial Decision-making Task

In this work, we aim at learning a policy that directly max-
imizes the performance of the student network driven by
the maximization of our designed reward. To achieve this
goal, we formulate the instance temperature adjustment
in the KD process as a sequential decision-making task:
(st, at, rt+1, st+1). Specifically, the process includes the
following steps: 1) Estimate the state st based on the per-
formance of the teacher and student networks on the cur-
rent training instance. 2) Given the current state st and in-
formed by the prior experiences, the agent evaluates each
state-action pair and execute the action at of temperature
adjustment for each training instance. 3) After the agent
performs the optimized action at, the environment transfers
to a subsequent state st+1 and provides a reward rt+1 to the
agent. 4) The agent updates its policy based on the received
reward rt+1 and the newly observed state st+1.

We utilize the PPO framework [29] to model this pro-
cess. Subsequently, we provide a detailed introduction to
the definitions of state st, action at, and reward rt.

State. The state st serves as input for the agent, provid-
ing critical support for agent making the instance temper-
ature decision. The design of the state should align with
the needs of the instance temperature decision-making pol-
icy. Intuitively, when the policy makes a temperature deci-
sion for a training instance x, it needs to consider the per-
formance of both the teacher and the student networks on
this instance. Moreover, due to the varying difficulty of the
knowledge embodied in each training instance, the student
network’s mastery over each instance differs [17, 37]. The
state st should also include a measure of the student net-
work’s grasp on that particular instance.

Based on these intuitions, given an instance x, we col-
lect cues from three aspects to form the state st: the perfor-
mance of the teacher network, the performance of the stu-
dent network, and the extent to which the student network

has mastered the instance. Particularly, the teacher network
outputs its prediction pt at instance x is expressed as:

pt = argmaxi∈[k] fteacher(x)i, (6)

where, k represents the total number of categories, and
fteacher denotes the teacher network. We use the proba-
bility fteacher(x)pt

associated with the teacher network’s
prediction pt for the instance x to measure the performance
of the teacher network. Similarly, to measure the per-
formance of the student network, we use the probability
fstudent(x)ps

associated with the student network’s predic-
tion ps for that instance x. To assess the mastery level of
a student network over the instance x, we draw inspiration
from uncertainty-based sampling in active learning [4, 28],
and determine the mastery level by measuring the uncer-
tainty score υstudent(x) in the student network’s prediction
distribution for the instance. The uncertainty score for the
student network with respect to instance x is calculated ac-
cording to:

υstudent(x) = 1− (fstudent(x)ps
− max

i∈[k]\ps

fstudent(x)i).

(7)
Our uncertainty score υstudent(x) is positively correlated
with the degree of uncertainty exhibited by the student net-
work towards instance x, which is because if the student
network has a good grasp of the instance, the network is
very confident in its prediction, resulting in a prediction
distribution with a single high-probability predicted value.
Conversely, if the mastery is poor, the student network ex-
hibits uncertainty in its prediction, leading to multiple high-
probability predicted values that are close to each other.

In summary, for a given instance x, we define our state st
as (fteacher(x)pt

, fstudent(x)ps
, υstudent(x)), encompass-

ing the predicted probabilities from the teacher network, the
predicted probabilities from the student network, and the
uncertainty score of the student network.

Action. Our action is the decision-making regarding in-
stance temperature T . To overcome the limitations of ex-
ploration in a discrete action space, we opt to explore in-
stance temperature T in a continuous action space. Below,
we elaborate how to obtain the instance temperature T .

Upon receiving the state st for the instance x, we use st
as input to the actor network within the PPO framework. To
better explore various actions of the actor network and to
smooth its learning process, we design our actions to follow
a Gaussian distribution N

(
µ, σ2

)
. Thus our actor outputs

the mean µ and variance σ of a Gaussian distribution. To
boost the flexibility and randomness of action exploration,
we randomly sample a value from the Gaussian distribu-
tion to serve as our instance temperature T . Finally, based
on our experience that almost all the instance temperature
varies within the range of 0 to 10, we restrict the tempera-
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ture to a range by following formula:

T = 10 · sigmoid(T ), (8)

where sigmoid refers to the sigmoid activation function.
Reward. The reward function is a critical component

of our framework, providing feedback regarding the quality
of the agent’s action, thereby assisting the agent in refin-
ing its action policy. The action of our agent is to select an
appropriate instance temperature T based on the st of the
instance x, which can facilitate knowledge acquisition by
the student network, aiming to maximize the performance
of the student network as much as possible. To achieve this
objective, we integrate the settings of KD and consider the
improvement of the student network’s performance between
two consecutive batches as the reward. Moreover, a com-
mon characteristic in deep learning is that the student net-
work’s performance shows significant improvement during
the initial stages of training, this may bring disproportion-
ately large reward values. However, these large values do
not necessarily reflect the agent’s astute action choices. To
mitigate the impact of this phenomenon, we progressively
increase the reward size during the early training stages.
The formula for the reward is defined as:

reward = sigmoid(E/n) · reward. (9)

Herein, E represents the current epoch number, n is a hy-
perparameter denotes the first n epochs during which the
reward incrementally grows.

4.2. Instance Reward Calibration

In our RLKD method, the action is to adjust the tempera-
ture for each training instance. To evaluate the quality of
a particular action, we should calculate the corresponding
reward for that action. However, we are unable to directly
obtain the instance reward for each action. This is because
our reward is based on the performance improvement of the
student network. The student model is trained on batches of
instance data and updates its parameters accordingly. The
reward can only be computed after the student model up-
dates its parameters. Typically, in KD, the batch size is set
to 32, meaning that we have to go through 32 actions before
we can receive a reward. This delayed reward characteristic
(known as the credit assignment problem [13, 16]) makes it
is difficult to assess and improve the policy network.

To address this issue, we design a reward corrector C
based on the refinement of the reward decomposition [3].
The reward corrector, which redistributes the reward rb for
the current batch based on the state sb of the current batch
and the action ab taken by the agent for each instance, to ob-
tain the corrected reward rb

′
that corresponds to the action

for each instance. The corrected reward rb
′

is calculated as:

rb
′
= C(sb, ab, rb), (10)

To account for the contribution of each instance’s action to
the reward of the entire batch, we introduce an auxiliary task
that allows the reward corrector to predict the sequence-
wide return G at each time step. The loss function for our
reward corrector C is defined as:

LC = α · (rb
′

n − rb)2 +
β

n
·

n∑
i=1

(rb
′

i −Gi)
2. (11)

Here, rb
′

n represents the n-th corrected reward, and n is the
batch size. The variables alpha and beta are weights, which
we set to 1 and 0.5, respectively. The variable Gi denotes
the return at the i-th time step. Additionally, to ensure that
the states sb recorded in the replay buffer match the cor-
rected rewards, we devise a state updater U and update the
states sb accordingly. The updated state sb

′
is calculated as

follows:
sb

′
= U(sb) (12)

The loss function for our state updater U is defined as:

LU = (E(sb
′
)−G)2. (13)

Here, E refers to an estimator to predict the corresponding
return G based on the input state.

4.3. Efficient Exploration

Due to the lack of ground truth for instance temperature, the
update process in our RL component is conducted online.
In this training setup, it is imperative for the agent within
the RL framework to quickly learn effective temperature
adjustment policy. To enable our agent to adjust the tem-
perature for each instance with higher accuracy, we set the
action space as a continuous space. This often implies that,
in the initial stages of training, the agent may engage in in-
efficient exploration across a vast action space [2], which is
not conducive to rapidly learning valuable instance temper-
ature adjustment policy. To solve this problem, we propose
an efficient exploration strategy. In which, during the early
stages of training the RL component, we guide the agent to
learn on high-quality training instances, which is helpful to
drive the agent towards more effective exploration.

Firstly, we need to define what constitutes high-quality
training data in the context of KD. We consider that in KD,
high-quality training samples mean those can provide more
knowledge to the student network. The prior work [19] re-
veals the predictive entropy of a student network for a train-
ing instance can be used to measure the knowledge value of
that instance. The higher the prediction entropy, the greater
the knowledge value of the instance. The prediction entropy
of a student network for a training instance is:

H(y | x) = −
C∑

c=1

p(y = c | x) log p(y = c | x). (14)

5



Algorithm 1: Training and usage of RLKD
Input: agent network Q, student network fS , teacher network

fT , dataset D, batch size N , reward corrector C
for batch dt+1 in D do

for i = 0 to N − 1 do
Build state observation si from fS(d

i
t+1), fT (dit+1)

Compute the action ai and values Vi ← Q(si)
Use ai as instance temperature
Collect si, ai, Vi as a buffer to update Q (Sec. 4.1)

end
Update the student network fS
Obtain the reward rt+1 following Eq. (9)
Calibrate the instance reward following Eq. (10)
Update the reward rt+1 in the replay buffer
Update the state st following Eq. (12) (Sec. 4.2)
while not done do

Update Q
end

end
Compute prediction entropy Ht ← fS(dt+1)
Obtain high-quality samples following Eq. (16) (Sec. 4.3)
Implement the efficient exploration strategy
Update Q

Here, H(y | x) is the predictive entropy for a given in-
stance x, C is the number of classes, and p(y = c | x) is
the predicted probability that instance x belongs to class c.
To identify the high-quality data, we first compute the pre-
diction entropy H of the student model for all training in-
stances, and then sort these prediction entropies in descend-
ing order to form a sequence Se. Se is defined as:

Se = {I1, ..., In}. (15)

Here, n represents the total number of training examples,
and In represents the training instance ranked at ranking
n. To mitigate the risk of overfitting, we take the top 10%

to 20% training samples in the sequence S
(10∼20)%
e as our

high-quality training samples for efficient exploration.
Secondly, since the student network is typically a small

model, to prevent overfitting through our high-quality learn-
ing and to enhance the robustness of the student model,
we utilize mix-up [41] on our high-quality training sam-
ples with the training instances ranked from 40% to 50%,
denoted as S(40∼50)%

e , in the sequence Se. The sequence of
training instance St

e after mix-up is calculated as:

St
e = λ · S(10∼20)%

e + (1− λ) · S(40∼50)%
e (16)

The parameter λ is set to ensure that the knowledge in St
e

predominantly comes from higher-ranked training instances
(i.e. higher quality training instances).

4.4. Training and Usage of RLKD

Given a dataset D, a teacher network fT , and a student net-
work fS , our RLKD proceeds as follows. At beginning,
we calculate the instance temperature T for all training in-
stances in the batch, organized by Sec. 4.1. We record the

state st, action at, and value Vt of this batch into the re-
play buffer, which serves as a reference for the agent’s sub-
sequent decision-making. Next, we calibrate the instance
reward and update the state, as described in Sec. 4.2. Fi-
nally, as demonstrated in Sec. 4.3, we filter out high-quality
training samples based on the performance of each training
instance during this training stage and execute our efficient
exploration strategy by utilizing these high-quality training
instances. The procedure is depicted in Algorithm 1.

5. Experiments
For a fair comparison, we follow the experimental settings
of CTKD [20] to conduct experiments to verify the effec-
tiveness of our RLKD. Experiments are tested on a vari-
ety of well-known neural network architectures, such as
VGG [30], ResNet (RN) [12], Wide ResNet (WRN) [40],
ShuffleNet (SN) [43], and MobileNet (MN) [15]. We also
evaluate RLKD as a plug-and-play technique across var-
ious distillation frameworks, including Vanilla KD [14],
PKT [25], SP [35], VID [1], CRD [32], SRRL [39], and
DKD [46]. Furthermore, we perform ablation studies to
validate the effectiveness of our designed state representa-
tion, instance reward calibration, efficient exploration strat-
egy, and selection of high-quality training examples.

Tasks and datasets. Following [20], we conduct exper-
iments on two tasks: image classification and object detec-
tion. For the image classification task, we carry out ex-
periments on CIFAR-100 [18] and ImageNet [8]. For the
object detection task, we conduct our experiments on MS-
COCO [21]. CIFAR-100 is a prominent dataset for image
classification, comprising 32×32 pixel images across 100
different categories, with a training set of 50,000 images
and a validation set of 10,000 images. ImageNet, another
significant dataset for large-scale image classification, en-
compasses 1,000 categories with a training set of approx-
imately 1.28 million images and a validation set of 50,000
images. MS-COCO is a famous dataset used for general ob-
ject detection that includes 80 categories. It has a training
set (train 2017) with 118,000 images and a validation set
(val 2017) with 5,000 images.

5.1. Main results

CIFAR-100: image classification. As shown in Tab. 1, we
conduct image classification on the CIFAR-100 dataset to
demonstrate the generalization performance of our RLKD
method across 11 teacher-student pairs, including RN-56 &
RN-20, etc. Among them, 5 pairs of teacher and student
models (VGG-13 & MN-V2, etc.) are characterized by dis-
tinguishing architectural frameworks. These experimental
designs we employed provide a diverse and comprehensive
assessment environment. When the teacher and student net-
works share the same architecture, the experimental results
show that our RLKD method has a strong generalization
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Teacher RN-56 RN-110 RN-110 WRN-40-2 WRN-40-2 VGG-13 WRN-40-2 VGG-13 RN-50 RN-32×4 RN-32×4
Acc 72.34 74.31 74.31 75.61 75.61 74.64 75.61 74.64 79.34 79.42 79.42

Student RN-20 RN-32 RN-20 WRN-16-2 WRN-40-1 VGG-8 SN-V1 MN-V2 MN-V2 SN-V1 SN-V2
Acc 69.06 71.14 69.06 73.26 71.98 70.36 70.50 64.60 64.60 70.50 71.82

Vanilla KD 70.66 73.08 70.66 74.92 73.54 72.98 74.83 67.37 67.35 74.07 74.45
+CTKD 71.11 73.47 71.08 75.40 73.97 73.48 75.70 68.42 68.51 74.52 75.26
+Ours 71.40 73.81 71.44 75.79 74.17 73.75 76.01 68.73 68.75 74.84 75.55

Table 1. Student network top-1 accuracy on CIFAR-100. Testing the performance of Vanilla KD as well as Vanilla KD with the incorpora-
tion of instance temperature adjustment using CTKD and our RLKD, respectively.

Teacher Student Vanilla KD +CTKD +Ours PKT +CTKD +Ours RKD +CTKD +Ours SRRL +CTKD +Ours DKD +CTKD +Ours

Top-1 73.96 70.26 70.83 71.28 71.39 70.92 71.31 71.53 70.94 71.13 71.37 71.01 71.25 71.38 71.13 71.47 71.62
Top-5 91.58 89.50 90.31 90.33 90.51 90.25 90.30 90.42 90.33 90.34 90.45 90.41 90.42 90.52 90.31 90.44 90.56

Table 2. Top-1 and Top-5 accuracy on ImageNet with ResNet-34 as teacher and ResNet-18 as student.

Teacher RN-56 RN-110 RN-110 WRN-40-2 WRN-40-2 RN-32×4 RN-32×4
Acc 72.34 74.31 74.31 75.61 75.61 79.42 79.42

Student RN-20 RN-32 RN-20 WRN-16-2 WRN-40-1 SN-V1 SN-V2
Acc 69.06 71.14 69.06 73.26 71.98 70.70 71.82

PKT 70.85 73.36 70.88 74.82 74.01 74.39 75.10
+CTKD 71.13 73.49 71.07 75.34 74.11 74.63 75.52
+Ours 71.41 73.68 71.34 75.62 74.23 74.89 75.78

SP 70.84 73.09 70.74 74.88 73.77 74.97 75.59
+CTKD 71.29 73.42 71.17 75.30 73.97 75.28 75.79
+Ours 71.65 73.70 71.51 75.61 74.22 75.31 76.04

VID 70.62 73.02 70.59 74.89 73.60 74.81 75.24
+CTKD 70.81 73.38 71.11 75.20 73.75 75.23 75.48
+Ours 71.09 73.70 71.39 75.48 74.02 75.58 75.81

CRD 71.69 73.63 71.38 75.53 74.36 75.13 75.90
+CTKD 72.13 74.08 72.02 75.71 74.72 75.41 76.20
+Ours 72.29 74.41 72.28 76.03 74.98 75.68 76.55

SRRL 71.13 73.48 71.09 75.69 74.18 75.36 75.90
+CTKD 71.41 73.81 71.52 75.90 74.38 75.62 75.97
+Ours 71.61 74.02 71.81 76.23 74.64 75.90 76.06

DKD 71.43 73.66 71.28 75.70 74.54 75.44 76.48
+CTKD 71.62 73.91 71.65 75.85 74.57 75.88 76.91
+Ours 71.89 74.27 71.91 76.02 74.90 76.02 77.21

Table 3. Student network Top-1 accuracy on CIFAR-100 dataset.

capacity, also exhibits a superior performance compared
to CTKD. Specifically, in the case of RN-110 & RN-20,
our method outperforms Vanilla KD by 0.78% (71.44% vs
70.66%) and CTKD by 0.36% (71.44% vs 71.08%). More-
over, in the case where the teacher and student networks
have different architectures, the powerful generalization ca-
pacity of our RLKD is also validated.

To validate the generalization of our RLKD method
across different KD frameworks, we conduct experiments
on 6 currently leading KD frameworks (see Tab. 3), includ-
ing DKD, PKT, etc. When applied to the teacher-student
pair RN110 & RN32, our RLKD brings an improvement of
0.61% (74.27% vs 73.66%) in the DKD framework, which
surpasses the accuracy of CTKD by 0.36% (74.27% vs
73.91%). Experiments conducted on other 5 KD frame-
works (e.g. PKT, etc.) further confirm the strong general-
ization of our RLKD. Both the accuracy and stability of the
proposed RLKD are significantly superior to CTKD, this
can be attributed to our RLKD method considers the future
rewards of the instance temperature adjustment operations.

ImageNet: image classification. To validate the scal-
ability of our method and its applicability in complex sce-

mAP AP50 AP75 APl APm APs

T: RN-101 42.04 62.48 45.88 54.60 45.55 25.22
S: RN-18 33.26 53.61 35.26 43.16 35.68 18.96

Vanilla KD 33.97 54.66 36.62 44.14 36.67 18.71
+CTKD 34.51 55.32 36.95 44.76 37.17 19.01
+Ours 34.73 55.61 37.19 45.27 37.30 19.12

T: RN-50 40.22 61.02 43.81 51.98 43.53 24.16
S: MN-V2 29.47 48.87 30.90 38.86 30.77 16.33

Vanilla KD 30.13 50.28 31.35 39.56 31.91 16.69
+CTKD 31.21 52.12 32.01 41.11 33.44 18.09
+Ours 31.49 52.57 33.23 41.71 33.65 18.31

Table 4. Results of our RLKD on the MS-COCO dataset, utilizing
Faster-RCNN [27] with FPN [22]. We conduct experiments with
the following teacher-student pairings: RN-101 paired with RN-
18, and RN-50 paired with MN-V2.

narios involving large datasets, we further conduct image
classification on ImageNet. Tab. 2 details the top-1 and top-
5 accuracy. Using CTKD and our RLKD as the adaptable
plug-in approach, we incorporate them into 5 current lead-
ing distillation frameworks (i.e. KD, PKT, RKD, SRRL,
and DKD). The experimental results obtained from these
5 KD frameworks unequivocally demonstrate the excellent
scalability of our method. Remarkably, our RLKD exhibits
robust performance on large dataset like ImageNet. For
instance, in the Vanilla KD and SRRL frameworks, our
method achieves improvement of 0.2% (90.51% vs 90.31%)
and 0.11% (90.52% vs 90.41%) respectively. In con-
trast, CTKD obtains much fewer improvement on these KD
frameworks, with gains of just 0.02% (90.33% vs 90.31%)
and 0.01% (90.42% vs 90.41%) respectively, about 10
times lower. We think the superior performance of RLKD
can be attributed to its RL-based framework in instance tem-
perature adjustment, which considers the future benefits of
these adjustments. Additionally, unlike CTKD, our RLKD
also takes into account the student model’s grasp of individ-
ual instances during instance temperature adjustment.

MS-COCO: object detection. To verify whether our
RLKD method possesses robustness across other visual
tasks, we execute object detection on the MS-COCO
dataset. As shown in Tab. 4, in the case of RN-50 &
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MN-V2, regarding the mAP metric, our RLKD outperforms
Vanilla KD by 1.36% (31.49% vs 30.13%) and CTKD by
0.28% (31.49% vs 31.21%), respectively. Additionally, for
detecting objects with varying sizes – evaluated by the AP
metrics for large (APl), medium (APm) and small (APs) ob-
jects, our RLKD also shows a significant enhancement, con-
sistently surpasses CTKD across all size categories. Results
demonstrate the robustness of our approach, where instance
temperature adjustment is treated as a sequential decision-
making task, enabling consideration of future benefits.

Teacher RN-56 RN-110 WRN-40-2 VGG-13
Student RN-20 RN-32 WRN-16-2 VGG-8

Ours w/o US 71.16 73.68 75.61 73.57
Ours w US 71.40 73.81 75.79 73.75

Table 5. Ablation study of the uncertainty score (US) feature.

Teacher RN-56 RN-110 WRN-40-2 VGG-13
Student RN-20 RN-32 WRN-16-2 VGG-8

Ours w/o IRA 70.91 73.26 75.39 73.32
Ours w IRA 71.40 73.81 75.79 73.75

Table 6. Ablation on instance reward calibration (IRA) strategy.

Teacher RN-56 RN-110 WRN-40-2 VGG-13
Student RN-20 RN-32 WRN-16-2 VGG-8

Ours w/o EE 71.03 73.52 75.50 73.45
Ours w EE 71.40 73.81 75.79 73.75

Table 7. Ablation study of the efficient exploration (EE) strategy.

5.2. Ablation studies

In the ablation studies, we evaluate the performance of the
uncertainty score that is included in our state representation,
the instance reward calibration scheme, the efficient explo-
ration strategy, and different high-quality training example
selection strategies. All experiments are conducted on the
CIFAR-100 dataset with respect to the image classification
task, and utilize the Vanilla KD framework.

Uncertainty score. We conduct experiments on 4 sets
of teacher-student network pairs to test the effectiveness
of the uncertainty score in our state representation. As
shown in Tab. 5, when incorporating uncertainty score into
state representation, our method shows an improvement of
0.24% (71.40% vs 71.16%) in the RN-56 & RN-20 teacher-
student pair. This enhancement verifies the effectiveness
of our designed uncertainty score, which enables the agent
to make wiser decisions by taking into account the student
model’s mastery of the training instances.

Instance reward calibration. As shown in Tab. 6, when
incorporating an instance reward calibration strategy into
our RLKD method, a promotive effect across 4 different

sets of the teacher-student pairs (RN-56 & RN-20, etc.) is
achieved. E.g., our instance temperature calibration strat-
egy boosts the performance of RN-110 & RN-32 pair by
0.55% (73.81% vs 73.26%). We believe the effectiveness
of the instance reward calibration strategy lies in its ability
to enable the agent to more accurately perceive the rewards
resulting from each of its instance temperature adjustment
actions, thereby enhancing its capacity to update its policy
for performing the action.

Efficient exploration. As shown in Tab. 7, we conduct
ablation experiments on our efficient exploration strategy
across 4 teacher-student pairs. The experimental results
demonstrate that our effective exploration strategy facili-

Teacher Student 0 ∼ 10% 10 ∼ 20% 10 ∼ 20% M 30 ∼ 40% 10 ∼ 20%M 40 ∼ 50%

72.34 69.06 70.92 71.21 71.27 71.40
75.61 73.26 75.33 75.57 75.61 75.79

Table 8. Comparison of different high-quality training sample se-
lection strategies. The teacher-student pairs corresponding to the
second and third rows are respectively RN-56 & RN-20 and WRN-
40-2 & WRN-16-2. “M” denotes the mix-up operation.

tates performance of the student model across 4 teacher-
student pairs. In the experiments involving the RN-56
& RN-20 teacher-student pair, our efficient exploration
strategy results in a performance improvement of 0.37%
(71.40% vs 71.03%). We attribute this success to the strat-
egy enables the agent to learn valuable instance temperature
adjustment policy faster, allowing the student model to ac-
quire more useful knowledge during the early stages of KD.

Selection of high-quality training examples. As shown
in Tab. 8, we conduct experiments on CIFAR-100 to com-
pare different strategies for selecting the high-quality train-
ing examples. Interestingly, we observe that when using
the top 10% of high-quality training data, the performance
of the student model in the teacher-student pair RN-56 &
RN-20 is 70.92%, which is not as good as the performance
71.21% of the student model when using the training data
ranked from 10% to 20%. This phenomenon is also ob-
served in the teacher-student pair WRN-40-2 & WRN-16-
2. We think this may due to utilizing the top 10% samples
caused overfitting in the agent. Furthermore, in the teacher-
student pair RN-56 & RN-20, when conducting the mix-up
method on the training data ranked from 10% to 20% using
the training data ranked 40% to 50%, there is a performance
increase of 0.19% (71.40% vs 71.21%). The experimental
results verify the validity of our mix-up method that com-
bines instances of varying knowledge values can produce
high-quality training data.

6. Conclusion
In current knowledge distillation domain, the methods [20,
23] applied to temperature adjustment neglect the consider-
ation of future benefits associated with the adjustment. To
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address this issue, we approach the instance temperature ad-
justment as a sequential decision-making task and propose a
novel method RLKD. Specifically, we design a comprehen-
sive state representation to enable the agent in our frame-
work to make informed adjustment to the instance temper-
ature. Besides, we explore an instance reward calibration
scheme to provide the agent with more accurate reward sig-
nals. In addition, we develop an efficient exploration strat-
egy to boost the agent’s capability to learn valuable temper-
ature adjustment policy fastly. Extensive experiments are
conducted on three famous datasets for the tasks of image
classification and object detection, demonstrating the effec-
tiveness of our plug-and-play instance temperature adjust-
ment method RLKD.
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